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Deseret Romero

Subject: FW: Fairground Bond Request Revisions
Attachments: Bond Project Building and Infrastructure.rtf; Bond Project RV Park & Infrastructure.doc

 
Mr. Huckelberry, 
 
Following are the updated Bond Project Sheets per your request.  The Southwestern Fair 
Commission (SWFC) appreciates your efforts as well as those of the Pima County Bond Advisory 
Committee.  We understand that it is a very difficult job to work through all of the worthy project 
requests from across Pima County.  SWFC believes that even with these adjustments we will still be 
able to accomplish the majority of project goals we included in each project scope.  Thank you for 
your consideration, 
 
Jon Baker 
Executive Director, Southwestern Fair Commission 
 
 
Building and Infrastructure Bond Request  
 

 The Building and Infrastructure reduction would eliminate all of the Horse Show improvements 
and eliminate Thurber Hall improvements except for the adjacent bathrooms. 

  
With this change, the attached Bond Project sheet will reflect the following: 
  
Total Project Cost:  $3.6 Million ($3 Million Bond Funding and $600,000 Southwestern Fair 
Commission (SWFC) contribution) 
  
Scope reduction: 
  
                            $1 Million in Building Improvements (Equestrian Area & Thurber Hall) 
                            $250,000 in Soft Costs (Architectural, permits, etc.) 
  
*Our justification for eliminating this portion of the Bond Request is that we need to move forward on 
the Thurber Hall project soon and SWFC will accomplish this project using SWFC funds.  After the 
completion of the Thurber Hall project we will then move on to the Equestrian facility improvements. 
 
 
RV and Infrastructure Bond Request 
 

 The RV and Infrastructure reduction would eliminate some design and construction features 
that could instead be funded by SWFC during the annual budget process. 

 
With this change, the attached Bond project sheet will reflect the following: 
 
Total Project Cost:  $3.6 Million ($3 Million Bond Funding and $600,000 Southwestern Fair 
Commission (SWFC) contribution) 
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Scope Reduction:  
 
                        $200,000 in Soft Costs (Architectural, permits, etc.)  
 
*Our justification for eliminating this portion of the Bond Request is that SWFC will eliminate some of 
the more elaborate design features and in addition, can contribute additional funds for soft costs if 
necessary as the project design unfolds.   
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Deseret Romero

From: William Roe <billroe@dakotacom.net>
Sent: Tuesday, February 10, 2015 3:13 PM
To: Nicole Fyffe
Subject: reply to Mr. Huckelberry's request

 
 
Nicole: 
 
 Having served on the Bond Advisory Committee for some years a decade ago I understand the challenges.   
 
I respect the recommendations from Mr. Huckelberry, Mr. Hecker and Ms. Campbell and know how difficult the process 
has been.  As Chair of the Pima County Conservation Acquisition Commission I regret the cuts to the proposal but 
welcome the news that there will be funding for the Open Space Program.   
 
Sincerely, 
 
Bill Roe, Chair 
Pima County Conservation Acquisition Commission. 
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Deseret Romero

From: James Marian <jbm@chapmanlindsey.com>
Sent: Wednesday, February 11, 2015 9:29 AM
To: Nicole Fyffe
Subject: Bond Recommendation

Based on the circumstances, I support a reduction to the proposed Open Space Bond amount from 120 to 95 million 
dollars. 
 
James B. Marian  CCIM 
Chapman Lindsey Commercial Real Estate Services LLC 
7411 East Tanque Verde Road 
Tucson, Arizona 85715 
Office 520‐747‐4000 x 106 
Cell  520‐403‐5132 
 



Pima County  

Parks & Recreation Commission 







Dpt ID

Parks and Recreation

 Location* 

 County-
wide 

Benefit** 
Priority 
Ranking

 Submitted By, 
Priority if Provided  

 Jan. 23 BAC 
Draft Bond 

Package 

 BAC Chairs & 
County 

Administrator Joint 
Recommendations 

 Notes for BAC Chairs & County Administrator Joint 
Recommendations 

N 26 County-wide Splash Pad Program multiple Yes 4 PC 7,000,000 4,200,000 2 COT & PC; 1 OV & Sahuarita

PR 35 Regional Sports Fields and Lighting (Tier 3) multiple Yes 5.5 Tucson - 1 17,615,000 12,000,000 Reduce City/PC share proportionally. In City project list

PR 13 Esmond Station Regional Park (Tier 2) Tucson No 5.75 PC 6,800,000 6,800,000

PR 273 Kory Laos Freestyle Memorial BMX Park (Tier 3) UPC No 6 PC 1,300,000 1,300,000

N 28 Agua Caliente Park Pond Restoration UPC No 6.8 PC 1,000,000 1,000,000

PR 278 River Park Acquisitions and Development Countywide    multiple Yes 7 PC (OV-4) 20,000,000 10,000,000

PR 138 SW Regional Sports Tournament Complex Tucson Yes 7.75 PC 32,200,000 25,000,000 reduce 12 to 8 soccer fields, plus 4 multi-use

PR 116 Lawrence Park Improvements and Pool (Tier 1) UPC No 7.8 PC 6,500,000 3,500,000 Delete field; pool only

PR 281 Public Natural Park Trailheads multiple Yes 8.4 PC 3,750,000 3,750,000

PR 237 Flowing Wells District Park Expansion (Tier 2) UPC No 9.5 PC 500,000 500,000

FM 79 Colossal Cave Mountain Park Improvements UPC Yes 10 Colossal Cave 3,000,000 2,000,000

PR 80 Canoa Ranch New Museum/Orientation Center & Improvemen UPC Yes 11.2 PC 15,000,000 10,000,000 In museum/tourism list

PR 137 Canoa Preserve Park (Tier 1) UPC No 11.4 PC and Baja Sports 3,500,000 3,250,000 Delay junior field for future phase

PR 262 Altar Valley Watershed Restoration Project  UPC No 12.5 Altar Valley Conserv. Allia 1,500,000 500,000 in natural resources list
PR 109 Flowing Wells Park Skateboard Park and Improvements (Tier UPC No 13 PC 1,600,000 1,250,000 share BMX parking, restrooms, etc

N 27 36th Street Natural Resource Park Tucson No 13.2 PC 480,000 480,000

PR 103 Rillito Race Track Conversion   (Tier 1) Tucson Yes 14 PC 14,000,000 8,000,000 light 2 soccer fields for 11 lit, grandstands, parking improvements

PR 277 Pima County Softball Tournament & Recreation Park at Sports   Marana No 15.6 PC 5,000,000 3,200,000 still 2 new softball fields,less parking & amenities

PR 140 Willie Blake Park (formally Ajo Detention Basin Park) (Tier 1) Tucson No 17.25 PC 350,000 350,000

N 25 Kino Sports Complex Repurposing and Expansion Tucson Yes 17.75 PC 3,900,000 2,300,000

PR 280 Flowing Wells High School Sports Field Lighting & Track Impro Tucson No 18.75 PC & School District 1,500,000 1,000,000 Reduce to track improvements, deletes lighting

PR 96 Model Airplane Parks (Tier 3) multiple Yes 21.5 PC 1,500,000 1,000,000

PR 115 Ted Walker Park Sporting Dog Training Site (Tier 1) Marana Yes 23 PC 2,500,000 0

PR 110 George Mehl Family Foothills Park (Tier 1) Tucson No 24 PC 2,500,000 0

Pima County proposals

SUBTOTAL 145,995,000 97,180,000

BAC's Draft Bond Package as of January 23, 2015: $887,187,863 
BAC Chairs & County Administrator Joint Recommendations: $640,686,363 
Note: highlighted projects indicate that the Joint Recommendation differs from the BAC Jan. 23 package
*Location: The jurisdiction where the project is physically located. OV= Oro Valley, ST= South Tucson, UPC=Unincorporated Pima County, Multiple = programs that have subprojects located in multiple jurisdictions

**County-wide Benefits: Yes=Benefits are more County-wide; No=Benefits are mainly to residents within a specific area or jurisdiction. (2013 Audit by AZ State AG's Office definition)
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Deseret Romero

From: bluefin1@earthlink.net
Sent: Wednesday, February 18, 2015 12:00 PM
To: Nicole Fyffe
Subject: Colossal Cave Mountain Park

Attn: Bond Advisory Committee 
  
I was shocked to hear that the bond amount for Colossal Cave Mountain Park (CCMP) had been reduced from 
$3 million to $2 million.  The recent Performance Audit performed for Pima County indicates a number of 
focus areas that need maintenance to merely preserve the infrastructure of CCMP (page 10 of Executive 
Summary).  The report further outlines the need for additional funding to enhance and improve CCMP so that 
it can by enjoyed by the public in new and exciting ways.  Input from citizens at community meetings reveal 
there are many creative suggestions to enhance CCMP, from adding interpretive centers and mini‐museums to 
recreational opportunities.  Funding is needed to turn selected suggestions into reality.  Please consider re‐
allocating the full $3 million of bond money to CCMP – and at the minimum please maintain the $2 million the 
Committee recently allocated.   
  
CCMP is a unique jewel in the desert – there is no other example of a dry limestone cave accessible to the 
public in the entire southwest region.  In addition, its history with the settling of the Southwest, its 
involvement with the Civilian Conservation Corp and its incredible, undeveloped open space places it at the 
top of the list for Pima County attractions.  Please do all you can to provide funding to help CCMP shine like 
the jewel it is. 
  
Thank you, 
Gayle Alleman 
Board of Director President 
Colossal Cave Mountain Park 
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Deseret Romero

From: Matthew Hoose <hoosematt@yahoo.com>
Sent: Monday, February 09, 2015 12:21 PM
To: Nicole Fyffe
Subject: Colossal Cave Mountain Park

Nicole Fyffe, 
 
This weekend we visited CCMP with our family, toured the cave, spent the night in the campground 
and hiked to the Ranch in the morning. Our family loved this outing but the park desperately needs 
the $3 million originally proposed in the potential county bond intuitive to repair the roads/parking lots 
and upgrade infrastructure. What the park provides is wonderful for residents and tourists but it needs 
the county's help to attract others and generate enthusiasm from recent park visitors. When visitors 
drive the roads leading up to and inside the park, it certainly is not "inviting" to them given the 
extremely rough nature of the pavement.  Further, without my SUV, many of the camp sites are not 
assessable to sedans.  
 
I have been informed that the original $3 million target for CCMP has been changed to $2 million in 
an effort to reduce the bond cost. Please maintain at least this new amount as "our" park needs every 
bit of help from the county that it can provide. 
 
Sincerely,  
 
Matt Hoose 
7553 S. Pacific Willow Dr 
Tucson, AZ 85747 
520-784-3769 
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Deseret Romero

From: Hilary O'Bert <hilaryobert@msn.com>
Sent: Friday, February 13, 2015 12:56 PM
To: Nicole Fyffe
Subject: Colossal Cave Mountain Park

Dear Nichole Fyffe, 

 

I am a lifelong resident of the Vail Community. I grew up less than 5 miles from the Colossal Cave Mountain 
Park. My parents even lived in one of the houses on La Posta Quemada Ranch in the early 60s. When I was 
growing up, Colossal Cave was our favorite place to bring family and friends from all over the world when they 
would visit our home. Over recent years, I have seen extreme deterioration of the roads all of the way through 
the park and ranch area. The road has become a deterrent for the much needed visitors to spend time in the 
ranch and camping areas of the park. There are several areas where the pavement has washed out and many 
large potholes are unavoidable. If I am not mistaken, the last time this road has seen fresh pavement was in the 
70s when my grade school bus went through this area every day. This beautiful park desperately needs the $3 
million originally proposed in the potential county bond intuitive to repair the roads/parking lots and upgrade 
infrastructure. It is my understanding that the bond has been reduced to $2 million. Although we do understand 
the County’s need to conserve money, we have to ask that this bond not be reduced any further so that we can 
move forward with the much needed repairs to this historic Tucson attraction. We need your help to bring 
Colossal Cave Mountain Park back to life! 

  

Thank you for your understanding! 

  

Respectfully, 

  

Hilary O’Bert 
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Arizona-Sonora Desert Museum 



 

 

 

 

 

 

 

Date: 17 February 2015 

 

Mr. Chuck Huckelberry 

County Administrator 

Pima County Governmental Center 

130 W. Congress, Floor 10, Tucson, AZ 85701-1317 

 

 

Dear Mr. Huckelberry, 

 

Thank you, again, for the opportunity to address you on this matter. We deeply 

appreciate Pima County’s steadfast inclusion of the Desert Museum in the 

proposed Bond, along with the County’s willingness to remove the water 

infrastructure project as part of our proposal, as well as an openness to 

considering counterproposals for the proposed reduction in Bond funding for the 

Desert Museum’s, “Coast to Canyons: Journey of the Jaguar.” As mentioned 

previously, we are sensitive to the fact that the proposed Bond for 2015 is 

serving many masters and that difficult decisions need to be made to right size 

the Bond. However, before we examine resizing the Museum’s project, if I may, 

I would like to ask whether the Desert Museum truly must take these steps.  

 

We recognize that Bond funding is challenging in the current economic climate, 

but with no disrespect intended toward any other entity currently featured in the 

proposed Bond (particularly other attractions), we wonder if further impacting 

the proposal for one of Pima County’s premiere attractions is the best place to 

cut. With data that show the Desert Museum as one of the primary reasons 

people visit this region; perhaps it is worth considering alternatives that could 

leave the Desert Museum’s project support intact. 

 

If this is not possible, then we ask if there is room for negotiation on how much 

Bond funding is reduced for the Museum’s project. Rather than going from just 

over $9 million to $7 million, might we be funded at $8 million? This would 

give some relief to the Bond, but would provide us with enough funding so that 

the essential elements of the project would be kept more intact and, if we were 

to seek the balance in private philanthropy, a smaller amount would be needed 

to re-establish full funding of the project. 

 

Relative to potential adjustments to the scope of the project, depending upon the 

size of the reduction, more or less impact to the deliverables occurs. We have 



2021 N. Kinney Road 
Tucson, AZ 85743-8918 
Phone: (520) 883-1380 
Fax: (520) 883-2500 
www.desertmuseum.org  

been working with an architectural firm in Wichita, KS, to consider changes and 

concomitant impacts to the project. We have considered several alternatives, 

including: 

o Reduction in exhibit size, removal of play areas and some 

revenue producing spaces 

o Elimination of one of the indoor spaces (but it would likely be a 

key revenue producer) 

o Removal of one of the featured species (e.g. Mexican wolf), 

along with several other smaller adjustments 

o Phasing the project in over time 

 

However, I’m afraid that we would need more time to make the best choices 

relative to project adjustment and outline these in detail. I don’t think there is 

any question that it is difficult to change the project without either reducing the 

amount of tourists (and other visitors) the exhibit complex will draw to the 

Museum (as well as leading to greater likelihood of extended stays in Pima 

County), or the revenue it can provide the Museum to help sustain exhibit 

operations far into the future. Regardless of what we do, it may significantly 

impact one or both of these areas, or greatly increase the time and cost to 

completion if we were to “phase” the project in, rather than building it all at 

once. The general rule of thumb is that phasing leads to about a 30% increase in 

cost and perhaps a similar impact on total completion time. 

 

In conclusion, we ask that the above alternatives be considered prior to moving 

forward with reduced funding or re-scoping the project and that, if it is deemed 

necessary to reduce funding and change the project, we be allowed more time to 

evaluate the various alternatives and make the best recommendations relative to 

any changes to the project.  

 

 

Respectfully yours, 

 

 

Craig Ivanyi 

Executive Director 

 

 

 

 

 



Downtown Community Theaters  

& Historic Cultural Landscape 



 

 

February 16, 2015 
 
C. H. Huckelberry 
County Administrator, Pima County 
Pima County Governmental Center 
130 West Congress 
Floor 10 
Tucson, AZ  85701-1317 
 
RE: February 10, 2015 Request for Review and Comment on Recommended Changes to the 
Downtown Community Theaters and Historic Cultural Landscape Pima County Bond Project 
Proposal 
 
Dear Mr. Huckelberry, 
 
Thank you for inviting me to comment on the proposed bond funding reduction to “$18.5M with 
a specific $5M reduction for the Music Hall portion of the project.” 
 
Before I answer this question, let me affirm the groundswell of voter and taxpayer interest in 
this project.  While it is the historic preservation and arts community that originally raised 
interest, a broad segment of our community values the economic and social value of restoring 
the performance halls and landscape at the TCC.  To date, our collaboration spans from the 
Arizona Opera, to Rio Nuevo, to the Southern Arizona Leadership Council.  Plans are currently 
being developed to increase the number of supporters to a broader spectrum of County –Wide 
organizations. 
 
Your letter asks me to comment on the “feasibility of the project.”  The City of Tucson staff - who 
are especially familiar with the scope, cost analysis, and economic impact - are best able to 
comment on viability of the Downtown Community Theaters and Historic Cultural Landscape 
project.   
 
I can add value to the discussion by saying what this proposed 26% reduction1 in funding of the 
Music Hall component could mean to the Tucson Symphony Orchestra and to all the 
organizations renting the hall (in FY14 there were 20 such groups).  Such a cut would 
necessarily eliminate substantive portions of the planned scope.  If for example, the replacement 
of patron seating, improvements to the lobby and restrooms, or the upgrading of the acoustics, 
were cut to accommodate the 26% reduction, it would minimize the comfort of our patrons and 
limit our ability to present world-class music in Tucson.  Thus, it would also limit prospective 
tenants’ interest in this important community facility.  Bringing this facility up to present day 
standards offers the potential to attract more users, ultimately increasing revenue for the City of 
Tucson. 

                                                           
1 $19M - $5M = $14M 



 

 

C. H. Huckelberry 
Page 2 
 
 
While your letter did not ask for comment on the proposal that philanthropic funds be raised as 
a requirement for bond funding, please know that I support the analysis dated February 10, 
2015 that Barbara R. Levy, ACFRE, and Karla Van Drunen Littooy, CFRE, have submitted to you. 
 
I believe that a consortium of organizations could raise philanthropic funds to augment bond 
funding.  But, many factors (including additional funding ) would have to align in order for the 
millions proposed to be raised. 
 
Because the Music Hall is a community theater used by dozens of performing, educational, 
business, and religious organizations drawing audiences from throughout the County, I believe 
Pima County Bond funding is the appropriate source of the project funds. 
 
I would ask you to allow the City of Tucson Bond Advisory Committee and the Staff to allocate 
the project funding amongst the three components in the Downtown Community Theaters and 
Historic Landscape.  They are most familiar with the components, costs, and how best the 
project could be staged. 
 
In preparation for a successful bond election, The Symphony has already begun to inform our 
patrons of the potential November 2015 Bond Election.  This is the best immediate opportunity 
they have for the renovations they expect in the Music Hall.  At concerts this past weekend, we 
included inserts in our programs and spoke to the opportunity in pre-concert conversations.  In 
FY14, more than 38,000 attended our concerts at the Music Hall and 13,000 students and 
teachers attended the Young Peoples’ Concerts that were enhanced with nationally recognized 
music education curricula.  Moreover, we have contact information for 4,365 households in Pima 
County and will advocate directly with these patrons for their “yes” vote on the November 2015 
Bond Election. 
 
Thank you for asking for my input on this important topic.   
 
Most sincerely, 

 
Mark A. Blakeman 
President and CEO 
Tucson Symphony Orchestra 
 
 
 
  



Altar Valley Watershed Restoration  
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Deseret Romero

From: Mary Miller <mary@elkhornranch.com>
Sent: Friday, February 06, 2015 5:22 AM
To: Nicole Fyffe
Subject: Fwd: Altar Valley Watershed -- Restoration Project  PR 262

Dear Nicole, 
 
I am unable to attend today’s important bond meeting, and wonder if it would be possible for you to share these 
thoughts with the committee. 
 
Many thanks, Mary Miller 
 
Begin forwarded message: 
 
 

From: Mary Miller <mary@elkhornranch.com> 
Subject: Altar Valley Watershed -- Restoration Project PR 262 
Date: February 5, 2015 at 5:40:49 PM MST 
To: Carolyn Campbell <Carolyn.Campbell@sonorandesert.org> 
Cc: Tom Sheridan <tes@email.arizona.edu>, Pat King <anvilranch@gmail.com>, Sarah 
King <sehking@gmail.com>, Walter Lane <wlane@headquarterswest.com> 
 
Dear Carolyn, 
 
I am sure that you and your bond advisory committee colleagues are being overwhelmed with 
commentary about the bond list — I don’t envy you.  I did not realize the nature of tomorrow’s 
conversation at the bond committee meeting nor that the memo released today was in the works, 
and am very upset that I cannot rearrange my schedule to attend tomorrow.  Given that I cannot 
attend, I humbly request that you share my concerns with your colleagues. 
 
I must share that I am deeply disappointed about the proposed substantial cut to the Altar Valley 
Restoration project, from $1.5 million to $500,000.  The concept of the original $1.5 million 
request was that about 1/3 would be used for the substantive planning and analysis necessary for 
such a huge undertaking as restoration of the Altar Wash; and that the remaining 2/3 or  $ 1 
million would be the seed money to leverage other substantial funds necessary to really take on 
the endeavor of Altar Wash restoration.  In the scheme of things relative to the overall bond 
package, this project is tiny — and the committee’s recommendation has gutted it.  The 
combination of a SOLID PLAN and SEED MONEY TO LEVERAGE OTHER MAJOR 
FUNDS is the magic of this project.   
 
I also take issue with the characterization of the project as one that does not have County wide 
benefit.  This is an integral part of enhancing the conservation benefits of a major portion of the 
Maeveen Behan Conservation Land System, which is of county-wide importance.  This project 
has major flood control benefits relative to downstream issues in the Avra Valley and on down to 
Marana.  This project has the potential to place Pima County on the forefront of doing great on-
the-ground restoration work on its conservation lands, and multiplying the effects of Pima 
County land work through collaborative conservation endeavors with neighboring landowners. 
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I’m under the impression that a project of this type that builds “conservation infrastructure” is a 
very unique type of bond project.  Pima County is a national leader in progressive urban and 
rural planning now, and it would seem that full support of this innovative bond proposal would 
be another substantive feather in the County’s cap.  You are not only a County willing to engage 
in large scale landscape protection, but you are willing to invest in improving it.  I hope that you 
and your colleagues will strive to return the project to its full $1.5 million value; or find a 
compromise in the $1.25 or $ 1 million range that would allow for there to be funds available for 
construction and leveraging other substantive sources. 
 
Thank you for your consideration. 
 
Sincerely, 
 
Mary Miller 
 
 
Mary Miller 
mary@elkhornranch.com 
  
ALTAR VALLEY CONSERVATION ALLIANCE 
Vice-President/Executive Director 
 
ELKHORN RANCH 
27000 W Elkhorn Ranch Road 
Tucson, AZ  85736 
(520) 822-1040 
www.elkhornranch.com 
Owned and Operated by the Miller Family since 1946 

 

 
Mary Miller 
mary@elkhornranch.com 
  
ALTAR VALLEY CONSERVATION ALLIANCE 
Vice-President/Programs  
 
ELKHORN RANCH 
27000 W Elkhorn Ranch Road 
Tucson, AZ  85736 
(520) 822-1040 
www.elkhornranch.com 
Owned and Operated by the Miller Family since 1946 
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Deseret Romero

Subject: FW:  Comments re:  Decrease in funding for Arizona Bicycle Center-Velodrome

 

From: Richard J DeBernardis [mailto:president@perimeterbicycling.com]  
Sent: Tuesday, February 17, 2015 11:37 PM 
To: Pima County - Manager - Huckelberry Chuck (Pima County - Manager - Huckelberry Chuck) 
Cc: Nanette Slusser 
Subject: Re: Comments re: Decrease in funding for Arizona Bicycle Center-Velodrome 
 
Dear Mr. Huckleberry: 
 
Thank you for your continued “painstaking” work on the proposed bond package.  In regard to reducing the 
proposed amount of $5 Million down to $2.5 Million for the Arizona Bicycle Center-Velodrome (ABC), there 
would be a significant difference in the type of ABC-Velodrome that would be built in our County.  In our 
research we found that the least expensive ABC-Velodrome that could be built for our needs is $4.5 
Million.  This is an outdoor center with multi-use.  If our community were going to build something less 
expensive, Perimeter Bicycling would not be able to meet the financial goals that were proposed in our 
presentation to the Bond Committee, specifically in economic impact and education objectives. 
 
The ABC at $4.5 Million is going to be a national and international attraction.  It will be outdoor center with a 
hard cover with approximately 2,000 seats.  Based on the budget we established, the center will be able to pay 
for all of its operational expenses and managerial expenses.  Additional funds to pay for the construction of the 
ABC was never taken into consideration when establishing the budget.  At this point, ABC committee can not 
see that a center such as proposed could be built for anything less than the $4.5 Million which would mean that 
we couldn’t meet the economic impact demonstrated in our presentations. 
 
Our ABC committee would very like to work with you in your recommendation and respectfully ask that you 
reconsider your reduction of $2.5 Million to “one Million dollars”.  Perimeter Bicycling and the members of 
the ABC committee will be able to find a match of one million to the $4 Million (that the Bond would grant to 
the development of ABC-Velodrome). 
 
Sincerely, 
 
Richard J. DeBernardis 
Acting Chair, ABC-Velodrome 
President & CEO, Perimeter Bicycling Association of America, Inc  
 
 
 
 



Old Tucson Expansion 



Arizona Sonora Western Heritage Foundation 

201 South Kinney Road 

Tucson, AZ 85735 

 

February 16, 2015 

Chuck Huckelberry 

County Administrator 

130 West Congress Street 

Tucson, AZ 85701 

 

Dear Mr. Huckelberry, 

 

On behalf of the Board of Directors of the Arizona Sonora Western Heritage Foundation, I want to 

thank you and members of the Pima County Advisory Bond Committee for your hard and 

thoughtful work on the Bond.  I appreciate the tough decisions you are making.  

 

The proposed reduction in funding from $6 million with a $2m match to $3 million with a $4m 

match will affect the expansion of Old Tucson, located on Pima County Land, into a multicultural 

living history museum and heritage center.  There are currently 40 capital campaigns in Tucson 

and it will be very difficult for a new nonprofit to conduct a successful campaign in the next few 

years. 

 

The decrease will impact the length of the construction period, total duration of stay of visitors, 

implementation schedule and time period to reach full operation.  The significant and positive 

economic impact of this bond investment and expansion was quantified in a January 2015 study 

completed by U.S. Economic Research. 

 

The capital improvement we request is not excessive and has great value to adding authentic 

historic anthropology to Pima County’s Tucson Mountain Park attractions and our neighbor 

Arizona Sonora Desert Museum.  Our original request was for $10 million with a $4 million match 

and it was cut to $6 million with a $2 million match and now it is at $3 million with a $4 million 

match.   

 

Old Tucson is a Pima County asset that must be enhanced to meet the changing needs of travelers, 

tourists and our local community.   We urge your continued support of the project, and at a 

minimum if you cannot increase the Bond amount of $3 million, please consider reducing the 

match to $1 million – keeping it proportionate to the previous Bond/Match amounts.   

 

Thank you. 

 

Sincerely, 

 

Anne Maley 

Acting Executive Director 

CC: Arizona Sonora Western Heritage Board 

 



Pedestrian Safety  

& Walkability Improvements 



 

 

 
17 February 2015 
 
 
To: Larry Hecker, Pima County Bond Advisory Committee, Chair 

Cc: Nicole Fyffe, Executive Assistant to the Pima County Administrator 
 Carolyn Campbell, Pima County Bond Advisory Committee, Vice-Chair 

Re:  Response to Recommended Changes to the Pedestrian Safety & Walkability 
Improvements Proposal  

 
Dear Mr. Hecker and Honorable Committee members, 

On behalf of Living Streets Alliance, 37 community organizations and businesses, and thousands of 
supporters of a safe and walkable region, we would like to thank you for your ongoing support of the 
Pedestrian Safety & Walkability Proposal.  

The Bond Package Recommendation list recently generated by Chair Hecker, Vice-Chair Campbell, 
and Mr. Huckelberry proposed funding the proposal at $12 million, a more than 50% reduction in the 
funding amount approved by the committee less than a month ago. While any reduction from the 
original $25 million amount is disappointing, we understand the complexity of the task before the 
Bond Advisory Committee. As such, we have gone through and reduced the total amount of our 
package as much as possible while keeping it regional in scope and maintaining the integrity of the 
package so as to retain the enthusiasm of supporters of this proposal for the overall Bond election. 
Our revised package amounts to just under $14.5 million and has the following benefits: 

• Projects included are strong in terms of potential leverage, population/needs served, 
regional connections, and positive health, safety, and economic impact, etc.; 

• It still includes at least one project from each participating jurisdiction; 

• It still includes at least one key corridor per County Supervisor District and per City of 
Tucson Ward; 

• And it includes a corridor that straddles Unincorporated Pima County, thereby 
expanding the number of jurisdictions included and improving the appeal to voters. 

We have attached a spreadsheet detailing the remaining 13 corridor projects and would ask that the 
PCBAC support this package at $14.5 million. 

Thank you for your consideration. We know that the committee has difficult choices to make among 
many worthy projects and we appreciate the thoughtfulness, time, and energy you are all putting into 
the process. 

 

Sincerely, 

 
Emily Yetman 
Executive Director 



Jurisdiction Project/Corridor Length	  
(Miles)

Cost	  Estimate Supervisor	  
District

South	  Tucson
6th	  Ave 1.1 600,000$	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	   2
8th/10th	  Ave 1.2 96,000$	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	   2

2.3 696,000$	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  
Tohono	  O'odham	  Nation
(San	  Xavier	  District) San	  Javier	  Rd/J	  Stock	  Rd 0.96 250,000$	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	   3
(Sells	  District) SR	  86	  Frontage	  Rd 0.57 226,699$	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	   3

1.53 476,699$	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  
Oro	  Valley

La	  Canada	  Dr 1 345,917$	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	   1
Northern	  Ave 2 1,048,495$	  	  	  	   1

2 1,394,412$	  	  	  	  
Pascua	  Yaqui	  Tribe

Old	  Pascua 0.8 414,160$	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	   5
0.8 414,160$	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  

Tucson
(Ward	  1) St.	  Mary's	  Rd 1 1,534,433$	  	  	  	   5
(Wards	  2	  &	  4) Vicksburg/Sarnoff 2.4 2,898,045$	  	  	  	   4
(Wards	  3	  &	  6) Dodge	  Blvd 2 1,777,787$	  	  	  	   3	  &	  5
(Ward	  5) Nebraska	  St 0.7 1,239,842$	  	  	  	   5
(Ward	  6) 5th/6th	  St 2 2,717,925$	  	  	  	   5

8.1 10,168,032$	  	  
Tucson/Unincorporated	  Pima	  County
(Ward	  3	  +	  Pima	  County) Roger	  Rd 1.5 1,250,700$	  	  	  	   3

1.5 1,250,700$	  	  	  	  

TOTAL 16.23 14,400,003$	  	  
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