












































































Attachment A 
Updated Tentatively Approved Projects List 



Revised 9.13.2013

BAC Funding 
Allocations Recommendations

155,050,000$            $140,950,000
212,850,000              $178,506,381
10,000,000                10,000,000                

200,952,000              $192,510,500
578,852,000$            521,966,881$            

Revisions
Substantial Rejustification

CA County Administrator's February 15, 2013 recommendations

Legend

Total

Tentatively Approved Projects Summary
2014 Bond Election Planning

Pima County Bond Advisory Committee

Tentatively Approved Recommendations Summary

Question 1 - Open Space, Historic & Cultural Conservation
Question 2 - Public Health, Libraries & Community Facilities
Question 4 - Flood Control & Water Conservation
Question 6 - Parks & Recreation



TENTATIVELY APPROVED PROJECT RECOMMENDATIONS

Revised 9.13.2013

FC 2 Floodprone and Riparian Land Acquistion (Combined w/ FC52 and PR219) $10,000,000 21-May-10
HP 103 Archaeological Site Acquisitions: Marana Mounds, Cocoraque Butte           1,500,000 4-Jan-10 $4.4 million Pima County
HP 107 OS Repair and Rehabilitation of Historic Buildings              500,000 17-Jun-11
HP 108 Site Interpretation/Preservation           2,000,000 4-Jan-10
HP 109 Vail Area Historic Sites              250,000 4-Jan-10
HP 111 Steam Pump Ranch Rehabilitation 2,000,000 16-Oct-09 $4 million Oro Valley
HP 115 Historic Ft. Lowell Park - Master Plan Implementation 5,000,000 16-Oct-09
HP 125 Ajo Curley School Gym & Town Plaza 1,300,000 16-Apr-10
HP 126 Dunbar School Rehabilitation 1,500,000 16-Apr-10
HP 128 Performing Arts Center Rehabilitation 1,000,000 16-Apr-10
OS 1 Davis Monthan Approach Corridor Open Space Acquisitions 5,000,000 4-Jan-10 Remove CA
OS 2 Habitat Protection Priorities & Associated Lands 110,000,000 16-Apr-10 $96 million CA
OS 3 Community Open Space 10,000,000 16-Apr-10
PR 80 Canoa Ranch Historic Interpretive Center (Parks and CR project) 5,000,000 4-Jan-10

Total $155,050,000 $140,950,000

CD 1 Affordable Housing Program $30,000,000 4-Jan-10 $10 million CA
CD 2 Neighborhood Reinvestment Program         30,000,000 4-Jan-10 $20 million CA
FM 1 One Stop Career Center (combine Literacy Connects/Job Path) 4,500,000 16-Oct-09 Scope/$10.5 million CA
FM 9 Green Valley Government Center Master Plan Implementation 2,000,000 19-Mar-10
FM 11 Pima County Community College Health Education Campus 40,000,000 19-Mar-10 Pending scope/name change CA
FM 34 LSB - Asbestos Abatement and Fire Sprinklers 2,000,000 19-Mar-10
FM 35 West Valencia Branch Library           6,000,000 19-Mar-10 $8 million Pima County
FM 45 Sahuarita Branch Library 6,675,000 16-Oct-09 $8 million Pima County
FM 48 Joyner-Green Valley Library Renovation and HVAC 1,660,000 16-Oct-09
FM 51 Flowing Wells Branch Library           2,910,000 16-Oct-09 $3.1 million Pima County
FM 54 Pima County Animal Care Center (PACC) Improvements         22,000,000 18-Dec-09
FM 77 Fairgrounds Infrastructure Improvements 3,000,000 16-Oct-09 $3,741,381 Fairgrounds
FM 79 Colossal Cave Mountain Park              535,000 21-May-10
FM 84 Marana Health Center Expansion 3,000,000 19-Mar-10 Scope change MHC
FM 92 Ajo Community Golf Course 320,000 19-Mar-10
FM 96 Art of the American West - Tucson Art Museum 5,000,000 19-Mar-10
FM 97 Theresa Lee and Tuberculosis Clinic Relocation 4,000,000 19-Mar-10 No change CA
FM 107 Tucson Children's Museum - New Museum 5,000,000 19-Mar-10 $6 million CA
FM 108 East Side Government/Comm. Ctr, Park, Sheriff 14,000,000 16-Apr-10 $15 million Pima County
FM 109 Pima Air and Space Museum - Cold War Hangar 4,000,000 21-May-10 $10 million PASM
FM 110 Elections Equipment 5,000,000 16-Apr-10 $2.4 million CA
PR 75 Green Valley Performing Arts/Learning Center III 16,000,000 19-Mar-10 Remove CA
PR 106 New Tucson Girl's and Boy's Chorus Building 1,250,000 19-Mar-10
PR 235 Freedom Park Adult Learning Center 4,000,000 21-May-10 Remove CA

Total $212,850,000 $178,506,381

BAC Funding 
Allocation

BAC Approval 
Date

BAC Approval 
Date

Recommendations
Requested 

By

Recommendations
Requested 

By
BAC Funding 

Allocation

Question 1 - Open Space, Historic & Cultural ConservationDept ID

Question 2 - Public Health, Libraries & Community FacilitiesDept ID



TENTATIVELY APPROVED PROJECT RECOMMENDATIONS

Revised 9.13.2013

FC 58 Santa Cruz River: Rillito and CDO Confluence 10,000,000 21-May-10
Total $10,000,000

PR 4 Udall Park Expansion (Tier 2) $4,000,000 16-Oct-09
PR 5 Jacobs Park Recreation Center (Tier 1)           4,000,000 16-Oct-09
PR 6 Reid Park Zoo Africa Expansion (Tier 2)           3,750,000 16-Oct-09 Remove CA
PR 13 Southeast Regional Park (Esmond Station Regional Park)   (Tier 2)           2,400,000 18-Dec-09 $6.8 million Pima County
PR 18 El Pueblo Center Improvements (Tier 1)           2,000,000 16-Oct-09 $2.5 million Tucson
PR 19 Freedom Center Expansion (Tier 2)           2,000,000 16-Oct-09 $2.5 million Tucson
PR 20 Reid Park Improvements (Tier 3)           2,000,000 16-Oct-09
PR 28 Lincoln Park Improvements (Tier 3)           1,500,000 16-Oct-09 Scope change Tucson
PR 29 Purple Heart Park Expansion (Tier 1)           1,500,000 16-Oct-09
PR 34 Urban Greenways - City of Tucson (Tier 3)         15,000,000 19-Nov-10 Remove CA
PR 35 City of Tucson Sports Fields and Lighting (Combined w/ PR47)  (Tier 3)         10,000,000 15-Oct-10 Scope - $15 million CA
PR 77 Shooting Sports Program Site Improvements (Tier 2)           3,000,000 16-Oct-09
PR 86 Lawrence Community Center and Swimming Pool (Tier 1)           6,500,000 16-Oct-09
PR 93 Yaqui Park Community Center   (Tier 1)           2,350,000 18-Dec-09
PR 95 Flowing Wells, Kino and Other Swimming Pool Renovations (Tier 1)           1,500,000 16-Oct-09
PR 96 Model Airplane Parks (Tier 3)           1,500,000 16-Oct-09
PR 103 Rillito Race Track Conversion   (Tier 1)         14,000,000 18-Dec-09 Scope change CA
PR 105 River Bend Conservation Education Center at Brandi Fenton Memorial Park           1,000,000 17-Jun-11
PR 109 Curtis Park Skateboard Park and Improvements (Tier 1)           1,600,000 16-Oct-09
PR 110 George Mehl Family Foothills Park (Tier 1)           4,000,000 16-Oct-09
PR 115 Ted Walker Park Sporting Dog Training Site (Tier 1)           2,500,000 16-Oct-09 Scope change Pima County
PR 116 Lawrence Park Improvements   (Tier 1)           3,000,000 18-Dec-09
PR 137 BAJA Seniors Sports Complex   (Tier 1) 4,000,000 16-Apr-10 $3.5 million Pima County
PR 138 Benson Highway Park Development & Land Acquisition   (Tier 1)           5,400,000 18-Dec-09
PR 140 Ajo Detention Basin Park   (Tier 1)           2,200,000 17-Jun-11 500,000                                CA
PR 141 Robles Community Park (Tier 1)           1,630,000 16-Oct-09
PR 181 Sahuarita Pool and Recreation Complex /YMCA   (Tier 1) 12,652,000 16-Apr-10 $15,880,500 Sahuarita
PR 201 Oury Pool Renovations (Tier 2)              620,000 21-May-10  $1.5 million Tucson
PR 210 Bureau of Reclamation Sports Park   (Tier 2) 10,000,000 16-Apr-10 $17.5 million Marana
PR 217 James D. Kriegh Park Upgrades (Tier 2)           1,000,000 16-Oct-09 $3 million Oro Valley
PR 220 Adaptive Recreation Center Expansion   (Tier 2)         12,000,000 15-Oct-10 Scope Tucson
PR 225 El Casino Park   (Tier 2)              850,000 17-Jun-11
PR 226 JVYC/Ochoa Gym (Tier 1)           1,000,000 16-Oct-09
PR 228 Lawrence Hiaki Pathway   (Tier 1)              500,000 15-Oct-10
End 231 Arizona Velodrome Center - Kino Campus (Tier 3) 5,000,000 19-Nov-10 Remove CA
PR 237 Flowing Wells District Park Expansion (Tier 2)           1,200,000 16-Oct-09
PR 262 Altar Valley Watershed Restoration Project   (Tier 1)           1,500,000 15-Oct-10
PR 266 PC Southeast Regional Park (Fairgrounds) - Horse Racing Facility (Tier 3)           6,500,000 16-Oct-09 Remove CA
PR 267 Sentinel Park - A Mountain Park Improvement Project (Tier 1)           2,500,000 16-Oct-09
PR 273 Kory Laos Freestyle Memorial BMX Park (Tier 3)           1,300,000 16-Oct-09
PR 277 Pima County Softball Tournament and Recreation Park   (Tier 1) 5,000,000 16-Apr-10

Recommendations
Requested 

By

Recommendations
Requested 

By

BAC Approval 
Date

BAC Approval 
Date

BAC Funding 
Allocation

BAC Funding 
Allocation

Question 6 - Parks and RecreationDept ID

Dept ID Question 4 - Flood Control & Water Conservation



TENTATIVELY APPROVED PROJECT RECOMMENDATIONS

Revised 9.13.2013

PR 278 River Park Acquisitions and Development Countywide            20,000,000 15-Oct-10 Scope change CA
PR 280 School District Partnerships         15,000,000 17-Jun-11 No Change CA
PR 281 Public Natural Park Trail Access           2,000,000 15-Oct-10

Total $200,952,000 $192,510,500
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Elections Equipment Bond Project Rejustification 



 

 
 

 

 
    

M E M O R A N D U M 
Public Works – Project Management Office 

 
 
 DATE: July 18, 2013  
 
 
 
TO: Nanette Slusser FROM: Nancy Cole, Manager 
 Assistant County Administrator    Project Management Office 
 for Public Works Policy       
 
RE: Elections Equipment Bond Project Re-justification        

 
 
The Bond Advisory Committee is currently reviewing extensive modifications to the proposed 
future bond election project list. As a part of this review, staff has prepared the attached 
substantial re-justification of the Elections Bond project, originally included in the approved 
bond package. 
 
Please let me know if you have any additional questions or concerns. 
 
 
  
 
Attachments: 

1. EAC Certificate for EVS 5.0.0.0 
2. State of Arizona Certificate for EVS 5.0.0.0 
3. EVS 5.0 product information 
 

 
  
Cc:    Brad Nelson, Director, Election Department 

 



Memo to Nanette Slusser, Assistant County Administrator 
Re: Elections Equipment Bond Project Re-justification 
July 12, 2013 
 
 
 

 

Mr. Huckelberry’s memo dated February 12, 2013 included a request for several existing 
approved future bond projects to be substantially re-justified as new development or 
information may require additional review. For the Elections Equipment project (FM-110) the 
following end notes were provided: 
 

7. It is unlikely new, nationally-certified, optical scanning and tabulating election 
equipment will be available for acquisition from a 2014 bond authorization. In fact, there 
is substantial review of electronic election tabulation assistance. Given the uncertainty of 
certification of acceptable equipment and systems, this item should be re-justified. 

 
As of June 17, 2013 an election equipment system that meets 2005 voluntary voting standards 
(current standard) has passed both Federal and State of Arizona certification requirements. The 
Election Assistance Commission’s (EAC’s) national voting system certification program is 
intended to independently verify that voting systems comply with the functional capabilities, 
accessibility, and security requirements necessary to ensure the integrity and reliability of 
voting system operation.  The EAC and State of Arizona approved system is the EVS 5.0.0.0 
Voting System manufactured by ES&S. This system includes the world’s fastest digital central 
scanner along with the industry’s most widely used in-precinct digital scanner, and meets the 
requirements for voters with disabilities. The DS850 central scanner/tabulator can sort various 
ballot sizes at full speed, can handle double sided ballots, and can categorize output into three 
categories: counted, requires further review, and write-ins. The DS200 precinct 
scanner/tabulator accumulates and transmits votes directly from the polling place, and can 
handle many different sizes/layouts of ballots as needed. 
 
Although the specific number and configuration of the system and equipment is not yet 
determined, the EVS 5.0.0.0 Voting System has enough flexibility to provide a solution for Pima 
County now, and into the future. Please see attachments for certificates and basic system 
information.  
 
The new equipment installation is intended to resolve several issues related to the current Pima 
County elections equipment. As Pima County grows, the total number of registered voters 
continues to increase which can stress the current polling place system setup. The current 
equipment would not be able to meet the voting demand if all registered voters exclusively 
used the polling places on Election Day. The use of mail ballots has significantly increased in the 
past several years, which has both reduced the demand on individual polling places and also 
increased the need for high speed optical scanners that more quickly determine results and yet 
can provide reasonable audit or recount information. The existing elections equipment used by 
Pima County voters was purchased in the late 1990’s, but is based on technology developed in 
the 1980’s. In our most recent elections in 2012 tabulation of results was very slow, particularly 
for races that were very close. The equipment has been out of warrantee for many years, and is 



 

 
 

now also out of manufacture causing replacement parts to be available only by re-use from 
existing equipment.  
 
The recently certified equipment can help meet current needs, and provides some flexibility for 
changes in the voting environment that are occurring. The polling place scanning equipment 
can handle multiple ballot configurations, which allows for a single polling place to 
accommodate multiple precinct requirements – creating the potential for some centralized 
polling locations. This flexibility will allow the election department to best configure polling 
places as voting populations change.  The high speed capabilities of the tabulator machines can 
accommodate the current mail ballot use, and will continue to meet these needs for some time. 
 
The election department has also pursued potential cost of the recently certified EVS 5.0.0.0 
system. A similar system has been recently procured by Duval County, Florida. Duval County’s 
2012 census estimates 879,602 residents, and is therefore similarly sized but slightly smaller 
than Pima County’s 2012 estimate of 992,394. Duval County purchased two of the high speed 
central tabulation machines, and the associated software, installation, training and five years of 
maintenance for approximately $2.1M. Additionally, they received a significant trade-in credit 
for their existing equipment, further reducing costs by $800K ($1.3M spent). This first bid does 
not include polling place scanners and accessible voting equipment. A second estimate from 
Anoka County, Minnesota with 2012 census estimate of 336,414 (one third the size of Pima 
County) was obtained for a system including individual scanner/tabulation machines was 
received. They purchased 140 units and 136 accessible voting units and a single centralized 
scanner with associated software, installation, training for $1.04M. If this were escalated by a 
factor of three, the cost would be $3.1M.  Based on this sample pricing, we are recommending 
the current Elections Equipment Bond request to be reduced to $3.5M. This total project cost 
should include the Elections HAVA grant in the amount of $1.1M, resulting in a net request of 
bond funds of $2.4M. 
 
The timing of this purchase of equipment is critical. The election department’s goal is to have 
this installed prior to the Presidential election in 2016, in order to meet the growing registered 
voter needs. We respectfully request that this project be included in the earliest 
implementation period. 
 
 
 



 

ATTACHMENTS 



United States Election Assistance Commission 

Certificate of  Conformance  

ES&S EVS 5.0.0.0ES&S EVS 5.0.0.0ES&S EVS 5.0.0.0   
 

Chief Operating Officer and Acting Executive Director 
U.S. Election Assistance Commission 

The voting system identified on this certificate has been evaluated at an accredited voting system testing 
laboratory for conformance to the 2005 Voluntary Voting System Guidelines (2005 VVSG) . Components 
evaluated for this certification are detailed in the attached Scope of  Certification document. This certificate 
applies only to the specific version and release of  the product in its evaluated configuration. The evaluation 
has been verified by the EAC in accordance with the provisions of  the EAC Voting System Testing and Cer-
tification Program Manual and the conclusions of  the testing laboratory in the test report are consistent with 
the evidence adduced. This certificate is not an endorsement of  the product by any agency of  the U.S. Gov-
ernment and no warranty of  the product is either expressed or implied. 

Product Name:  EVS 
 
Model or Version:   5.0.0.0 
 
Name of VSTL:  Wyle Laboratories 
 
EAC Certification Number:       ESSEVS5000  
 
Date Issued:   May 16, 2013 Scope of Certification Attached 
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Manufacturer:  Election Systems & Software Laboratory:  Wyle Laboratories 
System Name:  EVS 5.0.0.0 Standard: VVSG 1.0(2005) 
Certificate: ESSEVS5000 Date:  May 15, 2013 

 
 

Scope of Certification 
 
This document describes the scope of the validation and certification of the system defined 
above.  Any use, configuration changes, revision changes, additions or subtractions from the 
described system are not included in this evaluation. 

Significance of EAC Certification 
An EAC certification is an official recognition that a voting system (in a specific configuration or 
configurations) has been tested to and has met an identified set of Federal voting system 
standards. An EAC certification is not: 

• An endorsement of a Manufacturer, voting system, or any of the system’s components. 
• A Federal warranty of the voting system or any of its components. 
• A determination that a voting system, when fielded, will be operated in a manner that 

meets all HAVA requirements. 
• A substitute for State or local certification and testing. 
• A determination that the system is ready for use in an election. 
• A determination that any particular component of a certified system is itself certified for 

use outside the certified configuration. 

Representation of EAC Certification 
Manufacturers may not represent or imply that a voting system is certified unless it has 
received a Certificate of Conformance for that system. Statements regarding EAC certification in 
brochures, on Web sites, on displays, and in advertising/sales literature must be made solely in 
reference to specific systems. Any action by a Manufacturer to suggest EAC endorsement of its 
product or organization is strictly prohibited and may result in a Manufacturer’s suspension or 
other action pursuant to Federal civil and criminal law. 
 
System Overview:  
ES&S EVS 5.0.0.0 is comprised of the AutoMARK Voter Assist Terminal (AutoMARK), DS200 
Precinct Digital Scanner (DS200), DS850 high-speed Central Count Digital Scanner, Election 
Ware, Election Reporting Manager (ERM), ES&S Event Log Service, Removable Media Service 
(RMS) and VAT Previewer.  
 

• AutoMARK Voter Assist Terminal enables voters who are visually or physically impaired 
and voters more comfortable reading or hearing instructions and choices in an 
alternative language to privately mark optical scan ballots.  The AutoMARK supports 
navigation through touchscreen, physical keypad or ADA support peripheral such as a 
sip and puff device or two position switch.  
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• DS200 digital scanner is a paper ballot tabulator designed for use as a polling place 
scanner. After the voter makes their selections on their paper ballot, their ballot is 
inserted into the unit for immediate tabulation. Both sides of the ballot are scanned at 
the same time using a high-resolution image-scanning device that produces ballot 
images. 

• The DS850 is a high-speed, digital scan central ballot counter that uses cameras and 
imaging algorithms to capture voter selections on the front and back of a ballot, 
evaluate results and then sort ballots into discrete bins without interrupting scanning. A 
dedicated audit printer generates a continuous event log. Machine level reports are 
produced from a second, laser printer. The scanner saves voter selections and ballot 
images to an internal hard disk and exports results to a USB Memory stick for processing 
with Election Reporting Manager.  

• ElectionWare integrates the election administration functionality into a unified 
application. Its intended use is to define an election and create the resultant media files 
used by the DS200 tabulator, AutoMARK™ Voter Assist Terminal (VAT), the DS850 
Central Ballot Scanner, and Election Reporting Manager (ERM). An integrated ballot 
viewer allows election officials to view the scanned ballot and captured ballot data side-
by-side and produce ballot reports.  

• ES&S Event Log Service is a Windows Service that runs in the background of any active 
ES&S Election Management software application to monitor the proper functioning of 
the Windows Event Viewer. The ES&S Event Log Service closes any active ES&S software 
application if the system detects the improper deactivation of the Windows Event 
Viewer. 

• The VAT Previewer is an application within the EMS program that allows the user to 
preview audio text and screen layout prior to burning Election Day media for the 
AutoMARK™. 

• Removable Media Service (RMS) is an application that runs in the background of the 
EMS client workstation and supports the installation and removal of election and results 
media.  

• Election Reporting Manager (ERM) generates paper and electronic reports for election 
workers, candidates, and the media. Jurisdictions can use a separate ERM installation to 
display updated election totals on a monitor as ballot data is tabulated, and send the 
results’ reports directly to the media outlets.  
ERM supports accumulation and combination of ballot results data from all ES&S 
tabulators. Precinct and accumulated total reports provide a means to accommodate 
candidate and media requests for totals and are available upon demand. High-speed 
printers are configured as part of the system accumulation/reporting stations PC and 
related software. 

 

Mark definition:   
ES&S’ declared level mark recognition for the DS200 and DS850 is a mark across the oval that is 
0.2” long x 0.03” wide at any direction.  

 
 



Page 3 of 12 
 

 

Tested Marking Devices:  
Bic Grip Roller Pen 

Language capability:  
EVS 5.0.0.0 supports English, Spanish, Chinese, Korean and Japanese ballot languages.  
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Components Included: 
This section provides information describing the components and revision level of the primary 
components included in this Certification. 
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System Component 
Software or Firmware 

Version 
Hardware Version 

Operating System 
or COTS 

Comments 

DS200 2.7.0.0 1.2  Precinct Digital 
Scanner 

AutoMARK A100 1.8.1.0 1.0  ADA Ballot Marking 
Device 

AutoMARK A200 1.8.1.0 1.1, 1.3  ADA Ballot Marking 
Device 

AutoMARK A300 1.8.1.0  1.3  ADA Ballot Marking 
Device 

DS850 2.4.0.0 1.0  Central Count 
Scanner, high-speed 

Ballot Box 
Hardware 

 1.2, 1.3  Plastic ballot box 

Ballot Box 
Hardware 

 1.0, 1.1, 1.2  Metal ballot box 
with/without 

diverter 
Election Ware 4.1.0.0    
Election Reporting 
Manager (ERM) 

8.6.0.0    

ES&S Event Log 
Service 

1.5.0.0    

VAT Previewer 1.8.1.0    
Removable Media 
Service 

1.4.0.0    

EMS Reporting 
Workstation 

 Dell Optiplex 980   

EMS Server   Dell PowerEdge 
T710 

  

EMS reporting 
Laptop  

 Dell Latitude 
E6410  

  

Ballot on Demand 
Printer 

 OKI B6300    

DS850 Report 
Printer 

 OKI B430dn  Laser report printer 

DS850 Report 
Printer 

 Microline 420  Dot Matrix Printer 

DS850 Audit Log  HP LaserJet 
4050N 

  

Headphones  Avid FV-060   
USB Flash Drive  Delkin 512MB   
USB Flash Drive  Delkin 4GB   
USB Flash Drive  Delkin 8 GB   
USB Flash Drive  Delkin 1 GB   
USB Flash Drive  Delkin 2 GB   
Compact Flash  SanDisk 1.0 GB 

capacity & 2.0 GB 
capacity. 

Toshiba 1.0 GB 
capacity 
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System Limitations 
This table depicts the limits the system has been tested and certified to meet. 

System Characteristic Boundary or Limitation 
Limiting 
Component 

Max. precincts allowed in an election At least 9900 ERM 

Max. count for any precinct 
element 

500,000 (65,500 from any tabulator media) ERM report  (ERM 
results import) 

Max. candidates allowed per election Depends on election content (limited by 21,000 
maximum counters)1

ERM 
  

Max. contests allowed in an 
election 

Depends on election content (limited by 21,000 
maximum counters)2

ERM 
 

Max. counters allowed per precinct Limits candidates and contests assigned to a precinct 
to 1,0003

ERM 
 

Max. contests allowed per ballot 
style 

200 or number of positions on ballot N/A 

Max. candidates (ballot choices) 
allowed per contest 

175 ERM (database 
create) 

Max. number of parties allowed General election: 75   

Primary election: 20 (including nonpartisan party) 

ERM (database 
create) 

Max. ‘vote for’ per contest 98 ERM (database 
create) 

Ballot formats All paper ballots used in an election must be the 
same size and contain the number of response 
rows. 

Ballot scanning 
equipment 

Max. Ballot Styles 9900 ERM 

Max. District Types/Groups 20 ERM 

Max. districts of a given type4 40  ERM 

                                                           
1 Calculation of the number of counters must include a minimum of 4 counters for each contest, 3 overhead (overvote, undervote, precincts 
counted) and at least 1 candidate.   Additional contest candidates each add a counter.  If some precincts are defined as Absentee, a fourth 
overhead counter (absentee precincts counted) must be added to each contest.  The number of statistical counters (Ballots Cast, Registered voters) 
must be added to the contest counters to determine the total counters. 
2 Example of maximum contest calculation if all contests had 2 candidates (5 counters each, 3 overhead counters + 2 candidates) and there were 
10 statistical counters (i.e. Ballots Cast-Total, Republican, Democratic, Libertarian, Nonpartisan and Registered Voters-Total, Republican, 
Democratic, Libertarian, Nonpartisan.   (21000-20)/5 = 4196  or (counter limit – statistics x 2)/number of counters/contest = number of contests. 
3 Contest counters are calculated as indicated in footnote 1, but two counters must be added for each statistical counter defined for the precinct.  
There are a minimum of 3 statistic counters assigned to each precinct (six added counters), “Ballots Cast,” “Registered Voters” and “Ballots Cast 
Blank.” 
4 Excludes the Precinct Group which contains all precincts. 
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System Characteristic Boundary or Limitation 
Limiting 
Component 

Supported Languages • English 
• Spanish 

• Chinese 

• Korean 
• Japanese 

System Configuration 

 

Component Limitations: 
PAPER BALLOT LIMITATIONS  
 
1. The paper ballot code channel, which is the series of black boxes that appear between the 

timing track and ballot contents, limits the number of available ballot variations depending 
on how a jurisdiction uses this code to differentiate ballots.  The code can be used to 
differentiate ballots using three different fields defined as: Sequence (available codes 1-
26,839), Type (available codes 1-30) or Split (available codes 1-40). 

2. If Sequence is used as a ballot style ID, it must be unique election-wide and the Split code 
will always be 1. In this case the practical style limit would be 26,000. 

 
DS200  
 
The ES&S DS200 configured for an early vote station does not support precinct level results 
reporting. An election summary report of tabulated vote totals is supported.  
 
AUTOMARK Voter Assist Terminal  
 
ES&S AutoMARK capacities exceed all documented limitations for the ES&S election 
management, vote tabulation and reporting system. For this reason, Election Management 
System and ballot tabulator limitations define the boundaries and capabilities of the AutoMARK 
system as the maximum capacities of the ES&S AutoMARK are never approached during testing  

Election Ware 
ElectionWare capacities exceed the boundaries and limitations documented for ES&S voting 
equipment and election reporting software.  For this reason, ERM and ballot tabulator 
limitations define the boundaries and capabilities of ElectionWare system. 
 
 
ELECTION REPORTING MANAGER  
 
1. Election Reporting Manager requires a minimum monitor screen resolution of 800x600. 

2. ERM Database Create allows 1600 Precincts per Ballot Style. 

3. There is a limit of 3510 precincts in the precincts counted/not counted display. 

4. There is a limit of 3000 precincts in the precincts counted/not counted scrolling display. 
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5. Contest/Precinct selection pop up display limited to 3000 contests/precincts. 

6. Non-English characters are not supported in ERM. This has to do with the creation of the 
XML results file out of ERM.  

7. ERM's maximum page size for reports is 5,000 pages. 

8. Generating a District Canvass Report without first properly creating a .DST file can result in 
inaccurate totals reports and inconsistent report formatting. 

 
 
 

Functionality 
2005 VVSG Supported Functionality Declaration  
Feature/Characteristic Yes/No Comment 
Voter Verified Paper Audit Trails    

VVPAT   No  

Accessibility    

Forward Approach  Yes  

Parallel (Side) Approach  Yes  

Closed Primary    

Primary: Closed   Yes  

Open Primary    

Primary: Open Standard  (provide definition of how supported)  Yes  

Primary: Open Blanket  (provide definition of how supported)  No  

Partisan & Non-Partisan:    

Partisan & Non-Partisan:  Vote for 1 of N race  Yes  

Partisan & Non-Partisan: Multi-member (“vote for N of M”) board races   Yes  

Partisan & Non-Partisan:  “vote for 1” race with a single candidate and 
write-in voting  

Yes  

Partisan & Non-Partisan “vote for 1” race with no declared candidates and 
write-in voting  

Yes  

Write-In Voting:    

Write-in Voting: System default is a voting position identified for write-ins.  Yes  

Write-in Voting: Without selecting a write in position.  Yes  

Write-in: With No Declared Candidates  Yes  

Write-in: Identification of write-ins for resolution at central count  Yes  

Primary Presidential Delegation Nominations & Slates:    

Primary Presidential Delegation Nominations:  Displayed delegate slates 
for each presidential party  

No  

Slate & Group Voting: one selection votes the slate.  No  

Ballot Rotation:    

Rotation of Names within an Office; define all supported rotation methods 
for location on the ballot and vote tabulation/reporting  

Yes  

Straight Party Voting:    
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Feature/Characteristic Yes/No Comment 
Straight Party: A single selection for partisan races in a general election  Yes  

Straight Party: Vote for each candidate individually  Yes  

Straight Party: Modify straight party selections with crossover votes  Yes  

Straight Party: A race without a candidate for one party  Yes  

Straight Party: N of M race (where “N”>1) Yes  

Straight Party: Excludes a partisan contest from the straight party selection Yes  

Cross-Party Endorsement:    

Cross party endorsements, multiple parties endorse one candidate. Yes  

Split Precincts:    

Split Precincts: Multiple ballot styles Yes  

Split Precincts: P & M system support splits with correct contests and 
ballot identification of each split 

Yes  

Split Precincts: DRE matches voter to all applicable races. No  

Split Precincts: Reporting of voter counts (# of voters) to the precinct split 
level; Reporting of vote totals is to the precinct level 

Yes It is possible to list the 
number of voters.  

Vote N of M:  Yes  

Vote for N of M: Counts each selected candidate, if the maximum is not 
exceeded. 

No  

Vote for N of M: Invalidates all candidates in an overvote (paper) No  

Recall Issues, with options:    

Recall Issues with Options: Simple Yes/No with separate race/election. 
(Vote Yes or No Question) 

Yes  

Recall Issues with Options: Retain is the first option, Replacement 
candidate for the second or more options (Vote 1 of M) 

Yes  

Recall Issues with Options: Two contests with access to a second contest 
conditional upon a specific vote in contest one. (Must vote Yes to vote in 

2
nd 

contest.) 

No  

Recall Issues with Options: Two contests with access to a second contest 

conditional upon any vote in contest one. (Must vote Yes to vote in 2
nd 

contest.) 

No Overturned - US District 
Court 7/29/03: CA 
Election Code sect. 
11383 

Cumulative Voting    

Cumulative Voting: Voters are permitted to cast, as many votes as there 
are seats to be filled for one or more candidates. Voters are not limited to 
giving only one vote to a candidate. Instead, they can put multiple votes on 
one or more candidate. 

No  

Ranked Order Voting    

Ranked Order Voting: Voters can write in a ranked vote. No  

Ranked Order Voting: A ballot stops being counting when all ranked 
choices have been eliminated 

No  

Ranked Order Voting: A ballot with a skipped rank counts the vote for the 
next rank. 

No  
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Feature/Characteristic Yes/No Comment 
Ranked Order Voting: Voters rank candidates in a contest in order of 
choice. A candidate receiving a majority of the first choice votes wins. If no 
candidate receives a majority of first choice votes, the last place candidate 
is deleted, each ballot cast for the deleted candidate counts for the second 
choice candidate listed on the ballot. The process of eliminating the last 
place candidate and recounting the ballots continues until one candidate 
receives a majority of the vote 

No  

Ranked Order Voting: A ballot with two choices ranked the same, stops 
being counted at the point of two similarly ranked choices. 

No  

Ranked Order Voting: The total number of votes for two or more 
candidates with the least votes is less than the votes of the candidate with 
the next highest number of votes, the candidates with the least votes are 
eliminated simultaneously and their votes transferred to the next-ranked 
continuing candidate. 

No  

Provisional or Challenged Ballots    

Provisional/Challenged Ballots: A voted provisional ballots is identified but 
not included in the tabulation, but can be added in the central count. 

Yes  

Provisional/Challenged Ballots: A voted provisional ballots is included in 
the tabulation, but is identified and can be subtracted in the central count 

Yes  

Provisional/Challenged Ballots: Provisional ballots maintain the secrecy of 
the ballot. 

Yes  

Overvotes (must support for specific type of voting system)   

Overvotes: P & M: Overvote invalidates the vote. Define how overvotes are 
counted.  

Yes  

Overvotes: DRE: Prevented from or requires correction of overvoting.  No  

Overvotes: If a system does not prevent overvotes, it must count them. 
Define how overvotes are counted.  

Yes  

Overvotes: DRE systems that provide a method to data enter absentee 
votes must account for overvotes.  

No  

Undervotes    

Undervotes: System counts undervotes cast for accounting purposes  Yes  

Blank Ballots    

Totally Blank Ballots: Any blank ballot alert is tested.  Yes  

Totally Blank Ballots: If blank ballots are not immediately processed, there 
must be a provision to recognize and accept them  

Yes  

Totally Blank Ballots: If operators can access a blank ballot, there must be a 
provision for resolution.  

Yes  

Networking    

Wide Area Network – Use of Modems No  

Wide Area Network – Use of Wireless  No  

Local Area Network  – Use of TCP/IP No  

Local Area Network  – Use of Infrared No  

Local Area Network  – Use of Wireless No  

FIPS 140-2 validated cryptographic module  No  

Used as (if applicable):   
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Change  ID Date Component Description Inclusion 

1388 5/2/13 DS200 Carry Case 
Add a hinge reinforcement bracket to the 

DS200 carry case 
De Minimis 

Optional 

 
 



                       Arizona Secretary of State    As of June 17, 2013                 

                Certified Vote Tabulating Equipment 

                      Pursuant to A.R.S. § 16-442 

 

 
This is a summary of the vote tabulating equipment certified by the Secretary of State since January 1, 2006.   
Copies of the actual certifications can be obtained by contacting the Secretary of State’s office. 

Company 
Voting 

System/System 
Component 

Software Hardware/Firmware EAC System ID # AZ Certification 
Date 

Diebold GEMS 1-18-24 
Voting System 
 
*See original 
certification 
11/2005 

EMP Model D software (4.6.2) AccuVote-TSX DRE Model D (4.6.4) 
ExpressPoll 5000 Electronic Poll Book 
(CardWriter (1.0) component only) 
Election Media Processor (EMP) 
Model D software (4.6.2) 

N-1-06-22-22-003 
N-1-06-22-22-004 
N-1-06-22-22-005 

June 15, 2007 

ES&S EVS 5.0.0.0 
Voting System 

ElectionWare (4.1.0.0) 
Event Log Service (1.5.0.0) 
Election Reporting Manager 
(ERM) (8.6.0.0) 
Removable Media Service 
(1.4.0.0) 
VAT Previewer (1.8.1.0) 

Paper Ballot (3.1.0.0) 
DS200 hardware version 1.2 (firmware 
version 2.7.0.0) 
DS850 hardware version 1.0 (firmware 
version 2.4.0.0) 
AutoMARK A100 hardware version 1.0 
(firmware version 1.8.1.0) 
AutoMARK A200 hardware version 1.1 
(firmware version 1.8.1.0) 
AutoMARK A200 hardware version 1.3 
(firmware version 1.8.1.0) 
AutoMARK A300 hardware version 1.3 
(firmware version 1.8.1.0) 
DS200 Plastic Ballot Box (hardware 
versions 1.2, 1.3) 
Metal Ballot Box with Diverter 
(hardware versions 1.0, 1.1, 1.2) 
Metal Ballot Box without Diverter 
(hardware versions 1.0, 1.1, 1.2) 
15 Engineering Change Orders 

ESSEVS5000 June 17, 2013 

ES&S Model 650 with 
the Unity 3.0.1.1 
Voting System 
 
*See original 
certification 
June 15, 2007 

Unity 3.0.1.1 Model 650 (2.1.0.0) 
 
 
 
*Now included as part of the voting 
system suite previously certified on 
June 15, 2007 

N-2-02-22-22-006 October 19, 2011 

http://www.eac.gov/assets/1/Documents/ESS%20EVS%205%200%200%200%20Cert%20of%20Conf_Scope%20of%20Cert%205%2016%2013.pdf


                       Arizona Secretary of State    As of June 17, 2013                 

                Certified Vote Tabulating Equipment 

                      Pursuant to A.R.S. § 16-442 

 

 
This is a summary of the vote tabulating equipment certified by the Secretary of State since January 1, 2006.   
Copies of the actual certifications can be obtained by contacting the Secretary of State’s office. 

ES&S Unity 3.0.1.1 / 
AutoMark 1.1 
Voting System 

Audit Manager (7.3.0.0) 
Election Data Manager (7.4.4.0) 
ES&S Image Manager (7.4.2.0) 
Hardware Programming Manager 
(5.2.4.0) 
Data Acquisition Manager 
(6.0.0.0) 
Election Reporting Manager 
(7.1.2.1) 
AutoMARK AIMS (1.2.18) 

Model 100 Optical Scan Tabulator 
(5.2.1.0)  
AutoMARK Voter Assist Terminal 
(1.1.2258) 

N-2-02-22-22-006 
N-2-02-22-22-007 

June 15, 2007 

Sequoia AVC Edge 
5.0/WinEDS 
3.1.038 

WinEDS (3.1.038) 
SPR Host (1.09) 

AVC Edge II (5.0.24)  
VeriVote Printer (4.3) 
HAAT Model 50 Card Activator 
(1.0.79L) 
Optech Insight (APX K2.10, HPX 
K1.42) 
Optech Insight with Modem (APX 
K2.10, HPX K1.42, CPX K1.14) 
400-C/WinETP (3.00P/1.12.4) 
Memory Pack Reader (MPR) (2.15) 

N-1-07-22-22-003 August 1, 2006 

Sequoia WinEDS 
3.1.074 / AVC 
Edge 5.0 Voting 
System 

WinEDS (3.1.074) 
SPR Host (1.0.10) 

AVC Edge II (5.0.31) with VeriVote 
VVPAT (4.3) & Edge Audio Unit (5.0 
Rev. C)  
HAAT Model 50 Card Activator 
(2.1.18) 
Optech Insight (APX K2.12, HPX 
K1.44) 
Optech Insight with Modem (APX 
K2.12, HPX K1.44, CPX K1.14) 
400-C/WinETP (3.00P/1.14.3) 
Memory Pack Reader (MPR) (2.15)  

N-1-07-22-22-004 June 15, 2007 



                       Arizona Secretary of State    As of June 17, 2013                 

                Certified Vote Tabulating Equipment 

                      Pursuant to A.R.S. § 16-442 

 

 
This is a summary of the vote tabulating equipment certified by the Secretary of State since January 1, 2006.   
Copies of the actual certifications can be obtained by contacting the Secretary of State’s office. 

Sequoia WinEDS 
3.1.074 /AVC 
Edge 5.0 Voting 
System 

WinEDS (3.1.074)  *WinEDS Election Reporting (1.1.7.0) 
*WinEDS Election Results (1.1.1.0) 
*EDGE2plus Model 300 DRE (1.2.33) 
 
 
*Additional components of the 
previously certified voting system 

N-1-07-22-22-004 November 19, 
2007 

 
 





Powerful Election Management
EVS 5.0 is our newest fully integrated election management solution. This suite provides enhancements to the 

DS200™, the industry’s most widely used digital precinct scanner, the ADA compliant AutoMARK®, designed 

for voters with special needs, and the DS850™ the world’s fastest and most accurate digital central scanner. 

These advanced devices are supported by Electionware™, the industry’s newest, most sophisticated, secure 

and reliable Election Management Software (EMS). This solution suite meets and exceeds the United States 

EAC’s 2005 VVSG standards and brings forth a new realm of usability for voters and election officials alike. 

ES&S leveraged more than 30 years of election expertise to launch its 8th generation high-speed digital central 

scanner, the DS850. 

Intelligent by design, ElectionWare, ESS’s Election Management System solution, provides end-to-end election 

management activities through a powerful and intuitive user interface. Built on strengths of 40+ years of 

election software experience, its efficient and flexible design enables jurisdiction of all sizes to effectively 

manage their elections.

Compliant with the latest voting systems standards
ElectionWare meets known requirements of the U.S. Election Assistance Commission (EAC) 2005 Voluntary 

Voting Systems Guidelines.

DS200®  
Precinct Tabulator

Handles over 450 precincts 
for Early Voting needs

Large touchscreen LCD for 
clear instructions at the poll

Thermal paper roll with EZ-
Load technology

Results stored on USB 
drives—no batteries

Easy transport with rolling 
case

DS850® 
High-speed Tabulator

Scans more than 9000 
folded ballots per hour

Automatic sorting allows for 
continuous scanning

3 outstack bins for write-ins, 
overvotes and blank ballots

Large touchscreen LCD for 
interactive control

High-speed camera 
captures every ballot image



maintaining voter confidence. enhancing the voting experience.
11208 John Galt Boulevard  |  Omaha, NE 68137 USA  |  P: 402.593.0101  |  TF: 1.800.247.8683  |  F: 402.593.8107   

www.essvote.com | hardware@essvote.com | software@essvote.com
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Revised Sports Fields and Lighting Project Sheet 



  

             PR35 
 
Department: Pima County 
Date: Revised August, 2013 

Future Bond Election Proposed Project 
 
Project Name: Regional Sports Fields and Lighting  
 
Location: Various parks across throughout metropolitan Pima County as listed in the scope.  
 
Scope:  Lighting System Replacements 

Bud Walker Park – replace lighting system on two multi-purpose fields 
Freedom Park – replace lighting system on 1 softball field 
Gollub Park – replace lighting system on 1 baseball field 
Jacobs-Ochoa Park – replace lighting system on 1 soccer field 
Kennedy Park – replace lighting system on 1 softball field 
Lakeside Park – replace lighting systems on 1 softball and 1 soccer field 
Lincoln Park – replace lighting systems on 4 softball and 2 soccer fields  
McDonald Park – replace 4 baseball fields 
Menlo Park – replace lighting system on 1 soccer field 
Mike Jacobs Sports Park – replace lighting on 1 field 
Murrieta Park – replace lighting systems on 3 softball and 1 baseball field 
Oury Park – replace lighting systems on 2 softball fields 
Palo Verde Park – replace lighting system on 1 multi-purpose field 
Rudy Garcia Park – replace lighting systems on 1 softball, 1 little league, and 1 soccer field 
Santa Rita Park – replace lighting system on 1 softball field 
Thomas Jay/Littletown park – replace 1 baseball field and – connect existing lighting on 3 fields to 
central controller 
Three Points Veteran’s memorial – connect existing lighting on 3 fields to central controller 
Udall Park – replace lighting systems on 2 softball and 2 soccer fields 
 
Lighting Existing Fields 
Arthur Pack – light 3 multi-use fields 
Brandi Fenton memorial Park –add lighting to one existing field 
Bud Walker – add lights to one multi-purpose filed 
Columbus Park – install lighting systems on 2 little league fields 
Golf Links Park – install lighting system on 1 soccer field 
Jacobs Park – install lighting systems on 2 multi-purpose fields 
Mike Jacobs Sports Park – add lighting to ancillary facilities (parking lot, Fun Spot) 
Mission Manor Park – install lighting system on 1 little league field 
Murrieta Park – install lighting system on 1 baseball field 
Northwest YMCA – light 2 softball and one soccer fields 
Palo Verde Park – install lighting system on 1 softball field 
Rudy Garcia Park – install lighting system on one soccer field 
Sunnyside Park – install lighting systems on 1 soccer and 1 baseball field 
Thomas Jay/Littletown park – 1 new baseball fields 
 
New Fields with Lights 
Mission Manor Park – construct 2 new soccer fields with lighting systems 
Estavan or Jacobs Parks – construct 1 new soccer field with lighting system 

 
Benefits: Will increase usage of existing fields, lower light pollution, increase energy efficiency, and reduce 
electrical costs.  
 
Costs: $15 million 
 
Bond Funding: $15 million  
 
Other Funding: TBD 



  

 
Fiscal Year Project Start and Finish Date: TBD 
 
Project Management Jurisdiction: TBD 
 
Future Operating and Maintenance Costs: This project will impact the City of Tucson and Pima County’s Parks’ 
Operations and Management budget and will be incorporated into the annual budget.  
 
Regional Benefits: Lighting these fields provides opportunity for residents region-wide to have access to fields 
during the most popular playing times. 
 
Supervisor District of Project Location: All 



Base Costs Field Development
BBALL 150,000$    
Soccer 175,000$     300,000$   
Pkg 100,000$    

Replacement BBAll Soccer Pkg BBAll Soccer Pkg Field dev total Plus soft cost ‐ 30%
Bud Walker Park – replace lighting system on two multi-purpose fields 2 ‐$              350,000$    ‐$             350,000$        455,000$        
Freedom Park – replace lighting system on 1 softball field 1 150,000$    ‐$            ‐$             150,000$        195,000$        
Gollub Park – replace lighting system on 1 baseball field 2 300,000$    ‐$            ‐$             300,000$        390,000$        
Jacobs-Ochoa Park – replace lighting system on 1 soccer field 1 ‐$              175,000$    ‐$             175,000$        227,500$        
Kennedy Park – replace lighting system on 1 softball field 1 150,000$    ‐$            ‐$             150,000$        195,000$        
Lakeside Park – replace lighting systems on 1 softball and 1 soccer field 1 1 150,000$    175,000$    ‐$             325,000$        422,500$        
Lincoln Park – replace lighting systems on 4 softball and 2 soccer fields 4 2 600,000$    350,000$    ‐$             950,000$        1,235,000$     
McDonald Park – replace 4 baseball fields 4 600,000$    ‐$            ‐$             600,000$        780,000$        
Menlo Park – replace lighting system on 1 soccer field 1 150,000$    ‐$            ‐$             150,000$        195,000$        
Mike Jacobs Sports Park – replace lighting on 1 field 1 150,000$    ‐$            ‐$             150,000$        195,000$        
Murrieta Park – replace lighting systems on 3 softball and 1 baseball field 4 600,000$    ‐$            ‐$             600,000$        780,000$        
Oury Park – replace lighting systems on 2 softball fields 2 300,000$    ‐$            ‐$             300,000$        390,000$        
Palo Verde Park – replace lighting system on 1 multi-purpose field 1 ‐$              175,000$    ‐$             175,000$        227,500$        
Rudy Garcia Park – replace lighting systems on 1 softball, 1 little league, and 1 soccer field 2 1 300,000$    175,000$    ‐$             475,000$        617,500$        
Santa Rita Park – replace lighting system on 1 softball field 1 150,000$    ‐$            ‐$             150,000$        195,000$        
Thomas Jay/Littletown park – replace 2 baseball fields 2 300,000$    ‐$            ‐$             300,000$        390,000$        
Three Points Veteran’s memorial – connect existing lighting on 3 fields to central controller 3 450,000$    ‐$            ‐$             450,000$        585,000$        
Udall Park – replace lighting systems on 2 softball and 2 soccer fields 2 2 300,000$    350,000$    ‐$             650,000$        845,000$        

new
Arthur Pack – light 3 multi-use fields 3 ‐$              525,000$    ‐$             525,000$        682,500$        
Brandi Fenton memorial Park –add lighting to one existing field 1 ‐$              175,000$    ‐$             175,000$        227,500$        
Bud Walker – add lights to one multi-purpose filed 1 ‐$              175,000$    ‐$             175,000$        227,500$        
Columbus Park – install lighting systems on 2 little league fields 2 300,000$    ‐$            ‐$             300,000$        390,000$        
Golf Links Park – install lighting system on 1 soccer field 1 ‐$              175,000$    ‐$             175,000$        227,500$        
Jacobs Park – install lighting systems on 2 multi-purpose fields 2 ‐$              350,000$    ‐$             350,000$        455,000$        
Mike Jacobs Sports Park – add lighting to ancillary facilities (parking lot, Fun Spot) 2 ‐$              ‐$            200,000$    200,000$        260,000$        
Mission Manor Park – install lighting system on 1 little league field 1 150,000$    ‐$            ‐$             150,000$        195,000$        
Murrieta Park – install lighting system on 1 baseball field 1 150,000$    ‐$            ‐$             150,000$        195,000$        
Northwest YMCA – light 2 softball and one soccer fields 2 1 300,000$    175,000$    ‐$             475,000$        617,500$        
Palo Verde Park – install lighting system on 1 softball field 1 150,000$    ‐$            ‐$             150,000$        195,000$        
Rudy Garcia Park – install lighting system on one soccer field 1 150,000$    ‐$            ‐$             150,000$        195,000$        
Sunnyside Park – install lighting systems on 1 soccer and 1 baseball field 1 1 150,000$    175,000$    ‐$             325,000$        422,500$        

New fields, with lighting
Mission Manor Park – construct 2 new soccer fields with lighting systems 2 350,000$    600,000$    950,000$        1,235,000$     
Estavan or Jacobs Parks – construct 1 new soccer field with lighting system 1 175,000$    300,000$    475,000$        617,500$        

CON cost Project Budget
Replacement 6,400,000$     8,320,000$     

New 3,300,000$     4,290,000$     
Light + fields 1,425,000$     1,852,500$     

Total costs 11,125,000$  14,462,500$   
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Department: CITY OF TUCSON PARKS AND RECREATION DEPARTMENT 
Revised August 2013 

 
Future Bond Election Proposed Projects 

 
 
Project Name: ADAPTIVE RECREATION CENTER EXPANSION                                                   PR220 
 
Location: This project is located at 3455 E. Zoo Court, which is within the incorporated jurisdiction of the City of 
Tucson, Ward 6. 
 
Scope: Design and construction of an expansion of the Adaptive Recreation Center located in Reid Park.  The 
Adaptive Recreation Center is the only recreation center in Pima County planned specifically to address the needs 
of those in the community with disabilities.   Planning began in 1993 with a preliminary master plan then 
progressed in 1997 to a more detailed schematic design for the projected long range build out of the center.  The 
City of Tucson Mayor and Council adopted the master plan in 2000.  The master plan identifies two major 
components of the center – an aquatic facility and a non-aquatic (‘dry’) facility.  The aquatic facility was built 
using City of Tucson 2000 bond funds.  The design and construction of the ‘dry’ facility is the scope of the 
proposed Pima County bond funded project, PR220.  The dry facility will support therapeutic programming for a 
wide variety of disabilities.  The planned ‘dry’ facility includes a kitchen for life skills, nutrition classes and social 
programming, a gym/multipurpose room for Special Olympics and sports programming (basketball, floor hockey, 
team handball), a walking track with emergency call stations, frequent benches for rest and a surveillance system 
for walking clubs and a fitness room with accessible equipment.  Other programming to address life skills, fitness, 
socialization, nutrition and developmental delays will occur in the planned rooms for changing clothes, aerobic 
exercise, arts and crafts, games, social gatherings, meetings, quiet respite and computer training.  The associated 
parking facilities will have more accessible spaces than is minimally required by code. 
 
Benefits: This project will address the community’s needs for indoor recreation for the members of the 
community with disabilities as well as the general public.  Currently the City of Tucson supports a therapeutic 
recreation program that provides life skills training, recreation, fitness and socialization for clients from 6 months 
of age to adulthood.  This existing programming is confined by a lack of space to accommodate all who wish to 
participate.  For example, capacity at children’s summer camps is limited and results in waiting lists and children 
that can’t be accommodated.  The Kids Zone program for children age 3 – 5 is currently held in a small space that 
can’t accommodate all who wish to participate.  The Special Olympics athletes compete for time at existing 
indoor gymnasiums.  Besides expanding the capacity of existing programming, the Adaptive Recreation Center 
expansion would facilitate additional programming such as walking clubs, fitness groups and life skills training.  
The City’s therapeutic program is a well established, well respected resource for the members of our community 
with disabilities that are in need of a wide range of services to address the diverse issues experienced by those 
with Parkinson’s disease, muscular dystrophy, multiple sclerosis, arthritis, asthma, stroke effects, heart disease, 
cancer, diabetes, brain and spinal cord injury, epilepsy, blindness and visual impairments, deafness and hearing 
impairments, cerebral palsy, autism, attention deficit, emotional/behavioral/learning disabilities, addictions, 
multiple chemical sensitivities and more. 
 
Costs: $12,000,000 
 
Bond Funding: $12,000,000 
 
Other Funding: City of Tucson funding has supported the master planning as well and the design and 
construction of the aquatic facility, the first component of the long range build out of the Adaptive Recreation 
Center. 
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Fiscal Year Project Start and Finish Date: The Project Start and Finish Dates will be determined as part of the 
Bond Program Implementation Phase and through a cooperative dialogue between the City of Tucson and Pima 
County.   
 
Project Management Jurisdiction: The City of Tucson will have project management jurisdiction of this 
project. 
 
Future Operating and Maintenance Costs: This project will impact the City of Tucson Operation and 
Maintenance Budget. The City will identify this impact and incorporate it into its annual budget process to cover 
the increased cost associated with the addition of these facilities. 
 
Regional Benefits: The Adaptive Recreation Center is the only existing center focused on the needs of members 
of our community with disabilities.  The expansion would provide increased programming capacity and new 
programming to serve citizens throughout Pima County. 
 
Supervisor District of Project Location: 2 
 
For Internal Use only: 
Specific County Administrator Contemporary Issue being addressed with expenditure: 
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Attachment G 
Multi-Use Grandstand Development at Fairgrounds 

Project Sheet 



Future Bond PRXXX Multi Use Grandstand 1 

              
 
Department: Natural Resources Parks and Recreation 
Date: August 2013 

 
2014 Bond Election Proposed Projects Template 

 
 
Project Name:  Multi-Use Grandstand Development at the Fairgrounds 
 
Location:  11300 S. Houghton Road 
 
Scope: The program may provide a new multi-use grandstand seating venue with elevated seating and partial 
shade plus ancillary restroom/concessions/support spaces, new racecourse/stage/fencing for multi-use events, new 
parking, stables, RV parking, landscaping, drainage and upgrades to utilities. 
 
Benefits: This project presents an opportunity to provide a substantial new seating option for outdoor concerts, 
racing and festivals, while creating the opportunity for many new events. This will provide the ability to operate 
an outdoor multi-use facility year round which is necessary for the venue to be economically viable. This will 
serve all of Pima County, and matches the current operations and business plan of the fairgrounds today.  
 
Costs: $27,000,000 
 
Bond Funding: $27,000,000 
 
Other Funding: None identified at this time. 
 
 
Fiscal Year Project Start and Finish Date:  
 
 
Project Management Jurisdiction: Pima County Natural Resources Parks & Recreation 
 
 
Future Operating and Maintenance Costs: To be operated and maintained by Operator at no cost to the 
County. 
 
Regional Benefits: This project will provide a venue for exterior seating events at an existing regional site.  
 
Supervisor District of Project Location: 4 
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M E M O R A N D U M 
Public Works – Project Management Office 

 
 
 DATE: July 17, 2013  
 
 
 
TO: Nanette Slusser FROM: Nancy Cole, Manager 
 Assistant County Administrator    Project Management Office 
 for Public Works Policy       
 
RE: RiverPark Acquisitions and Development Countywide Project Re-justification        

 
 
The Bond Advisory Committee is currently reviewing extensive modifications to the proposed 
future bond election project list. As a part of this review, staff has prepared the attached 
substantial re-justification of the RiverPark Acquisitions and Development Countywide Bond 
project, originally included in the approved bond package. 
 
Please let me know if you have any additional questions or concerns. 
 
 
  
 
Attachments: 

1. River Park Initiative Project List, with priority project selection 
 

 
  
Cc:    Suzanne Shields, Director, RFCD 

Andy Dinauer, RFCD 
 John Spiker, RFCD 
 Rafael Payan, Director, NRPR 
 Steve Anderson, Principal Planner, NRPR 



Memo to Nanette Slusser, Assistant County Administrator 
Re: Riverpark Acquisitions and Development  Project Re-justification 
July 17, 2013 
 
 
 
Mr. Huckelberry’s memo dated February 12, 2013 included a request for several existing 
approved future bond projects to be substantially re-justified as new development or 
information may require additional review. For the Riverpark Acquisitions and Development 
Countywide project (PR-278) the following end notes were provided: 
 

19. The County has undertaken a very comprehensive analysis of the entire river park 
system, including gaps in the completion and development of the system. Funding for 
such river park improvements should be programmed specifically in accordance with the 
plan now developed by the County for park improvements throughout the river park 
system. This project requires substantial re-justification. 

 
On November 6, 2012 the River Park Initiative Report was provided to the Pima County Board 
of Supervisors. This 126 page document includes review of the Riverpark standards, current 
compliance of the Loop System with those standards, and costs to bring the entire system to 
the premium standard. This document reviewed the entire Loop, and suggested up to 84 
improvement projects that total over $89M. It is clear that the proposed $20M bond project 
would not meet the entire proposed need for the Loop Riverpark. Please review the full report 
on the Loop website, http://webcms.pima.gov/cms/one.aspx?portalId=169&pageId=35827  for 
additional background and justification. 
 
The following recommendation provides the suggested priority order of projects that are near 
the $20M proposed Riverpark program. These are provided with priorities, and are intended to 
be delivered in priority order until the bond funding is expended. If additional grant or external 
funding is found for individual projects, then we will continue to work on additional prioritized 
projects beyond the initial expectations. Please see the attached table for a listing of the entire 
84 projects outlined in the River Park Imitative memo. 
 

Reach/Project (Upstream to Downstream) 
River 
Park Map 

BOS 
District 

Project Cost - 
per Memo 

Prioritized 
projects 

Priority 
Rank 

              
Rillito River Bridge replacements R  1,3,4 * $1,175,000 1 
Rillito River Underpass widening project R  1,3,4 * $2,000,000 2 
SCR underpass program: Speedway, St Mary's, 
Congress & Ina SCR  1,3,5 * $2,250,000 3 

Camino del Cerro to Ina (Future El Corazon River 
Park) (east bank) SCR S12 1 $4,050,000 $4,050,000 4 

SCR Pavement Improvement Program:  SCR  1,3,5 * $2,000,000 5 
Broadway to 5th Street Wash  (west bank) P P7 4 $895,000 $895,000 6 
5th Street Wash  to Speedway (west bank) P P8 4 $449,000 $449,000 7 
Kenyon to Broadway (west bank) P P6 2 $230,000 $230,000 8 
Magee to Ina (south bank) CDO C7 1 $1,180,500 $1,180,500 9 
Dodge to Country Club (south bank) R R5 3 $1,915,000 $1,915,000 10 



 
 

N. boundary Continental Ranch to Avra Valley 
Road (west bank) SCR S15 3 $444,000 $444,000 11 

Country Club to KERP Outlet J / TDC J7 2 $740,000 $740,000 12 
KERP Outlet to Campbell (west bank) J / TDC J8 2 $1,110,000 $1,110,000 13 
Twin Peaks to Avra Valley Road (east bank) SCR S15 3 $1,987,500 $1,987,500 14 
Avra Valley Road to Tangerine (east bank) SCR S16 3 $3,003,000   15 
Drexel to Irvington (east bank) SCR S2 5 $4,150,000   16 
Tanque Verde to Craycroft (south/west bank) P P10 4 $5,710,000   17 
Harrison Connection: Valencia to Irvington P P1.5 2,4 $1,300,000   18 

River Park Enhancement Overall Total       $27,164,000 $20,426,000   
 
*Costs for programs taken for components as listed in report but not tied to a single Map or 
Project. 



 

ATTACHMENTS 



Urban Loop Project Status

Reach/Project (Upstream to Downstream) Map_No

Total 
Miles 
(built)

BOS 
District Jurisdiction

Project Cost - 
per RP 

Enhance
Prioritized 
projects Priority Rank Comments

Harrison to Sellarole (north/east bank) P2 0.67 4 COT $0
Harrison to Sellarole (south/ west bank) P2 - 2 COT $0
Sellarole Road to Golf Links (east bank)(south half) P3 0.61 4 COT
Sellarole Road to Golf Links (west bank)(south half) P3 - 4 COT $549,500
Sellarole Road to Golf Links (east bank)(north half) P3 1.44 4 COT $0
Sellarole Road to Golf Links (west bank)(north half) P3 0.56 4 COT $0
Golf Links to 22nd Street (east bank) P4 2.52 4 COT $0
Golf Links to 22nd Street (west bank) P4 - 4 COT $7,645,000
22nd Street to Kenyon (east bank) P5 1.15 2 COT $0
22nd Street to Kenyon (west bank) P5 - 2 COT $2,140,000
Kenyon to Broadway (east bank) P6 - 2 COT $1,856,000
Kenyon to Broadway (west bank) P6 0.15 2 COT $230,000 $230,000 8
Broadway Underpasses (both banks) P6 - 2,4 COT *underpass costs included in P7
Broadway to 5th Street Wash (east bank) P7 0.86 4 COT $0
Broadway to 5th Street Wash  (west bank) P7 - 4 COT $895,000 $895,000 6
5th Street Wash  to Speedway (east bank) P8 0.22 4 COT $0
5th Street Wash  to Speedway (west bank) P8 0.33 4 COT $449,000 $449,000 7
Speedway to Tanque Verde (east bank) P9 1.26 4 COT $0
Speedway to Tanque Verde (west bank) P9 1.27 4 COT $0
Tanque Verde to Confluence (east/north bank) P10 0.20 4 PC $4,950,000
Tanque Verde to Craycroft (south/west bank) P10 0.21 4 COT $5,710,000 17 *Could support future RFCD project

Pantano Total     17.22 $26,574,500 $1,574,000

Julian Wash/Tucson Diversion Channel
Rita Road to Kolb Road -  (north bank) J1 5.95 4 PC, COT $162,000
Kolb to Wilmot (south bank) J2 1.35 4 COT $290,000
Wilmot Road to Valencia @ Thomas Jay Park (south bank) J3 2.09 2 COT $69,000
Valencia to Interstate 10/ Drexel J4 - 2 COT $0
Interstate 10/Drexel to Palo Verde Road (south bank) J5 - 2 PC, COT $125,000
Palo Verde Road to Country Club J6 - 2 PC $0
Country Club to KERP Outlet J7 - 2 COT $740,000 $740,000 12
KERP Outlet to Campbell (west bank) J8 0.61 2 COT $1,110,000 $1,110,000 13
Campbell to Park\Ajo (north bank) J9 0.80 2 COT $810,000
Park\Ajo to UPRR J10 0.40 2 COT $500,000
UPRR to 44th Street (along east and north side of VA Hospital) J11 0.62 2 COT
44th Street to 10th Avenue (north bank) J11 1.01 2 COT
44th Street to 10th Avenue (south bank) J11 0.31 2 COT
10th Avenue to 12th Avenue (north bank) J11 0.18 2 ST, COT
10th Avenue to 12th Avenue (south bank) J11 0.15 2 ST, COT $460,000 *all J11 projects included in cost
12th Avenue to end Heritage Park Loop (north bank) J12 0.13 5 COT $175,000 *all J12 projects included in cost
12th Avenue to end Heritage Park Loop (south bank) J12 0.15 5 COT
End Heritage Park Loop to Santa Cruz confluence (north bank) J12 - 5 COT $0
End Heritage Park Loop to Santa Cruz confluence (south bank) J12 - 5 COT

$0

Julian Wash/Tucson Diversion Channel Total     13.75 $4,441,000 $1,850,000

Cañada del Oro Wash 
Tangerine Road to Oracle Road (west bank) C1 - 1 OV $160,000
Tangerine Road to Oracle Road (east bank) C1 1.54 1 OV $0
Oracle Road to First Avenue (north/ west bank) C2 - 1 OV $104,500
Oracle Road to First Avenue (south/ east bank) C2 0.81 1 OV $0
First Avenue to Pusch View Lane (north bank) C3 - 1 OV $0
First Avenue to Pusch View Lane (south bank) C3 0.67 1 OV $0
Pusch View Lane to La Canada (north bank) C4 - 1 PC, OV $0
Pusch View Lane to La Canada (south bank) C4 2.49 1 PC, OV $0
La Canada to La Cholla (north bank) C5 - 1 PC $768,000
La Canada to La Cholla (south bank) C5 - 1 PC $2,170,000
La Cholla to Magee (south bank) C6 1.50 1 PC $0
Magee to Ina (north bank) C7 - 1 PC $0
Magee to Ina (south bank) C7 1.64 1 PC $1,180,500 $1,180,500 9
Ina to Thornydale (north/ west bank) C8 - 1 M
Ina to Thornydale (south/ east bank) C8 0.86 1 M
Thornydale to I-10 (north bank) C8 - 1 M $2,520,000
Thornydale to I-10 (south bank) C8 - 1 M $1,827,500

Cañada del Oro Total       9.51 $8,730,500 $1,180,500

Tanque Verde Wash
Pantano Road to Sabino Canyon Road -  (north bank) T1 1  PC $0
Sabino Canyon Road  to Craycroft Rd-  (north bank) T2 1  PC, COT $0

Tanque Verde Wash Total           -   $0 $0

River Park Enhancement Overall Total   122.52 $89,894,512 $20,426,000

River Park Enhancement with proposed 2014 bond.xlsx7/17/2013



Urban Loop Project Status

Reach/Project (Upstream to Downstream) Map_No

Total 
Miles 
(built)

BOS 
District Jurisdiction

Project Cost - 
per RP 

Enhance
Prioritized 
projects Priority Rank Comments

Santa Cruz River
Valencia to Drexel (west bank) S1 5 COT $1,062,500
Valencia to Drexel (east bank) S1 5 COT $1,171,250
Drexel to Irvington (west bank) S2 2.17 5 COT $371,000
Drexel to Irvington (east bank) S2 1.95 5 COT $4,150,000 16 *would resolve severe bank issues
Irvington to Ajo Way (west bank) S3 1.17 5 COT $390,000
Irvington to Ajo Way (east bank) S3 1.61 5 COT $715,000
Ajo Way to 29th Street (west bank)(Paseo project) S4 - 5 COT $425,000
Ajo Way to 29th Street (east bank)(Paseo project) S4 - 5 COT $1,122,500
29th Street to 22nd Street (east bank) S5 1.15 5 COT $513,000
29th Street to 22nd Street (west bank) S5 1.15 5 COT $260,000
22nd Street to Congress (east bank) S6 2.00 5 COT $518,000
22nd Street to Congress (west bank) S6 2.03 5 COT $580,750
Congress to St. Mary's (east bank) S7 0.67 5 COT $525,000
Congress to St. Mary's (west bank) S7 0.75 5 COT $900,000
St. Mary's to Speedway (east bank) S8 0.49 5 COT $511,000
St. Mary's to Speedway (west bank) S8 0.54 5 COT $531,000
Speedway to Grant (east bank) S9 1.46 5 COT $854,000
Speedway to Grant (west bank) S9 2.66 5 COT $583,000
Grant Road to Sweetwater (east bank) S10 0.14 3 COT $1,538,000
Grant Road to Sweetwater  (west bank) S10 3.36 3 COT $650,000
Sweetwater  to Camino del Cerro (east bank) S11 1 COT $461,000
Sweetwater  to Camino del Cerro (west bank)(El Corazón) S11 1.41 1 COT $340,000
Camino Del Cerro to Ina (Future El Corazón Anza Trail) (west bank) S12 4.71 1,3 PC/COT/M $2,200,000
Camino del Cerro to Ina (Interceptor alignment/ interim) (east bank) S12 5.11 1,3 PC/COT/M
Temp ADOT paths Sunset to CDO Wash S12 ?
Camino del Cerro to Ina (Future El Corazon River Park) (east bank) S12 ? 1 PC/COT/M $4,050,000 $4,050,000 4 *funding for con of river park (not bank)
Ina to Cortaro (west bank) S13 2.67 1 M $526,000
Ina to Cortaro (east bank) S13 - 1 M $4,871,512
Cortaro to Twin Peaks (west bank) S14 2.70 1,3 M $544,000
Cortaro to Twin Peaks (east bank) S14 2.00 1,3 M $1,069,000
Twin Peaks to N. boundary Continental Ranch (west bank) S15 1.74 3 M
N. boundary Continental Ranch to Avra Valley Road (west bank) S15 - 3 M $444,000 $444,000 11
Twin Peaks to Avra Valley Road (east bank) S15 0.22 3 M $1,987,500 $1,987,500 14
Avra Valley Road to Tangerine (west bank) S16 - 3 M
Avra Valley Road to Tangerine (east bank) S16 - 3 M $3,003,000 15
Tangerine to Sanders Road (west bank) S17 - 3 M
Tangerine to Sanders Road (east bank) S17 1.85 3 M $837,000
SCR underpass program: Speedway, St Mary's, Congress & Ina 1,3,5 COT, M $2,250,000 3
SCR Pavement Improvement Program: 1,3,5 COT, M $2,000,000 5

Santa Cruz River Total     45.71 $37,704,012 $10,731,500

Rillito River
Craycroft to Swan (north bank) R1 2.10 1 PC, COT $363,000
Craycroft to Swan - (south bank) R1 1.93 4 PC, COT $133,000
Swan to Columbus (north bank) R2 1.16 1 COT $665,000
Swan to Columbus (south bank) R2 1.15 3 COT $365,000
Columbus to Alvernon (north bank) R3 0.91 1 COT $200,000
Columbus to Alvernon (south bank) R3 1.62 3 COT $38,000
Alvernon to Dodge (north bank) R4 0.43 1 PC, COT $397,500
Alvernon to Dodge - (south bank) R4 0.31 3 PC, COT $0
Dodge to Country Club (north bank) R5 2.76 1 PC, COT $350,000
Dodge to Country Club (south bank) R5 0.64 3 PC, COT $1,915,000 $1,915,000 10
Country Club to Hacienda del Sol - (north bank) R6 0.46 1 PC, COT $0
Country Club to Hacienda del Sol (south bank) R6 0.68 3 PC, COT $145,000
Hacienda del Sol to Campbell (north bank) R7 1.22 1 COT $225,000
Hacienda del Sol to Campbell (south bank) R7 1.69 3 COT $167,000
Campbell to Mountain (north bank) R8 0.63 3 COT $290,000
Campbell to Mountain - (south bank) R8 0.94 3 COT $0
Mountain to First Avenue (north bank) R9 0.89 3 COT $665,000
Mountain to First Avenue (south bank) R9 1.16 3 COT $0
First Avenue to Stone (north bank) R10 0.62 3 COT $1,105,000
First Avenue to Stone (south bank) R10 0.55 3 COT $285,000
Stone to Oracle (north bank) R11 0.63 3 COT $525,000
Tucson Mall;  Stone to Oracle (south bank) R11 0.20 3 COT $286,000
Oracle to La Canada (north bank) R12 1.12 3 COT $1,195,000
 Oracle Road to La Canada (south bank) R12 1.18 3 COT $500,000
La Canada to La Cholla (north bank) R13 2.95 1 PC, COT $1,360,000
La Canada to La Cholla (south bank) R13 2.08 3 PC, COT $490,000
La Cholla to I-10 - (north bank) R14 3.68 1 PC, COT, M $225,000
La Cholla to I-10 (south bank) R14 2.64 3 PC, COT, M $555,000
Rillito River Bridge replacements 1,3,4 PC, COT, M $1,175,000 1
Rillito River Underpass widening project 1,3,4 PC, COT, M $2,000,000 2

Rillito Total 36.33 $12,444,500 $5,090,000

Pantano Wash
Harrison Connection: Julian to Valencia P1 2.72 4 COT $850,000
Harrison Connection: Valencia to Irvington P1.5 3.05 2,4 COT $1,300,000 18 *could replace general fund $$,
Harrison Connection: Irvington to Sellarole to Pantano (interim) P2 2,4 COT $0

River Park Enhancement with proposed 2014 bond.xlsx7/17/2013



Urban Loop Project Status

Reach/Project (Upstream to Downstream) Map_No

Total 
Miles 
(built)

BOS 
District Jurisdiction

Project Cost - 
per RP 

Enhance
Prioritized 
projects Priority Rank Comments

Review of program priorities by District and Jurisdiction *note, projects overlap both district and jurisdiction and may be counted twice
District 1 $12,655,500
District 2 $2,080,000
District 3 $9,856,500
District 4 $4,519,000
District 5 $4,250,000

PC $10,320,500
COT $16,814,000

M $13,906,500
OV $0
ST

Additional Program information:
1. SCR Underpass program includes: Speedway, St. Mary’s, Congress and Ina
2. Rillito Underpass program includes: 1st Avenue, La Canada, Swan Road, and Alvernon 
3. Rillito Bridge replacements includes: Roller Coaster, Friendly Village Wash, Racetrack Wash, Via Entrada Wash 
4. SCR Pavement Replacement includes: Widening/repaving of Grant Road to 29th Street both banks

River Park Enhancement with proposed 2014 bond.xlsx7/17/2013







Attachment I 
2013 Bond Survey Open-Ended Comments 



2013 Pima County Bond Preference Survey – Open ended comments – Project and Category counts 

 

 
 

 
 

Total Positive Negative Survey rank
12 12 0 1 Habitat Protection Priorities & Associated Lands

179 163 16 2 Community Open Space
17 16 1 3 Floodprone and Riparian Land Acquisition
14 13 1 4 Mission San Xavier East Tower Restoration
4 4 0 5 Performing Arts Center Rehabilitation

17 17 0 6 Historic Ft. Lowell Park Master Plan Implementation
2 2 0 7 Archaeological Site Acquisitions: Marana Mounds and/or Cocoraque Butte
2 2 0 8 Repair and Rehabilitation of Historic Buildings on County-Owned Ranches
1 1 0 9 Altar Valley Watershed Restoration Project  
8 6 2 10 Site Interpretation/Preservation of County-owned Cultural Resource Sites
1 1 0 11 Dunbar School Rehabilitation
0 0 0 12 Honey Bee Village Site Interpretation and Preservation
0 0 0 13 Vail Area Historic Sites
0 0 0 14 Canoa Ranch Historic Interpretive Center
4 2 2 15 Steam Pump Ranch Rehabilitation
1 1 0 16 Ajo Curley School Gym & Town Plaza

* Note - many may gave vague descriptions of the protecting open space or protecting habitat, but referred to it as open space

Historic, Cultural and Natural Area Conservation

Total Positive Negative Survey rank
335 335 0 1 Pima County Animal Care Center Improvements
13 13 0 2 Pedestrian Safety and Walkability Improvements
41 41 0 3 Affordable Housing Program
20 20 0 4 Neighborhood Reinvestment Program
1 1 0 5 Pima County Forensic Science Center Expansion & Remodel
2 0 2 6 Santa Cruz River: Rillito and Canada del Oro Confluence
8 5 3 7 Elections Equipment
2 2 0 8 Theresa Lee Clinic Relocation
2 2 0 9 Marana Health Center Expansion 

13 13 0 10 Downtown Legal Services Building Asbestos Abatement & Fire Sprinklers
1 1 0 11 Desert Senita Community Health Center Facility Improvement
0 0 0 12 Lower Santa Cruz Levee Extension
0 0 0 13 40th Street Drainage
0 0 0 14 South 7th Avenue Between West 28th and 20th Streets Drainage
0 0 0 15 Marana Affordable Housing Land Acquisition, Entitlement and Improvement Fund
0 0 0 16 East 32nd 1/2 Street Drainage
0 0 0 17 Green Valley Government Center Parking & Access Improvements
0 0 0 18 Green Valley Courthouse Expansion
0 0 0 19 Marana Neighborhood Reinvestment Housing Stock Retention Fund

* Note - many gave general comments about pedestrian needs

Public Health, Flood Control, Neighborhood Reinvestment and Government Facilities



 
 

Total Positive Negative Survey rank
33 30 3 1 Arizona-Sonora Desert Museum-Exhibits and Facility Expansion
46 40 6 2 Reid Park Zoo Hippo Exhibit 
12 10 2 3 Tucson Children's Museum

128 121 7 4 Loft Cinema Renewal and Expansion
58 56 2 5 Tucson Wildlife Center, Inc. - Acquisition and Expansion
24 22 2 6 Pima Air and Space Museum Cold War Hangar and Theater
3 3 0 7 Colossal Cave Mountain Park Improvements

26 24 2 8 Downtown Stravenue/Wilde Way Pedestrian and Art Corridor
20 19 1 9 Sahuarita Food Bank and Multi-Agency Community Service Facility
25 24 1 10 Art of the American West - Tucson Art Museum
17 15 2 11 YMCA Community Center at the UA Science and Tech Park
1 1 0 12 Tumamoc Hill Area Regional Visitors Center
4 4 0 13 Sahuarita Branch Library
7 6 1 14 County Fairgrounds Building & Infrastructure Improvements
2 2 0 15 Flowing Wells Branch Library Expansion
2 2 0 16 West Valencia Branch Library
1 1 0 17 Joyner-Green Valley Library Expansion & Heating/Air conditioning Replacement
0 0 0 18 River Bend Conservation Education Center at Brandi Fenton Memorial Park

14 13 1 19 New Tucson Girl's and Boy's Chorus Building
1 1 0 20 Quincie Douglas Branch Library Expansion
0 0 0 21 El Pueblo Center Improvements 
0 0 0 22 Marana Regional Library
3 3 0 23 Southeast Regional Community Branch Library at UA Science and Tech Park
2 2 0 24 Clements Senior Center Expansion
4 4 0 25 Southeast Government/Community Center, Sheriff Substation - And Library
1 1 0 26 Yaqui Park Community Center  
0 0 0 27 County Fairgrounds Conference Center and Banquet Hall
1 1 0 28 North Marana Library and Community Center
0 0 0 29 Canoa Ranch New Museum/Orientation Center
1 0 1 30 Pima County Southeast Regional Park (Fairgrounds) - Horse Racing Facility 
1 1 0 31 Quincie Douglas Center Expansion
4 4 0 32 Picture Rocks Community Center Expansion
0 0 0 33 County Fairgrounds RV Park and Infrastructure Improvements
0 0 0 34 Marana Regional Performing Arts Center
0 0 0 35 South Marana Multi-Generational Center
0 0 0 36 Southeast Government/Community Center, Sheriff Substation - No Library

Libraries, Community Facilities and Museums



 
 

Total Positive Negative Survey rank
82 81 1 1 Literacy Connects and Job Path Programs Facility
0 0 0 2 Pima County One Stop Career Center
3 3 0 3 Pima County Community College Health Education Campus
0 0 0 4 Freedom Park Adult Learning Center
3 3 0 5 Pima County Small Business Entrepreneur and Academic Center

21 20 1 6 Sonoran Corridor Highway Improvements between I-10 and I-19
3 2 1 7 Pima County Small Business Incubator
0 0 0 8 Science Park Drive - Rita Road to Pantano Road Improvements
1 1 0 9 South 12th Ave Cultural and Culinary Corridor
0 0 0 10 Business Neighborhood Stabilization Program
4 1 3 11 Residential Noise Attenuation Program for DMAFB
0 0 0 12 City of South Tucson Economic Development Land Bank
1 1 0 13 Business Façade/Public Infrastructure Improvement Project
1 1 0 14 Oro Valley Business Accelerator
0 0 0 15 Marana Cultural and Heritage Park - Economic Development
1 0 1 16 Town of Sahuarita Business Center

Job Growth, Education and Workforce Training



 

Total Positive Negative Survey rank
14 13 1 1 Reid Park Improvements
1 1 0 2 Swimming Pool Renovations 
9 8 1 3 Public Natural Park Trailheads
6 6 0 4 Udall Park Expansion 

64 64 0 5 River Park Acquisitions and Development Countywide    
29 25 4 6 Kino Sports Complex Soccer and Multi-Use Sport Improvements
8 8 0 7 Urban Greenways City of Tucson
6 4 2 8 School District Partnerships
0 0 0 9 City of Tucson Sports Fields and Lighting
0 0 0 10 Sentinel Park - A Mountain Park Improvement Project

21 21 0 11 County-wide Splash Pad Program
126 18 108 12 Rillito Race Track Conversion   

5 1 4 13 CAP Trail Program
15 11 4 14 Shooting Sports Program Site Improvements 
0 0 0 15 Oro Valley and Linda Vista Trailheads
2 2 0 16 Canada Del Oro River Park Corridor

13 13 0 17 Purple Heart Park Expansion 
0 0 0 18 Sahuarita Pool and Recreation Complex /YMCA   
6 6 0 19 Adaptive Recreation Center Expansion   
1 1 0 20 Pima County Softball Tournament and Recreation Park at Sports Park

31 26 5 21 Model Airplane Parks 
1 1 0 22 Flowing Wells Park Skateboard Park and Improvements 
0 0 0 23 Jacobs Park Recreation Center
2 2 0 24 Kennedy Park Improvements and Expansion
0 0 0 25 36th Street Natural Resource Park

29 26 3 26 Arizona Velodrome Center - Kino Campus
1 1 0 27 Pima Prickly Park
4 4 0 28 Lincoln Park Improvements 
0 0 0 29 Mary Henderson Desert Center - Phase I Trailhead
1 1 0 30 Silverlake Park Expansion
4 4 0 31 Oury Pool Renovations 
0 0 0 32 Freedom Center Expansion and Pool Improvements
1 1 0 33 George Mehl Family Foothills Park
0 0 0 34 El Paso Southwestern Greenway Construction
1 1 0 35 Marana Cultural and Heritage Park - Recreational Facilities
0 0 0 36 Flowing Wells District Park Expansion 
2 2 0 37 BAJA Seniors Sports Complex   
3 3 0 38 Ted Walker Park Sporting Dog Training Site 

11 11 0 39 Murrieta Park Improvements
3 3 0 40 Esmond Station Regional Park
0 0 0 41 North Santa Cruz Park - Phase II
1 1 0 42 Quail Creek - Veterans Municipal Park Phase II
5 5 0 43 Kory Laos Freestyle Memorial BMX Park 
2 1 1 44 James D. Kriegh Park Upgrades 
4 4 0 45 Naranja Park Improvements
0 0 0 46 Benson Highway Park Development & Land Acquisition   
1 1 0 47 Lawrence Community Center and Swimming Pool
0 0 0 48 Bureau of Reclamation Sports Park   
0 0 0 49 Oury Park Festival Area
0 0 0 50 Ajo Detention Basin Park   
0 0 0 51 El Casino Park   
1 1 0 52 JVYC/Ochoa Gym 
1 1 0 53 Barnett Linear Park and Flood Control Channel
2 1 1 54 Robles Community Park 
8 7 1 55 Ajo Community Golf Course Improvements
0 0 0 56 Lawrence Park Improvements  
0 0 0 57 Lawrence Hiaki Pathway   

* Note many of the parks and rec comments were vague and were thus coded to the general parks and rec category

Parks and Recreation



 

 
 

 

 

 

 

 

 

Total Category
350 General comment/Miscellaneous
115 General comment (positive)
109 General comment (negative)
263 Suggested project not on list
319 No bonds/anti-tax/no spend/keep to budget
560 Transportation/fix roads (general)
222 Specific transportation project
202 Parks/Rec/Sports (general)
212 Specific parks/rec/sports
219 Economic development/job creation
176 Pedestrian/Bicycle
158 Geographic area specific
134 Education
94 Environment/Wild life
90 Libraries
78 Disabled/Disadvantaged
77 Arts/Music/Culture
76 Children/Families
64 Health
50 Flooding/drainage
41 Public safety/fire/police
35 Defense/DM/Raytheon
26 Housing
25 Beautification
18 Seniors

185 Survey - Positive comment
62 Survey - Negative comment

Non-project specific comments



Attachment J 
Public Comments 























































































































































AVCA Letter re: Altar Valley Watershed Restoration Project (PR 262)  
P a g e  | 1 

 
 
14990 S. Sasabe Road     www.altarvalleyconservation.org 
Tucson, AZ 85736                                                  
 
 
 
 
 
September 2, 2013 

To: Supervisor Bronson, Pima County Board of Supervisors; 
Members of the Pima County Bond Advisory Committee; and 
Mr. Chuck Huckelberry, Pima County Administrator 
 
 

Regarding:  Proposed Bond Project -- Altar Valley Watershed Restoration Project (PR 262) 
  
We are writing today to urge your continued support of the Altar Valley Watershed Restoration Project 
(PR 262) as an integral component of the next Pima County bond proposal.  This project is a unique and 
valuable public works project for our region that integrates flood control measures with environmental 
restoration.  The project would occur on and adjacent to Pima County Conservation Land System 
holdings that are critical for meeting the needs of both the Sonoran Desert Conservation Plan (SDCP) and 
the Multi-Species Habitat Conservation Plan (MSHCP).   
  
The Altar Valley Watershed Restoration Project (PR 262) would develop a comprehensive watershed 
restoration plan, and provide start-up construction funding, for restoration of the highly eroded Altar 
Wash.  The project area encompasses the headwaters of the Altar Watershed, just north of the border near 
Sasabe, Arizona, and heads north about 45 miles to the intersection of the Altar Wash and Highway 86 
(Ajo Highway), just west of Three Points.  The Altar Wash and many of its tributaries are deeply incised 
in numerous areas, such that the flood plain has been lost or degraded.  Water thus races downstream, 
carrying soil and water resources to locations where they become a nuisance, rather than holding them 
farther upstream where they are a vital resource.  The general purpose of this project is to begin 
rebuilding the natural floodplain characteristics of the Altar Wash watershed to maximize watershed 
stability and wildlife habitat potential in the headwaters of this river system.  This upstream watershed 
work will decrease the intensity and volume of downstream water flows and associated flood potential in 
developed areas such Marana, where the Altar /Avra drainages join the Santa Cruz River. 
  
Altar Valley landowners and public partners have championed this project concept dating back to the 
1970s.  Several phases of planning and attempts to gather funding have occurred over the years.  Many 
partners have become involved, including the US Natural Resources Conservation Service, Arizona 
Department of Transportation and the US Army Corps of Engineers.  Tackling the restoration of the main 
stem of the Altar Wash will be complex and expensive.  To date, the right combination of stable funding 
and institutional commitment have not aligned.  PR 262 was designed by Pima County Regional Flood 
Control District (RFCD) and Pima County Natural Resources Parks and Recreation (NRPR) specifically 
to remedy this situation.  The aim is to accomplish state-of-the-art restoration planning, analysis and 
permitting necessary to launch the project, and then have construction funding available to begin work 
and leverage other funding sources. 
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In the mean time, the Altar Valley Conservation Alliance, working collaboratively with dozens of 
partners, has tackled watershed restoration in the tributaries at a variety of scales and continually works to 
bring top-notch resource management, restoration, scientific, and regulatory expertise to the watershed 
community.  Over 15 years of dedicated work has created an effective collaborative environment 
necessary to do the work.  A major source of financial and institutional support, such as the Pima County 
bond program, would launch Altar Valley watershed work to the larger scale that is essential for success 
throughout the watershed. 
  
Positive economic benefits include both cost reduction and the generation of additional sources of 
conservation revenue for the region.   

 Bond funding would have a multiplying effect, as it would be used to catalyze other funding 
sources.  This process is already at work in the Altar Valley, where a $50,000 from Freeport-
McMoRan Copper and Gold Foundation was leveraged into a $200,000 plus watershed 
restoration project.  Similarly, two National Fish and Wildlife Foundation grants using previous 
SDCP Bond land acquisition as in-kind match are at work in the Altar Valley, each of which 
more than doubles the value of the original grant. 

 Similarly, Pima County institutional support, in combination with the wide range of private and 
public sector partners already working in the Altar Valley, can accomplish far more working 
together than any one entity can do alone. 

 Public infrastructure maintenance costs for County and State maintained roads, the Ajo Highway 
bridge west of Three Points, and downstream areas affected by flooding would be decreased. 

  
This project builds on Pima County residents' strong support for open space acquisition and the Sonoran 
Desert Conservation Plan.  The Altar Valley Watershed Restoration Project is a unique public works 
project that adds conservation infrastructure to implement SDCP goals.  Over 200,000 acres of the 
Altar Valley is now owned or leased by Pima County as part of the Conservation Land System.  This 
project will enhance the value of Pima County's acquisitions by increasing the conservation value of Pima 
County land as well as adjacent lands.  All together, the combined effect results in enhanced conservation 
of an over 600,000 working landscape and open space resource – a true Sonoran desert conservation 
jewel that can be a source of continued and enhanced pride for the residents of Pima County.   
 
We believe that Pima County's regional investment in sound land use planning and conservation planning, 
as evidenced by the SDCP and MSHCP, in concert with ongoing watershed work in the Altar Valley, 
make this the right time to seriously commit resources and energy to Altar Wash restoration.  Thank you 
for your support for the Altar Valley Restoration Project, PR 262, thus far.  We hope that your 
commitment remains steady as you work through planning for the next bond election.  
  
 
Sincerely, 

                                                 
Patricia King      Mary Miller 
President,       Vice-President - Programs 
Altar Valley Conservation Alliance   Altar Valley Conservation Alliance 
 
 
CC: Ms. Nicole Fyffe, Pima County 

Ms. Diana Durazo, Pima County 
Ms. Carolyn Campbell, Coalition for Sonoran Desert Protection 
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Bond Project Prioritization List- City of South Tucson 

A1. East 32nd Street Drainage Project 

A2. 40th Street Drainage Project 

A3. El Paso Southwestern Greenway Construction (South Tucson portion) 

A4. South 7th Avenue between West 28th and 29th Streets Drainage Project 

B1. Economic Development Land Bank 

B2. JVYC/Ochoa Gym 

B3. El Casino Park 

 

 



Attachment L 
New Projects Received Since August 5, 2013 Report 

to Bond Advisory Committee 



Pima County Bond Project EHVFD 1 

              
 
Department:  
Date:  

 
2014 Bond Election Proposed Projects Template 

 
 
Project Name:   Elephant Head Volunteer Fire Station 
 
Location:  Amado, Arizona 
 
Scope:  
 

The project is to purchase the lot adjacent to the County owned buildings located in Amado, near the Food Bank 
and Health Clinic and to construct fire house for the Volunteer fire Department.   
   
Benefits: 

In 1994, a few conscientious and concerned members of your community formed the Elephant Head 
Volunteer Fire Department, Inc., a tax-exempt, non-profit, all volunteer, corporation.  This entity would 
serve approximately 5,800 residents living and visiting the communities of Arivaca Junction, Lakewood, 
Half-way Trailer Park, and Elephant Head.  EHVFD has 33 volunteers serving in various roles.  We have 14 
Fire Fighters trained in structure fires; 10 Emergency Medical Technicians (EMTs); 5 first responders 
trained in basic life-saving techniques and 7 support personnel who are board members, fundraisers, 
mechanics, etc. 

 

 

EHVFD volunteers respond to an average of about 1,500 calls per year, including structure fires, brush 
fires, vehicle fires and accidents, medical emergencies and more.  Our Volunteers find themselves 
responding to calls along interstate-19, made by border patrol and the Sherriff’s department.  

 
Costs:    $450,000.00 
 
Bond Funding:  $300,000 
 
Potential for receiving funding from USDA Rural development, The Green Valley White Elephant Organization, 
Neighborhood Reinvestment funds and Pima county CDBG. 
 
Other Funding: (List other funding by type and amount, or “None identified at this time”.) 
 



Pima County Bond Project EHVFD 2 

USDA Rural Development Funds $50,000.00 not yet approved. 
Pima County CDBG in the 2014-2015 allocation $50,000.00 not yet applied for 
Green Valley White Elephant $50,000.00 not yet approved 
 
 
Fiscal Year Project Start and Finish Date: (Provide estimated Fiscal Year for project start and finish date.) 
 
As soon as funding becomes available: with final completion in 6 to 9 months. 
 
 
Project Management Jurisdiction: (Provide the jurisdiction that will manage the project development.) 
 
It would be our preference to have this project become a 1) Pima County land Acquisition project and then B) 
become  Pima county CDBG/CIP Project. 
 
 
Future Operating and Maintenance Costs: (Provide information on O&M impact.  Estimate an annual amount.  
If O&M will be paid by other jurisdiction, include the jurisdiction.) 
 
As a 501 C (3)  EHVFD would  bring this project into their annual operational budget and begin fundraising and 
grant writing for the expenses associated with O & M 
 
Regional Benefits: (If project has regional benefits, it will help to justify it as a future bond project.) 

Our Mission Statement  

Our mission is to protect and preserve life and property and minimize the threat to life and property cause by fire, medical 
or any other emergency through professional and prompt response supported by thorough preparedness and exceptional 

training. 

EHVFD has members who are wildland fire certified, generally are first responders to fires and accidents on 
interstate -19 working firectly with the Sheriff’s department between Amado, Arizona and the I-19 rest area, work 
directly with 911 dispatches, are joint participants  in Pima County Homeland Security events and excercises, 
have agreements with the Tubac Fire Department, Arivaca Fire department and Rural Metro in an effort to offer 
complete fire and safety protection in the region. 
 
Supervisor District of Project Location: Supervisor’s Sharon Bronson and Ray Carroll 
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Application of Criteria for Pima County Bond Project Proposals 

 

Project Name:  Elephant Head Volunteer Fire Station 

1. Broad Demonstrated Support by Public:  

This entity would serve approximately 5,800 residents living and visiting the communities of Arivaca 
Junction, Lakewood, Half-way Trailer Park, and Elephant Head.  EHVFD has 33 volunteers serving 
in various roles.  We have 14 Fire Fighters trained in structure fires; 10 Emergency Medical 
Technicians (EMTs); 5 first responders trained in basic life-saving techniques and 7 support 
personnel who are board members, fundraisers, mechanics, etc. 

 

 

EHVFD volunteers respond to an average of about 1,500 calls per year, including structure fires, 
brush fires, vehicle fires and accidents, medical emergencies and more.  Our Volunteers find 
themselves responding to calls along interstate-19, made by border patrol and the Sherriff’s 
department.  

2. Has Regional Public Benefit: .  

EHVFD has members who are wildland fire certified, generally are first responders to fires 
and accidents on interstate -19 working directly with the Sheriff’s department between 
Amado, Arizona and the I-19 rest area, work directly with 911 dispatches, are joint 
participants in Pima County Homeland Security events and exercises, have agreements 
with the Tubac Fire Department, Arivaca Fire department and Rural Metro in an effort to 
offer complete fire and safety protection in the region. 
 
Not to mention the time we donate to the community through many providing education and 
blood pressure checks at community events and the local school. 
 
 

3. Other Funding Sources or Matches:  
 
We are working with USDA at this time for additional capital funding, looking at a potential 
homeland security grant, the green Valley White elephant and prayer.  The fire Department 
has brought on a grant writer to help with Operational dollars. 
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4. Education and Workforce Training:   
 
Fire fighters are one fo the professiona where ongoing training is required and all of our 
volunteers are eligible to receive that training.  If they complete the wildlands fire training 
they can fight fires in wildland areas and make a fairly decent living outside of the volunteer 
system. 
 

5. Advances Board Adopted Principles of Sustainability and Conservation:   

The Station can be built in a green manner, and sustainability is a bit more difficult, but 
better training and the addition of a fire house would allow for sustainability as we would 
have a place to store our equipment, be visable to the community in non emergency times. 

6. Previously Authorized Large-scale Bond Projects or Programs  that are Now Short of 
Funding:   

Not applicable. 

7. Phasing of Large Projects:  
 
This may apply based on federal funding and the requirement of Davis Bacon wages for the 
federal pieces. 
 

8. Impact on Operating and Maintenance Costs for Governments and Commitment to Fund 
These Ongoing Costs: 

Not applicable 

9. Project or Program is a Capital Improvement, Not a Repair or Maintenance Project: 

Purchasing land and building or constructing a fire house  is a large capital improvement 
project for this area. 



   

 1  

Department/Organization: Facilities        
Date: August 9, 2013 

2014 Bond Election Proposed Projects Template 

 

 

Project Name:   Arizona Sonora Western Heritage Foundation (ASWHF) Expansion of Facilities and New 
Exhibits At Old Tucson 
 
 
Location: Old Tucson 201 S. Kinney Road, Tucson AZ 85735 (a Pima County Leased Property)    
 
Scope:  AWSHF will construct themed exhibit structures and infrastructure that will transition a portion of Old 
Tucson from a family themed Western Town to an Arizona Sonoran Western Heritage Culture Center. The 
exhibit additions will require the construction of 20,000 square feet of temperature controlled appropriately 
themed buildings and outdoor design elements for seasonal interpretive educational programs.  This is an all 
inclusive proposal for design and construction of buildings, fixtures and exterior elements.  Additionally existing 
County Owned buildings will be modified to meet the requirements of the new educational programs that will be 
implemented.  These include structures 17, 27 and 64 which are shown on the Old Tucson Site Plan.  (See 
Attached Site Plan) 

 
Benefits:   
There will be both educational and economic development benefits.  Geotourism incorporates the concept of 
sustainable tourism—that destinations should remain unspoiled for future generations—while allowing for ways 
to protect a place's character. Geotourism also takes a principle from its ecotourism cousin,—that tourism revenue 
should promote conservation—and extends it to culture and history as well, that is, all distinctive assets of a place.  
Old Tucson will become a complementary attraction to the Arizona Sonoran Desert Museum and a sustainable 
educational resource for the people of Pima County. 

Costs:   $14M 
  
Bond Funding:   $10M 
 
Other Funding:   $4M match funding that will be used for design and development of programs for the cultural 
center. 
 
Fiscal Year Project Start and Finish Date:  2015 - 2017 
 
Project Management Jurisdiction:   ASWHF and Old Tucson Company wish to develop, manage, and bid this 
project with the oversight of Pima County Facilities and Economic Development and Tourism Departments.. 
 

Future Operating and Maintenance Costs: It is expected that the O & M will be approx. $200,000 per year and 
ASWHF will be responsible for the costs.   
 
Regional Benefits: There is no multi-cultural center in Southern Arizona. Old Tucson is an ideal educational 
backdrop for authentic experiences and exhibits that showcase Southern Arizona which would include the Native 
American, Mexican, African American, Chinese and European’s that pioneered Southern Arizona.     
 
Supervisor District of Project Location:    The Old Tucson leased property is in both District 3 and 5. 
 
For Internal Use only: 
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Application of Criteria for Pima County Bond Project Proposals 

Project Name: Arizona Sonora Western Heritage Foundation (ASWHF) Expansion of 
Facilities and New Exhibits to be Located at Old Tucson 

Broad Demonstrated Support by Public: Since its beginnings Pima County has been a center for 
historic and western-themed cultural activity for residents and visitors to Arizona’s Sonoran 
Desert. In response to this, for the past several years, the management of Old Tucson has created 
a series of living history attractions that tell the stories of work, family and community traditions 
and culture of Southwestern Arizona. With a growing population, substantial tourism, and a strong 
existing base of cultural activity, we envision an opportunity to create a Multi-Cultural Heritage 
Center that reflects the diversity of traditions and influences which have formed our region and 
expands and responds to visitors’ desire to “Experience the Sonoran West.” 

The new Center will complement the steady, good stewardship that other community groups 
have exercised in the various forms and shapes of the "heritage" field to date -- such as Birth of 
Tucson, Presidio, Mission Gardens, the Santa Cruz Valley Heritage Alliance, Native Seeds, 
Tucson Meet Yourself and the neighborhood associations that have been the frontline of historic 
preservation and economic development. 

Old Tucson Company ownership has approved the creation of an educationally based Western 
Heritage Foundation and with the support of the University or Arizona and Arizona State 
Museum. While this has been in formation since 2010, the Arizona Sonoran Western Heritage 
Foundation was officially incorporated June 27, 2013 and will have full non-profit status by late 
November 2013.  Support for this project has been given by Pima County Elected Officials; Dr. 
Joaquin Ruiz, Dean of University of Arizona College of Science, Dr. Patrick Lyons, Director 
Arizona State Museum and Brent DeRaad, CEO of Visit Tucson along with other stake holders 
in community.   

Has Regional Public Benefit: Old Tucson has been a Pima County Attraction for over 75 years 
and in its heyday was the second most attended attraction in the State of Arizona second only 
to Grand Canyon National Park.  Created originally as a movie set in 1939, Old Tucson has 
been the backdrop for over 300 major motion pictures, episodic television, commercials and 
photo-shoots.  The movie business and the Westerns have moved on leaving Old Tucson as a 
historic landmark of yesteryear.  In conjunction with being a movie venue, Old Tucson has been 
committed to remaining relevant to a broad demographic, beyond just Western Movie 
enthusiasts, given that older demographic and the  current lack of feature films being produced 
in Arizona. In 2010, Old Tucson began expanding its strategic community partnerships, 
increasing its commitment to the compatibility of Geotourism with an emphasis on the diversity 
of our historic “Sense of Place” in Southern Arizona. 

Old Tucson’s history is rooted in the production of movies about the “Old West” – a movie genre 
so distinctive that it is simply known as “The Western.”  This movie genre has captured the 
imaginations of people around the globe and created a powerful narrative about life in the Old 
West.  For people fascinated with the Old West and with “The Western,” Old Tucson is a 
premier global destination.  However, the Old West was much more complicated than typically 
portrayed in The Western. People in that time and place experienced everyday life differently 
depending in large part on age, gender, culture, social status, and racial background.  While 
honoring the importance of The Western in shaping popular imagination, we would like to delve 
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deeper and offer visitors the opportunity to experience the complexity and “messiness” of life in 
the Old West, particularly focusing on the borderlands from 1850-1890. For this reason, Old 
Tucson is proposing the development of a Multi-Cultural Heritage Center, which would provide 
interactive exhibit space to educate visitors about the everyday lives of real people who lived in 
our region at that time through stories passed down to us through historical documents (e.g., 
maps, newspaper articles, photographs, and personal journals) as well as folklore (e.g., oral 
tradition, rituals, art, music, food, and cultural artifacts).  A Multi-Cultural Heritage Center would 
also honor those who still practice the ranching and folk traditions of our region from that time 
period (e.g., branding, roping, saddle-making, tortilla-making, cooking cholla buds, ballet 
folklorico, writing corridos, basket-making, adobe brick-making) by giving them opportunities to 
share their knowledge and skills with others.  As such, a Multi-Cultural Heritage Center at Old 
Tucson would develop greater awareness of the cultural diversity and heritage of our region and 
complement the existing and planned attractions that highlight our region’s cultural heritage, 
such as the Heritage Park, Canoa Ranch, Tumacocori, and Empire Ranch.  Because Old 
Tucson is already a major destination (and because of its proximity to the Arizona-Sonora 
Desert Museum) a Multi-Cultural Heritage Center there would be well positioned to provide an 
additional geo-tourism attraction. 

Partnerships: Partnerships and support have been committed by the University Of Arizona 
College Of Social and Behavioral Science and the Arizona State Museum.   

Other Funding Sources or Matches:  The bond funding requested is $10m with a $4M matching 
contribution.  Total expenditure for capital improvement is $10M.  The additional $4M of 
matching funds will be used for Design and Exhibits development that are done in the form of 
grants to the University of Arizona and/or other relevant resources.  

Education and Workforce Training: The new facility will offer both undergraduate and graduate 
students from the U of A an opportunity to gain practical experience in anthropological and 
archeological aspects of the Arizona Sonora region.  Programs that focus on Arizona History will 
be made available that will meet the standards of the State of Arizona curriculum for K-12 
students.  

Advances Board Adopted Principles of Sustainability and Conservation:  The new facility is 
planned to be constructed to achieve LEED certification, Living History program content will be 
developed in conjunction with Pima County Dept. of Conservation and Sustainability and Pima 
County Natural Resources, Parks and Recreation consistent with the Sustainability Resolution 
adopted by the Pima County BOS. 

Previously Authorized Large-scale Bond Projects or Programs that are Now Short of Funding:  
None – Not applicable. 

Phasing of Large Projects:  FY 2015 – 16: Design and Program Development, FY 2016 – 17. 
Construction 

Impact on Operating and Maintenance Costs for Governments and Commitment to Fund These 
Ongoing Costs: All operational and maintenance costs will be the responsibility of ASWHF. 

Project or Program is a Capital Improvement, Not a Repair or Maintenance Project: This project 
is a new capital improvement to Old Tucson a County owned facility. 
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Department:   Natural Resources, Parks and Recreation  
Date:    August, 2013 

 
2014 Bond Election Proposed Projects Template 

 
 
Project Name:  Agua Caliente Park Pond Restoration    
 
Location:  Roy P. Drachman Agua Caliente Park  
 
Scope: This project will address the failure of the natural spring at Agua Caliente Park and 

inability of supplemental well water to maintain the water level in the historic Pond one. 
The project will include the draining, dredging and contouring of Pond one to reduce its 
overall footprint to approximately 2 acres from the current 3.5 acres. Most of the pond 
will be deepened to remove built up sediments and invasive cattail infestations will be 
reduced to a more manageable size. Wildlife loafing islands will be added inside the 
pond. The pond will have a liner installed to eliminate water loss through the sides and 
bottom. The existing well system will be upgraded and water piped to additional 
locations in the park including the spring area and Pond two for smaller dependable 
wildlife waters. Access to the historic Island will be restored with an ADA accessible 
pathway. The landscaping will be renovated to reduce over-population of some trees and 
the addition of new native species of trees, shrubs and aquatic plants. Pond two will get 
additional plantings of wildlife-friendly native plants            

 
 
 
Benefits: Agua Caliente Park is one of the most unique of the Pima County parks. Well over 

150,000 visitors enjoy the park on an annual basis. It has been a favorite community park 
for decades because of its water features, lush vegetation, historical buildings and 
abundant wildlife. Its historic importance in the Tucson region is also well documented 
and the site is on the National Register of Historic Places. For more than a decade of 
continuing drought, the natural water source for the ponds has been declining. Natural 
flows dropped from 120+ gallons a minute in 2000 to the point now where the spring has 
dried up and does not flow for a good part of the year. Significant supplemental well 
water additions cannot keep even Pond one filled within the capabilities of the water 
system and water rights available at the park. Well over 40% of the surface of Pond one 
is now unsightly exposed mud flats. The aged pond system needs to be renovated now 
and a new water budget consistent with existing water resources is established for the site 
that will maintain the character of the ponds, provide diverse wildlife habitat and the lush 
environment visitors have come to expect when visiting the park.  Such renovations will 
be necessary in the very near future or we can expect water quality or quantity issues that 
could severely impact the fish and amphibians in the pond and plants around the pond. 
The project will give new life to the pond system at Agua Caliente Park for decades to 
come and restore the site to a favorite place for local residents to visit, walk and enjoy a 
slower paced and natural environment experience.    
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Costs:   $1,000,000 
 
Bond Funding:  $1,000,000  
 
Other Funding: (List other funding by type and amount, or “None identified at this time”.) 
    
   None identified at this time 
 
Fiscal Year Project Start and Finish Date: Fiscal Year 2015/16 start and completion 
 
 
Project Management Jurisdiction: (Provide the jurisdiction that will manage the project development.) 

The project will be managed and maintained by Pima County Natural Resources, Parks 
and Recreation 

 
 
Future Operating and Maintenance Costs: (Provide information on O&M impact.  Estimate an annual amount.  
If O&M will be paid by other jurisdiction, include the jurisdiction.) 

It is anticipated that the annual maintenance costs will initially run approximately 
$30,000. This includes utility costs and staff labor costs. These costs will be covered by 
Natural Resources, Parks and Recreation because NRPR already has responsibility for 
maintenance of Agua Caliente Park system and base funding already has been allocated 
to the site for that purpose    

 
Regional Benefits: (If project has regional benefits, it will help to justify it as a future bond project.) 

This project will positively impact users from across the Tucson metro area and visitors 
from around the country. Park visitors routinely come from all parts of town. This iconic 
park is considered by many as a community treasure and is recognized nationally for its 
historic roots. To let the system die as many have known it for a lifetime when capital 
improvement options exist seems to be a valid Bond project justification.    

Supervisor District of Project Location: District 2 
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Application of Criteria for Pima County Bond Project Proposals 

 

Project Name: Agua Caliente Park Pond Restoration Project 

 

1. Broad Demonstrated Support by Public:  This project need has been a topic of community 
discussion for several years. Numerous media stories annually continue to outline the 
challenges to maintain water levels in the historic ponds and have tracked the declining 
water resources available due to failure of the natural spring source. Agua Caliente gets 
over 150,000 visitors on an annual basis. The park is recognized as a unique community 
resource for its water features, lush vegetation, historic character and diverse wildlife 
habitats. The park draws diverse users from families to retiree groups, arts groups to bird 
watchers. The project has the support of the Friends of Agua Caliente a not-for-profit 
membership group established to support the park and helps conserve its historic and 
ecological values. Agua Caliente is listed in numerous books and resource guides as one of 
the top 10 watchable wildlife sites in the Tucson region. The site is also listed on the 
National Register of Historic Places. 
            
 

2. Has Regional Public Benefit:  This project will provide life back to a pond system that has 
been a central focus of the site for well over 100 years. Agua Caliente has been a well-
known and unique resource in the Tucson area. The mix of local history dating back to 
prehistoric times and the presence of water surrounded by lush riparian vegetation make it a 
truly rare public resource in the Tucson basin. No other public park brings all of these 
features together in the same way. This is also why the community came together back in 
1984 to pressure the county into protecting the site from residential development plans. The 
ecological importance of the aquatic systems surrounded by desert habitat in the region is 
also unique and extremely limited. It is a one-of-a-kind urban habitat that the residents and 
visitors to Tucson have embraced for decades and have come to expect an environment 
that has a very consistent look and feel. The proposed rehabilitation project will give the 
Agua Caliente water features a new stable life that should protect them for many years to 
come.   
       
 

3. Partnerships: The project has already involved a number of organizations and agencies in 
looking at the scope of the challenges to the aquatic system on the park and options to 
address the various problems. Those discussions have framed the conceptual basis of the 
proposed Bond project. As the project moves forward, additional partnerships will be 
possible. Additional funding will be pursued with other organizations to help add 
enhancements to the renovation scope and long-term protection of the park resources. Key 
partners will include The Friends of Agua Caliente Park, Pima County Parklands 
Foundation, Arizona Game and Fish Department, US Fish and Wildlife, Tucson Audubon 
Society and The Nature Conservancy.    
 

4. Other Funding Sources or Matches:  If the project gets Bond funding, matching grants will 
be pursued. Sources would include the Arizona Game and Fish Heritage program, US Fish 
and Wildlife Partners in Wildlife grants, private donations and community foundation grants. 
We think that a number of organizations and companies will step forward to support the 
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project and augment Bond funds because of the diverse support groups that have already 
voiced support for the project concept.    

 

 

 
5. Education and Workforce Training: This project is focused on passive recreational use, 

historical resource protection and maintaining the ecological function of the previously Bond 
acquired site. This is more of a quality of life project than economic driver. However, we do 
know that local watchable wildlife visitation is high at the site and includes tours and 
individuals from outside the region. There is already an active public education presence at 
the park. Everything from bird walks to arts training to connections to school curriculum 
areas using the park as an outdoor learning laboratory will continue.      
 

6. Advances Board Adopted Principles of Sustainability and Conservation:  This project will 
implement a number of the County Sustainability program principles and outcomes 
especially in the area of conservation. It falls within the implementation vision of the Sonoran 
Desert Conservation Plan set for county activities. Actual site development techniques and 
strategies will be sustainable and integrate energy/water use efficiency. The site will be able 
to take advantage of new water harvesting techniques and will have the opportunity to 
demonstrate how to integrate native plants into local landscapes. Maintaining and 
enhancing the value of the site as an urban wildlife habitat is a primary objective of the 
overall pond restoration project.    

 
 

7. Previously Authorized Large-scale Bond Projects or Programs that are Now Short of 
Funding:  Not applicable to this project.  

 

8. Phasing of Large Projects: This is a medium sized project that can and should be 
constructed at one time and would not require phases.  

 
 

9. Impact on Operating and Maintenance Costs for Governments and Commitment to Fund 
These Ongoing Costs: Once constructed, the pond restoration outcome will be maintained 
in the most natural state and should not require intense operational and maintenance 
support. A small supplemental allocation could allow the park to comfortably add project 
enhancements into the existing NRPR O&M program at Agua Caliente Park.  
 

10. Project or Program is a Capital Improvement, Not a Repair or Maintenance Project: The site 
is currently developed as a historic pond feature but is currently in a failing crisis condition. 
The nature of the required restoration far exceeds a maintenance project and calls for a full 
restoration of the historic features, new public use enhancements and updating of 
associated infrastructure. The project will take several years to fully complete and will 
require extensive heavy equipment construction activities, land disturbance and new native 
plant landscaping.  
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