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The following bills were tracked by the Public Affairs team and
grouped based on Coconino County Legislative Initiatives and
Priorities:

Transportation


Fair Justice Initiative, Justice
Reform, and other Justice Issues

SB 1146 vehicle fees; alternative fuel VLT / HB 2166
vehicle fees; alternative fuel VLT



SB 1147 county excise tax for transportation / HB
2165 county excise tax for transportation



SB 1287 ADOT Revisions



HB 2160 Unsafe Vehicle Tires; Use; Sale



HB 2413 Public Roads Maintenance; Primitive

HB 2433: HURF Distribution; Counties; Cities; Towns



HB 2514 HURF Distribution; Cities; Towns; Counties



HB 2313 Sentencing; monetary obligations; fine



HB 2314 Misdemeanor sentence, authorized
disposition



HB 2315 Intensive Probation; employment wages;
monitoring



HB 2169 Driving violations; restricted licenses;
penalties

Natural Resources, Forest
Restoration, Flood Control, Water


HB 2312 Setting aside conviction, requirements

mitigation

Designation






HB 2259 Juvenile Court Facilities; Shelters; Use



HB 2356 Juvenile court; jurisdiction; age



HB 2439 county contributions; committed youth;

HB 2210 Public Lands; Ownership; Control;

repeal

Litigation



HB 2309 Sex Offender Registration; Termination



SB 1144 conservation easements; notice; valuation



SB 1096 Length of Parole; Juvenile Offenders



SB 1153 fire flow requirements; rural applicability



HB 2415 Juvenile Dependency Proceedings Fund



SB 1052 county flood control districts; easements



SB1211 Sentence; Life Imprisonment; Parole



HB 2203 wildland fuel loads; watershed protection



HB2190 county improvement districts; repayment

Eligibility


agreements


HB 2001 Indigent defense fund; distribution;
purpose

SB 1379 Flood Protection Districts; Divisions;



Electors

HB 2383 Authorize emergency vehicles; probation
officers- S/E HOV lanes; emergency vehicles



HB 2151 Joint Powers; Fire Protection Services



SB 1076 Assault; public safety contractors; workers



HB 2003 Coal Mining; TPT; Repeal



SB 1400 Aggravated DUI; sentence; county jail



HB 2527 Driver license testing; required question
S/E ticket surcharge; public safety equipment
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SB 1195 Technical correction; health services;



monitoring S/E application; emergency admission;



Agreements

nonevaluating hospitals



HB 2396 Property; subdivision; size; requirements

HB 2528 Prosecution Expenses; county



SB 1038 State Land Payments; Payment Method

reimbursement; repeal



SB 1113 Zoning Violations; Notice; Service



HB 2461 Zoning Regulations; Private Schools



HB 2010 Elderly homeowners; class six property /

Public Health


SB 1268 Class six property; elderly homeowners

SB 1001 controlled substance; regulation;
appropriation



Transparency; Public Meetings

HB 2001controlled substance; regulation;
appropriation



HB 2274 county contributions; hospitalization;
medical; repeal



SB 1022 DHS; homemade food products



SB 1162 Silv. Alrt Notification; Developmental



HB 2065 Public Meetings; Definition; Penalties



HB 2207 Public Meetings; recordings; posting;
definition

Disability


HB 2320 Development Agreements; Prohibited



HB 2118 Public Records; Denial of Access



HB 2148 Newspapers; Public Notice; Publications



HB 2198 Property Tax; Delinquent Tax List

HB 2438 Drug Addiction Treatment; County
Programs

Administrative and
Appropriations



HB 2039 Certificates of Necessity



HB 2371 Mobile Food Vendors; State Licensure



HB 2033 Drug overdose; good Samaritan; evidence



HCR 2006: Four-Year Terms; Legislature



HB 2389 Syringe access programs; authorization



HB 2273 Public Employees; Compensation Cap



SB 1377 Dental therapy; licensure; regulation



SB 1214 County Officials, Salaries



HB 2235 municipal improvement districts; sale



HB 2206 Early Voting, Voting Centers

certificates S/E dental therapy; regulation; licensure



HB 2104 Clean elections county candidates

SB 1519 Protective orders; schools; appropriations



SB 1043 County Recorder; Recording Fees

S/E school safety; protective orders; appropriations



SB 1202 Countywide elections; vote by mail



SB 1201 County Treasurer; Electronic Records; Liens



SB 1216 Advanced certification; assessor personnel;



Land Management; Planning;
Community Development

compensation




HB 2325 Counties; Municipal Land Acquisition;

HB 2156 Legislative vacancy; appointment; time
frame

Repeal
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HB 2249 Protective orders; filing requirements



HB 2394 County Sheriff; Nonpartisan Election



SB 1274 Public Monies; Recovery; Illegal Pymts.



SB 1193 Overtime Pay



SB 1059 Lottery; additional game; revenue



HB 2501 PTSD; Workers’ compensation;

allocation


HB 2393 Local Service Access Cards; Requirements



SB 1089 Purple heart day



SB 1235 State holiday; Native American day S/E

presumption


HB 2502 Child abuse prevention education; schools
S/E Traumatic Event Counseling; public safety.

Native American Day; state holiday

Local Regulation



HB 2538 U.S. House vacancy; special election



HB 2385 Property Tax Appeals; Court Findings



HB 2233 appropriation; 2020 census; outreach



HB 2162 Disability parking spaces S/E County



SB 1388 resubmission of tax levy; appropriation



SCR 1034 Independent redistricting commission;



SB 1001 Home-Based Businesses; Reg. Restrictions

membership S/E membership; independent



HCR 2015 Municipal and county tax limitations

redistricting commission



SB 1101 Property tax appeals; court findings



SB 1238 appropriation; Diné college



SB 1102 Property taxes; abatement; procedures



SB 1239 tribal nations; veterans’ services;



SB 1281 Street lighting improvement districts;

Transportation Excise Tax

appropriation


consolidation

SB 1245 appropriation; SNAP; benefit match;



produce

SB 1404 Occupational regulation; municipalities;
counties/HB 2532 Occupational regulation;
municipalities; counties; hearings

Retirement System



SB 1466 Voting centers; board of supervisors



HB 2333 Home-based businesses; local



HB 2097 Pension Funding Policies; Employers



HB 2357 EORP; Employer Contribution

regulation/SB 1175 Home-based businesses; local



SB 1292: EORP; Cost-of-Living Adjustment

regulation/SB 1387 real property; conveyance;



SCR 1010 Public Retirement Systems

disclosure S/E Local Regulations; home-based
businesses

Human Resources


SCR 1016: Minimum Wage; Sick Time Repeal



SB 1247: Health Insurance; Mandated Provision



SB 1140 Video service; certificate of authority


Prohibited


HB 2579 Video service; certificates of authority S/E

SB 1199 Drug Testing; Eye Movement Analysis
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HB 2479 TPT; digital gods and services

Executive Summary:
Lawmakers adjourned the 53rd Legislature; 2nd Regular Session sine die 12:26 a.m. on
May 4, 2018. The budget bills outline a $10.39 billion spending plan that increases
revenues over the Joint Legislative Budget Committee (JLBC) Baseline by $677.9
million. The budget funded $344 million to K-12 education including: $176.2 million in
teacher salary increases. The budget included restoring $84 million dollars that is
typically diverted from the Highway User Revenue Fund (HURF) to fund the
Department of Public Safety (DPS). Coconino County will see 4 areas of relief. 1. OneYear full cost relief from the Arizona Department of Juvenile Corrections (ADJC) cost
shift. Counties will still be required to transfer $11.26 million to ADJC, but session law
funding will fully reimburse counties for ADJC costs in FY19. Coconino County is
expecting to save $236,792 from this one-time ADJC relief. 2. Language requiring the
collection of Disproportionate Uncompensated Care Pool (DUC Pool) was removed
which effectively eliminates the cost shift going forward. Coconino County is expected
to save about $163,000 each year going forward. 3. Language that required the
counties to reimburse the Department of Health Services (DHS) for 31% of the cost of
housing Sexually Violent Persons at the Arizona State Hospital was removed,
eliminating the charge going forward. Coconino County is expected to save $63,637
each year going forward. 4. As session law, there will be continued payments for rural
counties from the In-Lieu Payments for Lottery Revenue. Coconino County will receive
the expected $550,000 from the In-Lieu Lottery Payment. Coconino County was not
included in the EORP circuit breaker, which was only extended as one-time relief for
the smallest eight counties. Coconino County’s expected EORP liability is ($654,559).
Coconino County is expected to take an overall hit of ($192,800) as a result of the
EORP liability combined with the relief the County did secure.
The Legislature passed 369 bills out of 1,206 introduced bills. As of Friday May
the Governor has signed 285 bills and vetoed 16. The 53rd legislature sent two
ballot referrals to the Secretary of State’s Office. HCR 2007 (Clean Elections; unlawful
contributions; rulemaking) which if approved would eliminate the Clean Elections
Commissions’ oversight over dark money spending and other expenditure authority.
HCR2023 (Public retirement systems) if approved by voters would allow for changes to
the public retirement system.
4th,
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Below is a summary of the bills that Coconino County worked to support and defeat in
the 2018 legislative session:
Bills Coconino County Supported
Bill Number and Title

Final Status



SB 1146 vehicle fees; alternative fuel VLT



Substituted HB 2166 for SB 1146



HB 2166 vehicle fees; alternative fuel
VLT



Signed by the Governor on 4/25/18



SB 1147 county excise tax for
transportation



Held in the House



HB 2165 county excise tax for
transportation



Held in House Committee



HB 2162 disability parking spaces S/E
County Transportation Excise Tax



Failed to achieve Concurrence despite
Concurrence recommendation



HB 2413 Public Roads Maintenance;
Primitive Designation



Signed by the Governor on 3/16/18



HB 2312 Setting aside conviction,
requirements



Signed by the Governor on 4/17/18



HB 2313 Sentencing; monetary
obligations; fine mitigation



Signed by the Governor on 4/17/18



HB 2314 Misdemeanor sentence,
authorized disposition



Signed by the Governor on 4/12/18



HB 2315 Intensive Probation;
employment wages; monitoring



Signed by the Governor on 4/12/18



HB 2169 Driving violations; restricted
licenses; penalties



Signed by the Governor on 4/03/18



HB 2259 Juvenile Court Facilities;
Shelters; Use



Signed by the Governor on 4/05/18



HB 2356 Juvenile court; jurisdiction; age



Transmitted to the Governor on
05/01/18



HB 2439 county contributions;
committed youth; repeal



ADJC one-time relief was included in the
budget, $11.26 million savings for
counties.
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HB 2274 county contributions;
hospitalization; medical; repeal



DUC Pool Relief was included in the
Budget; a $2.6 million savings for
counties.
Failed in the Senate, was never heard in
Senate Rules Committee.



HB 2415 Juvenile Dependency
Proceedings Fund





HB 2001 Indigent defense fund;
distribution; purpose



Failed in Senate, never received a
committee hearing. The budget
continues a $700,000 raid to fund DPS.



SB 1001 controlled substance;
regulation; appropriation



Signed by the Governor on 01/26/18



HB 2001 controlled substance;
regulation; appropriation



SB 1001 substituted for HB 2001.



HB 2033 Drug overdose; good Samaritan;
evidence



Included in SB 1001/HB 2001 as part of
the Governor’s Opioid Special Session
Legislation



HB 2235 municipal improvement
districts; sale certificates S/E dental
therapy; regulation; licensure



Transmitted to the Governor on
05/03/18



SB 1377 Dental therapy; licensure;
regulation



Held in the House



SB 1201: County Treasurer; Electronic
Records; Liens



Signed by the Governor on 04/10/18



SB 1043 County Recorder; Recording
Fees



Signed by the Governor on 04/05/18



HB 2538 U.S. House vacancy; special
election



Transmitted to the Governor on
05/01/18



SB 1245 appropriation; SNAP; benefit
match; produce



Transmitted to the Governor on
05/04/18

Bills Coconino County Opposed
Bill Number and Title


Final Status

HB 2383 Authorize emergency vehicles;
probation officers- S/E HOV lanes;
emergency vehicles
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Received a Strike Everything Amendment
to allow emergency vehicles to use HOV
lanes. Transmitted to the Governor on
05/03/18.



SB 1400 Aggravated DUI; sentence;
county jail



Signed by the Governor on 04/17/18



HB 2207 Public Meetings; recordings;
posting; definition



Received a Strike Everything Amendment
to require only licensing agencies to
record their public meetings instead of
all public meetings commissions, boards,
fire districts etc. Vetoed by the Governor
on 04/20/18



SB 1292: EORP; Cost-of-Living
Adjustment



Held in the House



SCR 1010 Public Retirement Systems



Held in the House



HB 2501 PTSD; Workers’ compensation;
presumption



Failed to achieve Senate Committee
Hearings.



HB 2333 Home-based businesses; local
regulation/SB 1175 Home-based
businesses; local regulation/SB 1387 real
property; conveyance; disclosure S/E
Local Regulations; home-based
businesses



All three versions of this bill failed



HB 2579 Video service; certificates of
authority S/E SB 1140 Video service;
certificate of authority (Griffin)



Transmitted
05/01/18

to

the

Governor

on

Bills Coconino County Tracked of Concern
Bill Number and Title

Final Status



HB 2210 Public Lands; Ownership;
Control; Litigation



This bill failed to receive a House Rules
Committee hearing



SB 1153 fire flow requirements; rural
applicability



Held in House Committee



HB 2203 wildland fuel loads; watershed
protection



Received a Strike Everything Amendment
relating to ABOR, the bill never was
heard in Senate Rules



HB 2433: HURF Distribution; Counties;
Cities; Towns



Never received a House Committee
hearing



HB 2514 HURF Distribution; Cities;
Towns; Counties



Never received a
Committee Hearing

8

Senate

Rules



HB 2003 Coal Mining; TPT; Repeal



Signed by the Governor on 04/25/18



HB 2371 Mobile Food Vendors; State
Licensure



Transmitted
05/03/18



SB 1519 Protective orders; schools;
appropriations S/E school safety;
protective orders; appropriations



Held in the House



SB 1195 technical correction; health
services; monitoring S/E application
emergency admission; non evaluating
hospitals



This bill failed to
Committee hearings

to

the

Governor

receive

on

House

Transportation
SB 1146 vehicle fees; alternative fuel VLT (Worsley) / HB 2166 vehicle fees; alternative
fuel VLT (Campbell)
Bill Summary: repeals the separate vehicle license tax classification for motor vehicles powered by
alternative fuels. The bill establishes a highway safety fee in an amount to be determined by the
Director of the Department of Transportation annually. The fee will be collected at the time of
application for vehicle registration. The fee is required to fully fund 110 percent of the Department of
Public Safety Highway Patrol operating budget for each fiscal year (currently at $130 million).
Intended to move DPS funding out of HURF.
o Final Status: HB2166 substituted for SB1146. HB2166 was signed by the Governor on 4/25/18
o Chaptered Version
County Position: Coconino County supported these bills.
SB 1147 county excise tax for transportation (Worsley) / HB 2165 county excise tax for
transportation (Campbell)
Bill Summary: allows the Board of Supervisors of any county to submit to the voters a transportation
plan funded by an excise tax. The board is required to present the issue on the ballot as a single
question for approval of both the transportation plan and the tax. If approved by the voters, the
county is required to levy and the Department of Revenue is required to collect the tax beginning
January 1 or July 1, whichever occurs first after voter approval, on the same tax base that applies to
other excise taxes in the county. The tax must be levied at a rate that, together with any other county
transportation excise taxes, will not exceed a total of one percent of the gross proceeds of sales or
gross income derived from a business subject to the tax. In its initial submission to the voters, the
board of supervisors must either set a termination date for the tax or provide that the tax will be
perpetual, subject to termination only by a subsequent countywide vote.
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o Final Status: These bills did not make it to the Governor’s desk.
County Position: Coconino County supported these bills.

SB 1287 ADOT Revisions (Worsley)
Bill Summary: Establishes authority for certain transportation-related electronic and digital records,
process for medical and vision standards for licensing drivers, and authority to establish a financial
account database for motor vehicle-related transactions. Makes changes to confiscated driver license
handling procedures and driver license records.
o Final Status: Signed by the Governor on 4/10/18
o Chaptered Version
HB 2160 Unsafe Vehicle Tires; Use; Sale(Campbell)
Bill Summary: Prohibits a person from knowingly selling or install an unsafe tire or operating a vehicle
on a street or highway with an unsafe tire, excluding: a. Commercial motor vehicles; b. Classic cars; c.
Historic vehicles; d. Light rail, street car or railroad cars; e. Bicycles; f. Mopeds; g. Vehicles used in
mining, agriculture, construction or earth moving; h. Airplanes; and i. Off-road vehicles used to
transport people or property. (Sec. 1 & 4) 2. Applies current requirements for vehicles deemed to be
in an unsafe condition to vehicles that have an unsafe tire. (Sec. 1) 3. Defines damage, improper
repair, unsafe tire and wear. (Sec. 1-2) 4. Modifies the definition of waste tire to mean an unsafe tire.
(Sec. 2) 5. Makes technical and conforming changes. (Sec. 1-3)
o Final Status: This bill failed to make it out of committee.
HB 2413 Public Roads Maintenance.; Primitive Designation (Cook)
Bill Summary: Permits the BOS to designate a road as primitive if it was opened before June 13, 1990,
rather than 1975. (Sec. 2) 2. Permits the BOS to spend public monies on roads and streets that were
laid out, opened and constructed in accordance with standard engineering road specifications,
regardless of whether the road was completed pursuant to county zoning and subdivision approval
requirements. (Sec. 1) 3. Makes technical and conforming changes. (Sec 1, 2)
o Final Status: This bill was signed by the Governor on 3/16/18
o Chaptered Version
County Position: Coconino County supported this bill.
HB 2433: HURF Distribution; Counties; Cities; Towns (Finchem)
Bill Summary: This bill would increase the distribution to the incorporated cities and towns from
27.5% to 30.5% of revenues of the Arizona highway user revenue fund remaining after the
distribution provided in ARS sections 28-6534 and 11 28-6537.
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o Final Status: This bill failed to be heard in committee.
HB 2514 HURF Distribution; Cities; Towns; Counties (Cook)
Bill Summary: Beginning in FY2019-20 and each FY thereafter, the Department of Transportation is
required to allocate and the State Treasurer is required to distribute $18 million from revenues of the
Arizona Highway User Revenue Fund (HURF) to small counties and municipalities. Of the $18 million,
$9 million must be distributed to counties with a population of less than 250,000 persons and $9
million must be distributed to municipalities with a population of less than 7,500 persons. Effective
July 1, 2019.
o Final Status: This bill failed to be heard in committee.

Natural Resources, Forest Restoration, Flood Control, Water
HB 2210: Public Lands; Ownership; Control; Litigation (Finchem)
Bill Summary: Directs the Attorney General (AG) to commence an analysis in pursuit of gaining
ownership or control of the public lands within the state. Analysis is to be submitted to the President
of the Senate and the Speaker of the House by October 1, 2018. Permits the AG, after consultation
with the President of the Senate and Speaker of the House of Representatives, to commence an
action to attempt to gain ownership or control of public lands within Arizona. If passed, the bill would
expire on October 1, 2026.
o Final Status: This bill failed to be assigned a rules committee hearing.
County Position: Coconino County Community Development opposed this proposed legislation as it
could strip the County's right to certain zoning regulations that affect community character. The
County Board of Supervisors Resolution 2016-10 states, “Opposing efforts to transfer ownership of
federal lands to the state or local governments within Arizona outside of established procedures.”
This resolution was sent to CSA. The County monitored the bill for any updates. The “Transfer of
Federal Lands Study Committee” (interim) last met in 2015 and their report is due to the Governor on
12/31/2019.
SB 1144 conservation easements; notice; valuation (Griffin)
Bill Summary: Establishes additional guidelines for conservation easements and the related public
digital registries. Requires the holder of a conservation easement to: a) provide for the recording of
the easement; b) provide for the recording of the easement's acceptance; and c) prepare and provide
specified information to the county assessor for the purposes of the class two (C) property registry. 2.
Adds the following information to the parcel requirements for the class two (C) property registry: a)
the name of the holder of the conservation easement; b) the name of any governmental body,
charitable corporation or trustee of a charitable trust having a third-party right of enforcement; and
c) the full cash value of the real property that is burdened by the conservation 3. Makes technical and
conforming
changes.
4.
Becomes
effective
on
the
general
effective
date.
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o Final Status: Signed by the Governor on 3/23/18
o Chaptered Version
SB 1153 fire flow requirements; rural applicability (Allen)
Bill Summary: In a county with a population of less than 500,000 persons (all but Maricopa and
Pima), any requirement to provide water and/or fire flow for fire protection under a fire code
adopted by the state or a county, municipality or fire district does not apply to single-family
residential properties or subdivisions with lot dimensions equal to or greater than 1/2 acre in size if
the current "adjacent public water distribution system" (defined) or a private well does not meet the
requirements to provide water and/or fire flow. Contains a legislative intent section.
o Final Status: Held in committee.
County Position: Coconino County Community Development was opposed on the following grounds:
“Requiring SFD’s to have a 1,000GPM requirement for a duration of 1-hour would cripple
development in the County.”
SB 1052 county flood control districts; easements (Griffin)
Bill Summary: Redirects, from a county to the county flood control district, the determination of
value and reimbursement for an easement or lease of land owned by the district. 1. Requires the
reimbursement for an easement or lease of land owned by a district be made to the district, rather
than to the county. 2. Specifies the appraised value of property subject to an easement or lease
owned by a district be determined by the district, rather than the county. 3. Makes technical changes.
4. Becomes effective on the general effective date.
o Final Status: Signed by the Governor on 3/23/2018
o Chaptered Version
HB 2203: wildland fuel loads; watershed protection
Bill Summary: This bill authorizes a Mayor of a City or Town to determine that a catastrophic wildland
fuel load exists on State or Federal Land located within the boundaries of the city or town. The bill
provides evaluation criteria for determining whether a catastrophic fuel load exists. On determining
that a catastrophic wildland fuel load exists, the Mayor shall do any of the following: 1. Consult with
the City or Town Attorney or Attorney General. 2. Notify the Federal or State agency that manages
the land on which the catastrophic wildland fuel load exists. 3. Provide a copy of the notice of
determination to the Governor, the Attorney General, and if the fuel load exists on Federal Land, the
Congressional Delegation of the State of Arizona. This bill also provides clarification for actions if the
Federal or State agency does not respond by the date in the Notice of Determination or if the State or
Federal agency will not abate the catastrophic wildland fuel load.
o Final Status: This bill failed to make it out of Senate Committee. The bill received a Strike
Everything Amendment that transfers the authority, powers, duties and responsibilities of the
Arizona Board of Regents (ABOR) to each university governing board, effective January 1,
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2019.

The

striker

failed.

County Position: The Coconino County Sherriff opposed this bill. The bill would allow either the
Chairman of the Board of Supervisors or the Sheriff may determine that a catastrophic wildland load
exists on state or federal land located within the boundaries of a county. There was concern that HB
2203 is a constitutionalist piece of legislation. The bill passed out of the House with a vote of 37-22-1,
but was removed from the Senate Natural Resources, Energy and Water Committee agenda on
Monday the 26th of February. Information from Pascal Berlioux at ECO included: Certainly, “the
county currently has authorization to work with the state or a federal agency and enter into
cooperative agreements to remove nonnative woody biomass or overgrowth or other catastrophic
wildland fuel loads.” A number of counties have been doing this for years, as collaborative partners,
cooperative agencies, or recipient of cost-share State and/or Federal grants. Removing fuel from
“city/town lands” would obviously require the County and the City to sign an agreement as the
County does not have authority over City lands. A number of such agreements have been signed and
implemented between Counties and Cities, and also between Counties and private owners. The
fundamental issue when it comes to natural resources management is generally not whether local
governments have the necessary authorities. In most cases they do. The issue is generally whether
the federal agencies choose to honor their requirement under federal law to coordinate their action
with local government. In many cases they do not. Because federal agencies comply with federal
regulations, and because this coordination requirement is a federal requirement, laws passed by
State legislations are generally ineffective because federal agencies do not consider themselves
bound by them, to the great frustration of said State Legislatures.”
HB 2190 county improvement districts; repayment agreements (Mitchell)
Bill Summary: Allow a county improvement district to acquire, construct, or improve a domestic
drinking water treatment and distribution system or a combination of such projects with funds from
the Water Infrastructure Finance Authority.
o Final Status: Signed by the Governor on 3/27/2018
o Chaptered Version
SB 1379: Flood Protection Districts; Divisions; Electors (Pratt)
Bill Summary: County boards of supervisors are required to order flood protection districts to be
divided into three or five divisions as nearly equal in size as practicable. One director who is a
resident and landowner in each division must be elected to the district board, and three additional
directors may be elected at large.
o Final Status: Signed by the Governor on 4/12/18
o Chaptered Version
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HB 2151: Joint Powers; Fire Protection Services (John)
Bill Summary: Relating to legal entities formed by governing bodies in order to exercise certain joint
powers. 1. Permits legal entities formed by cities, towns, counties and fire districts for the purpose of
jointly exercising common powers to establish any governance board or structure necessary to carry
out its powers and duties. (Sec. 1) 2. Permits entities to act with jurisdiction for fire code
administration and enforcement to all parties of the agreement, so long as the authority is specified
in the agreement. (Sec. 1) 3. Requires entities to be assigned a (.gov) identifier for its website by an
applicable governmental issuer. 4. Specifies that a fire district board that participates in an agreement
to form an entity is exempt from statutory requirements to hold public meetings and produce
financial reports every 30 or 60 days, and instead must do so every 90 days or as is necessary to carry
out its powers. (Sec. 1) 5. Specifies that a municipality that participates in an agreement to form an
entity is not subject to a limit on the duration of the agreement. (Sec. 1) 6. Makes technical and
conforming changes. (Sec. 1)
o Final Status: Signed by the Governor on 3/23/18
o Chaptered Version
HB 2003: Coal Mining; TPT; Repeal
Bill Summary: The list of exemptions from the retail classification of transaction privilege taxes is
expanded to include the gross proceeds of sales or gross income from sales of coal. The list of items
that municipalities and special taxing districts are prohibited from levying a transaction privilege, use
or other similar tax on is expanded to include the sale, storage, use or consumption of coal.
o Final Status: Signed by the Governor on 4/25/18
o Chaptered Version
County Position: Coconino County had concerns about this bill including the following: Deputy
County Manager Townsend describe that there would be no direct impact to Coconino County, as we
do not receive any TPT related to coalmining. The Director of Finance explained: “The negative side is
that this is just one more classification being exempted from taxes and that had the cumulative effect
of reducing TPT revenue state wide. Director or Finance: I oppose the trend of adding to the list of
exempt activities.” CSA members shared this bill would have a negative impact on communities that
rely on coal for revenues. According to Navajo County, anticipated impacts on the State include a
$35,000,000 hit including $27.15 million to the State General Fund, $2.53 million to the county share,
$3.75 million to K-12 education, and $1.56 million to city share. This bill strikes Coal from the TPT. It
would not affect Coconino County as the TPT is assessed at the point of sale which is the Kayenta
Mine not NGS. The CSA board moved to oppose the bill on 1/18/18. There was concern that if the
flood gates were opened to exempt coal from the TPT, what would stop other industries from trying
to exempt their products i.e. copper? There was concern at the January CSA Board meeting about the
precedent that exempting Coal from the TPT would set and the unintended consequences that could
occur should other industries get their products exempt in the future. According to the Fiscal Note
prepared for the House Ways and Means Committee version the bill would result in an estimated
General Fund revenue loss of $(9.1) million in FY 2019. The ongoing revenue impact after FY 2019
depends on whether the coal mine and the Navajo Generating Station (NGS), which purchases its
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coal, continue their operations after December 31, 2019. Based on the average quantity of coal
shipped and the shipment price in the 5 most recent years, the JLBC Staff estimates that the coal
mine currently pays an estimated $20.1 million annually in total state and local TPT. This amount is
comprised of $16.5 million for state TPT (rate = 5%), $2.0 million for the education tax under
Proposition 301 (rate = 0.6%), and the remaining $1.6 million for the Navajo County excise tax (rate =
0.5%). The General Fund portion of state TPT is $12.2 million and the remaining $4.3 million of state
TPT is shared with counties and cities. Navajo County has been held harmless in the bill, through the
amendments, and they turned to neutral on the bill.

Fair Justice Initiative, Justice Reform and Other Justice Issues
HB 2312: Setting aside conviction, requirements (Farnsworth)
Bill Summary: This bill is related to setting aside criminal convictions and is effective January 1, 2019.
The bill permits an application to be made to the court in general, instead of the specific judge who
imposed the original sentence or term of probation (or the judge's successor). It requires a convicted
person to be informed of the option to have a conviction set aside at the time of sentencing, instead
of at discharge. The bill prohibits the clerk from charging a filing fee for a set aside application. The
bill outlines the factors that the court must consider in determining whether to set aside a conviction
and outlines situations where the use of a set aside conviction is permissible.
o Final Status: Signed by the Governor on 3/27/18
o Chaptered Version
County Position: The Public Defender supported this legislation to facilitate the set aside of
convictions in the appropriate circumstances. Adult Probation supports legislation to assist with
determining the appropriateness of setting aside convictions.
HB 2313: Sentencing; monetary obligations; fine mitigation (Farnsworth E.)
Bill Summary: Decreases the surcharge levied on every fine, penalty, forfeiture and civil penalty
imposed to 42 percent, from 47 percent. Levies an additional penalty assessment of $9 on every fine,
penalty, forfeiture and civil penalty imposed. Of the assessment collected, 62.4 percent is deposited
in the Victims' Rights Fund and 37.6 percent is deposited in the Victim Compensation and Assistance
Fund. Modifies the distributions from the Criminal Justice Enhancement Fund to eliminate the
distributions to the Victims' Rights Fund and the Victim Compensation and Assistance Fund and to
raise the percentage distributions to all other beneficiaries accordingly. Statutory consequences,
including wage garnishment, for nonpayment of fines and fees are applied to surcharges and

15

assessments. If the court or Board of Executive Clemency finds that a defendant has willfully failed to
pay a fine, surcharge, fee, assessment, restitution or incarceration costs or finds that a defendant has
intentionally refused to make a good faith effort to obtain the monies required for payment, the
court is authorized to revoke the defendant's probation and sentence the defendant to prison. Judges
are authorized to mitigate a fine if the defendant demonstrates that the payment would work a
hardship on the defendant or the defendant's immediate family. Factors the court must consider in
determining whether to mitigate a fine are listed. Effective January 1, 2019
o Final Status: Signed by the Governor on 4/17/18
o Chaptered Version
County Position: Adult Probation supported this bill with the following comment: “This bill is in
alignment with the Chief Justice's initiatives related to fair justice. Person's living in poverty are often
disproportionately impacted by financial obligations imposed by the Court. Adult Probation will
continue to prioritize the collection of restitution and to collect from those who are able to pay.” The
County Attorney’s Office supported this bill with the presumption that collection of restitution is a
priority and waiver is a rare exception.
HB 2314: Misdemeanor sentence, authorized disposition (Farnsworth E.)
Bill Summary: If a person is convicted of a misdemeanor and not granted a period of probation, the
court may impose a sentence to a term of community restitution or education or treatment. If the
court imposes a sentence to perform community restitution for a misdemeanor, the court is required
to determine or fix the number of hours required. If the court imposes a sentence for a term of
education or treatment for a misdemeanor, the term cannot exceed the term of probation as
determined by statute.
o Final Status: Signed by the Governor on 4/12/18
o Chaptered Version
County Position: Adult Probation supported this bill with the following comments: “In some cases, it
is appropriate for a person to be sentenced to community service, treatment or education. Probation
is not always needed for low risk cases and this allows flexibility for the Court to make that decision.”
HB 2315: Intensive Probation; employment wages; monitoring (Farnsworth E.)
Bill Summary: A probation officer is required to monitor a person on intensive probation's wages to
ensure the collection of restitution, probation fees, fines and other payments. Previously, the person
on intensive probation's wages were required to be paid directly to an account established by the
probation officer, and the probation officer was required to make payments for restitution, probation
fees, fines and other payments.
o Final Status: Signed by the Governor on 4/12/18
o Chaptered Version

16

County Position: Adult Probation supported this change, as it will simplify their collections process
while allowing them to continue to monitor client payments. They believe this bill is to clean up old
language and practices.
HB 2169: Driving violations; restricted licenses; penalties (Boyer)
Bill Summary: A restriction on a person's driver license or permit to drive as a result of a conviction
for a violation of Title 28 (Transportation) may limit the person's privilege to drive to and from
specified locations during specified periods of time. The sentencing options for various transportation
related violations are expanded to include that the court may order that the person's driving privilege
be restricted. A person who is convicted of driving on a suspended class D or M license before
January 1, 2011 may apply for a restricted privilege to drive if the person meets specified
requirements. A judge is authorized to mitigate any civil penalty required by Title 28 (Transportation)
if the person ordered to pay the penalty demonstrates that the payment would be a hardship on the
person or his/her immediate family. Factors the court must consider when determining whether to
mitigate a civil penalty are listed. Effective January 1, 2019
o Final Status: Signed by the Governor on 4/3/2018
o Chaptered Version
County Position: The County Attorney’s Office supported this bill for the purpose of giving the
prosecutor and courts options for misdemeanor sentencing, with the discretion of the prosecutor
involved as well. The CAO added that: "[We] would like to have alternatives for rural residents and
the working poor." The Public Defender supports this bill and the expanded use of the restricted
driving privilege. The Chief Probation Officer supported this legislation as defining driving privileges
for those under probation supervision is helpful. Limited privileges assist with reentry and
rehabilitation efforts, including employment.
HB 2259: Juvenile Court Facilities; Shelters; Use (Carter)
Bill Summary: If appropriate facilities are available to the juvenile court, the presiding judge of the
superior court is permitted to authorize juvenile court staff to provide services within the facilities.
o Final Status: Signed by the Governor on 4/5/18
o Chaptered Version
County Position: Juvenile Court Services supported this bill as it allows Juvenile Court Staff to provide
services within the Juvenile Facilities. Juvenile Court Services offered the following comments: “This
bill is necessary to enable our Department to work with identified youth longer to complete their
treatment or probation conditions instead of their aging out of the system without accountability or
completed treatment. Also, sometimes when youth are 17+ they are not being prosecuted in the
juvenile system immediately because there isn’t enough time to treat or teach so prosecutors wait
until the youth turn 18 so they can be prosecuted as an adult in the Adult System. The Adult System
has less resources to provide treatment than the juvenile system. Also, over 40% of the time the 17year olds are 1st time offenders, but get adult records. The great majority of costs will be at the State
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level. Probation caseloads would increase. The Administrative Office of the Courts would need to
fund that. There would be a cost to the County if the young adult violated their probation conditions
and needed to be detained, but the Bill requires the young adult be detained in the County Jail not
Juvenile Detention. So, there would be some county jail time ordered. I don't know where Sheriff
Driscoll would want to house the young adults, but they could be held in the Remanded Youth
Section where there has historically been capacity. My experience in Utah, where there was this
Extended Continuing Jurisdiction, young adults either successfully completed their probation
conditions or committed a new offense, then charged as an Adult and were in the Adult System.
Ideally there would be some funds for helping the Young Adults transition better into Adulthood. For
example, help them complete their GED, get a job, secure a place to live, but that would be optional.
Juvenile Court Services would work to do that within its limited state treatment funds but most likely
we would need to submit a Service Improvement Request. Initially I would guesstimate $40K. It
would be a good investment to get these young adults launched pro-socially to be more productive
citizens instead of taking the path of committing an offense as an adult then going to Jail, Adult
Probation, or Prison. I would guesstimate we would have 40 or so of these young adults a year
depending if the County Attorney's Office and the Court decided they thought it would be better for
the community and the young adult to be served in Juvenile Court. Currently the County Attorney can
and does defer prosecution on 17-year olds because there is not enough time for prosecution and
rehabilitation in juvenile detention. Here in Coconino County, as far as our research can identify,
approximately 40% of the Coconino 17-year olds with deferred prosecution have no prior Juvenile
Delinquency record and 20% have had 1 prior. Their prosecution could be 6 or more months. Also,
sometimes 17-year olds, currently on probation, know they will get off of Juvenile Probation as soon
as they turn 18 and not really try to learn while on juvenile probation. If the bill becomes law it will be
good to give the County Attorney and the Juvenile Judges more options in prosecution and continued
Juvenile treatment and Prosocial Skill Development for juveniles and young adults. Despite Juvenile
Court Services not having enough funding to supervise, develop and treat our youth we have a much
lower caseload size, 35 to one PO vs 65 to 1 for Adult Probation. Also, we have more state treatment
money than Adult Probation." The Public Defender supported this bill. The Chief Probation Officer
deferred to the opinion of the Juvenile Court who was in support.
HB 2356: Juvenile court; jurisdiction; age (Bowers)
Bill Summary: On Petition of the County Attorney, the Court may retain jurisdiction over an
adjudicated delinquent juvenile until the juvenile reaches 19 years of age. If a person is adjudicated a
delinquent juvenile and the Court retains jurisdiction over the person beyond the person’s eighteenth
birthday after the person reaches eighteen years of age the person may not be detained in a juvenile
detention center. If ordered by the Court, the person may be detained in an adult facility for a period
not to exceed one year as a condition of probation. If a person is under the supervision of the Court
as an Adjudicated Delinquent Juvenile at the time the person reaches eighteen years of age, on
petition of the State, probation supervision and treatment services shall be provided to the person
until the person reaches 19 years of age.
o Tentative Final Status: Transmitted to the Governor on 05/01/18
County Position: This bill was supported by Juvenile Court Services. The Public Defender had
concerns that while this bill appears to assist juveniles who reach 18 while on probation in order to
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provide services, and perhaps avoid the child's entry into the adult criminal justice system, there is
also some problematic language. The proposal to ARS §8-202 contains discretionary "may" language,
but only upon petition of the county attorney. In ARS §8-341 the language reads: ON PETITION OF
THE STATE, PROBATION SUPERVISION AND TREATMENT SERVICES SHALL BE PROVIDED TO THE
PERSON UNTIL THE PERSON REACHES TWENTY-ONE YEARS OF AGE.” This should be on Petition of the
Minor or the State, and after a hearing on the matter, the Court MAY order...In addition the
terminology is not consistent within the bill. Juvenile Court Services supported both HB 2356 and HB
2259 stating that: “Both of these are necessary to enable the Juvenile Court Services Department to
work with identified youth longer to complete their treatment or probation conditions instead of
their aging out of the system without accountability or completed treatment. Also, sometimes when
youth are 17+ they are not being prosecuted in the juvenile system immediately because there isn’t
enough time to treat or teach so prosecutors wait until the youth turn 18 so they can be prosecuted
as an adult in the Adult System. The Adult System has less resources to provide treatment than
Juvenile. Also, over 40% of the time the 17-year olds are 1st time offenders, but get Adult records.”
Coconino County Juvenile Court Services was in favor of all three bills related to Juvenile Justice: HB
2356, HB 2259, and HB 2415 with the following comment: “Coconino Juvenile is in favor of all 3 Bills,
Dependency Attorney Funding, Extending Juvenile Continuing Jurisdiction, and Juvenile Staff being
able to provide treatment and shelter within our own facilities/detentions."
HB 2439: county contributions; committed youth; repeal (Thorpe)
Bill Summary: Repeals statue requiring the Department of Juvenile Corrections to annually assess a
committed youth confinement cost sharing fee to each county, and the Department of Juvenile
Corrections Local Cost Sharing Fund. All unexpended and unencumbered monies remaining in the
Fund are transferred to the general fund on the effective date of this legislation. The amount of
monies transferred is appropriated from the general fund in FY2018-19 to the Department of
Administration for distribution to each county in a proportional share using population data from the
most recent U.S. decennial census
o Final Status: This budget bill was included in the state budget. $11.26 million in relief for
counties for FY19. Coconino County is expecting $236,792 in one-time relief.
County Position: Juvenile Court Services supported this legislation with the following comment: “This
would be fantastic to relieve the Counties from subsidizing a State Program. This Bill is proposing the
25% County match for the Dept. of Juvenile Corrections will be repealed. The County Offsets to ADJC
would end. This year’s anticipated contribution is $252,400.”
HB 2309 Sex Offender Registration; Termination (Bowers)
Bill Summary: A defendant who is ordered to register on the sex offender list who successfully
completes a term of probation may petition the court for an order to terminate any duty to register
and shall serve a copy of the petition on the prosecutor. In the petition, the defendant shall avow,
under penalty of perjury, all of the following: 1. The defendant was under twenty-two years of age at
the time the offense was committed. 2. The victim was fifteen, sixteen or seventeen years of age at
the time of the offense or was a Peace Officer posing as a fifteen, sixteen or seventeen-year-old. 3.
The conduct did not involve the use of threats or force. 4. The defendant did not violate any of the
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sex offender terms of the defendant's probation. 5. The defendant has not subsequently committed
another felony offense or any offense included in chapter 14 or 35.1 of this title. 6. A court has not
determined that probable cause exists to believe the defendant is a sexually violent person pursuant
to title 36, chapter 37 or that a sexually violent person proceeding pursuant to title 36, chapter 37 is
not currently pending. 7. The violation did not involve more than one victim. 8. The defendant was
not sentenced to a term of imprisonment in the state department of corrections for the offense for
which the defendant was required to register. 9. The defendant was not convicted of a violation or
attempted violation of Section 13-1406. 13-1410. 13-1417. 13-3206. 13-3212. 13-3552. 13-3553 or
13-3550.
o Final Status: This bill failed to receive a Senate floor vote.
County Position: Adult Probation supported this bill with the following comments: “In some cases, it
is appropriate for a person to be sentenced to community service, treatment or education. Probation
is not always needed for low risk cases and this allows flexibility for the Court to make that decision.”
SB 1096 Length of Parole; Juvenile Offenders (Quezada)
Bill Summary: The Board of Executive Clemency is required to determine the length of parole for a
juvenile offender who is sentenced to life imprisonment with the possibility of release and who is
granted parole.
o Final Status: This bill failed to receive a Senate Rules Committee hearing.
HB 2415 Juvenile Dependency Proceedings Fund (Cobb)
Bill Summary: Allocate financial resources to counties to assist with providing mandated attorney
services for indigent defendants in juvenile dependency matters, due to recent increases in costs
associated with these cases as a result of the overhaul of the child protective services system in
Arizona.
o Final Status: This bill failed to make it out of the Senate.
County Position: The Coconino County Public Defender supported this bill with the following
comments: “Coconino Public Defender supports this bill. We also support HB 2259 which authorizes
juvenile court to provide services in the detention facility. The other bill mentioned by Director
Matsuda, HB 2356, while appearing to assist juveniles who reach 18 while on probation in order to
provide services, and perhaps avoid the child's entry into the adult criminal justice system, also has
some problematic language... the proposal to ARS §8-202 contains discretionary "may" language, but
only upon petition of the county attorney. In ARS §8-341 the language reads, "ON PETITION OF THE
STATE, PROBATION SUPERVISION AND TREATMENT SERVICES SHALL BE PROVIDED TO THE PERSON
UNTIL THE PERSON REACHES TWENTY-ONE YEARS OF AGE." This should be on Petition of the Minor
or the State, and after a hearing on the matter, the Court MAY order...In addition the terminology is
not consistent within the bill.” Coconino Juvenile Court Director supports this bill.

20

SB 1211 Sentence; Life Imprisonment; Parole Eligibility (Burges)
Bill Summary: Makes a person eligible for parole after serving the minimum number of years in the
person's sentence, if the person was: a. Convicted of first degree murder; b. Sentenced to life with
the possibility of parole after serving a minimum number of years; c. Sentenced under a plea
agreement containing the stipulation to parole eligibility. (Sec 1) 2. Requires a person granted parole
to remain on parole for life, unless parole is revoked. (Sec 1) 3. Applies to defendants who: a. Enter
into a plea agreement stipulating to parole eligibility; b. Sentenced after January 1, 1994 before the
effective date of this bill. (Sec 1)
o Final Status: Signed by the Governor on 4/30/2018
o Chaptered Version

HB 2001 Indigent Defense Fund; Distribution; Purpose (Cardenas)
Bill Summary: Specifies the sole purpose of the IDF is to provide state aid to the county public
defender in criminal cases. (Sec 1) 2. Requires the ACJC to distribute monies each fiscal year to the
Indigent Defense Fund. (Sec 1)
o Final Status: Failed to receive Senate Committee hearings.
County Position: Coconino County Public Defender’s Office supports this bill.
HB 2383 Authorize emergency vehicles; probation officers- S/E HOV lanes; emergency
vehicles (Clodfelter)
Bill Summary: Classifies a probation officer's vehicle as an authorized emergency vehicle if the
vehicle: a. Has been authorized by a probation department or local authority; and b. Is used by a
probation officer who is a fugitive apprehension officer or a member of a warrants unit. (Sec. 1) The
bill received a strike everything amendment that Permits an authorized emergency vehicle to use a
high occupancy vehicle (HOV) lane.
o Tentative Final Status: S/E transmitted to the Governor on 05/03/18.
County Position: Adult probation was undetermined in their position. The initial proposal would have
brought increased insurance costs and liability concerns to the County as Adult Probation has a mix of
County and State fleet vehicles. Some are county insured, some state risk management. In many
cases these vehicles are not outfitted with signage, sirens, and lights which would have a fiscal impact
on Counties. Probation Officers do not undergo the same training as a first responder or Sheriff’s
Deputy especially in terms of how to operate a vehicle in an emergency. This piece of legislation
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would have imposed additional liability as some Adult Probation vehicles are owned and insured by
the County.
SB 1076 Assault; public safety contractors; workers (Barto)
Bill Summary: Relating to disease testing for public safety employees or volunteers. 1. Expands the
definition of public safety employee or volunteer by adding: a. A contractor of a state or local law
enforcement agency or correctional facility, or b. Any other person who is authorized to perform
official duties or be present in a correctional facility. (Sec. 1).
o Final Status: Signed by the Governor on 3/16/18.
o Chaptered Version
County Position: The Chief Probation Officer supported this bill.

SB 1400 Aggravated DUI; sentence; county jail (Smith)
Bill Summary: County sheriffs of counties with a population of less than 500,000 persons are
authorized to establish an aggravated driving under the influence jail program. If the county sheriff
establishes a program, the program cannot be implemented until the Department of Corrections
enters into an agreement with the county board of supervisors to facilitate the program. If a violation
of aggravated driving under the influence occurs in a county with a program or a county contiguous
to a county with a program and the person is placed on probation, the mandatory term of
incarceration that the person would otherwise serve in prison may be served in a county jail.
Beginning January 1, 2019, the Arizona Criminal Justice Commission is required to submit an annual
recidivism report to the Legislature that compares the recidivism rate for a person who serves the
mandatory incarceration in a county jail under a program and a person who serves the mandatory
incarceration in prison.
o Final Status: Signed by the Governor on 4/17/18.
o Chaptered Version
County Position: The Coconino County Sherriff’s office opposed this bill with the following
comments: “We oppose this bill for many reason that we feel outweigh the spirit of the bill, which is
to keep these felony convicted low risk offenders close to their communities. There are too many
uncertainties that are not addressed in this bill. There has been legislative talk throughout the years
regarding prisoner shifts from the Arizona Department of Corrections back to local jails regarding low
risk felony convictions. The AZ Sheriffs have been opposed to this shift. We are concerned that this
will open the door to other types of felony convictions to be mandated to serve time in local county
jails. With these prisoner shifts, there is no clear communication on funding from the state to house
these inmates and or certainty that funding would continue. The condition to house Aggravated DUI
convicted felons would require a state unfunded mandate to create an alcohol treatment program in
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our jail. Not everyone who is in our custody is appropriate for programming based on security
classification. There is a possibility that some inmates convicted of Aggravated DUI would not be able
to participate in this mandated program. Also, if these inmates have any significant health problems
related to alcohol or other medical related issues the financial burden becomes the jails
responsibility. We would also be required to report and track recidivism with this population, again
which would be unfunded by the state. Lastly, we have housed DOC inmates in the past and we were
required to retrofit our jail facility to allow for amenities that prisoners at DOC are allowed to have.
This was a huge financial expense that the Jail District had to provide. All the above logistics are not
mentioned in the bill and we are afraid continued amendments will be made changing the
requirements mandated to the jail to house these convicted felons. The majority of inmates
convicted of Aggravated DUI have been convicted of multiple DUI’s and have spent time in local jails,
which has clearly not changed behavior. How is keeping inmates in a local jail and not sending them
to prison for repeated DUI convictions going to deter and change behavior and or seen as appropriate
punishment for this repeated offense.” Adult Probation was neutral on this bill. Adult Probation
deferred to the Sheriff on this proposal with the following comments: “While we favor the Exodus
program over DOC treatment, we are not aware of the impact to our local system of such a
proposal.”

HB 2527 driver license testing; required question S/E ticket surcharge; public safety
equipment (Clodfelter)
Bill Summary: Establishes the Peace Officer Training Equipment Fund (Fund), consisting of an
additional surcharge on fines, penalties, forfeitures and diversion programs for traffic violations.
Increases, from five dollars to nine dollars, the surcharge on the fee charged for diversion programs
for traffic offenses. Requires the Supreme Court to continue to deposit five dollars of the surcharge in
the JCEF, and the remaining four dollars in the Fund. Establishes an additional four-dollar assessment
on fines, penalties or forfeitures that are collected for traffic violations. Permits a court to mitigate all
or part of the assessment if the defendant who is ordered to pay the assessment demonstrates that
the payment would work a hardship on the defendant or on the defendant's immediate family.
o Tentative Final Status: Transmitted to the Governor on 05/04/18.
County Position: Community Services expressed concern that this bill takes the State in the opposite
direction of the Fair Justice for All efforts. Upon further research the legislation included language
that permits a court to mitigate all or part of the assessment if the defendant who is ordered to pay
the assessment demonstrates that the payment would work a hardship on the defendant or on the
defendant's
immediate
family.
SB 1195 Technical correction; health services; monitoring S/E application; emergency
admission; nonevaluating hospitals
Bill Summary: The striker makes extensive changes to the involuntary commitment statutes Title 36.
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o Final Status: Held in the House
County Position: Coconino County, through its Manager’s Office and Public Health Services District,
reviewed the proposed legislative changes to A.R.S. §§ 36-501, et seq. Generally, the County believes
some of the proposed changes will increase accountability and transparency in the process. The
County, however, has great concerns regarding the primary intent of the legislation, which is
attempting to fix a problem that does not exist in Coconino County and results in a great deprivation
of liberty for patients, without any clear process for challenge. Below, the County provides comments
to the specific changes proposed. A.R.S. § 36-501: No comments. A.R.S. § 36-520: Coconino County
generally supports requiring, where available, more information to be included in the applications,
removing the notarization requirement for peace officer applications, and requiring the screening
agency to note on the application the date and time of its receipt. Coconino County supports the
language in Subsection H that would explicitly provide for screening agencies to be active inside
hospital emergency departments. To ensure cooperation from our local hospitals, we would ask that
the language be such that the screenings can occur despite a lack of “privileges” held by the
screeners, as that has presented challenges to cooperation in the past. A.R.S. §§ 36-521 and -521.01:
Coconino County supports requiring screening agencies to provide written denials when applications
are denied. Coconino County objects to the entirely new process created by the Certificate of Hold
provisions. As stated above, we are seriously concerned about allowing a patient to be detained 48
hours without court order or the appointment of counsel. The Title 36 process already creates a
severe deprivation of liberty of individuals and this legislation, particularly in this section, greatly
increases that deprivation. In addition, the certificate of hold process will likely have a huge financial
impact to the County. The County objects to the duplicative nature of the certificate of hold option in
A.R.S. § 36-521.01. The certificate of hold procedure described in A.R.S. § 36-521.01 is almost entirely
duplicative of the emergency psychiatric hospitalization option in A.R.S. §§ 36-521(D)(1)(d), -524, 526. The only material difference is that the certificate of hold allows the screening agency to detain
the patient. Though the language is slightly different, the criteria are in effect exactly the same: (1)
proposed patient is, as a result of a mental disorder, a danger to themselves or others, or has a grave
disability; (2) patient is likely to suffer or cause serious physical harm or illness if not detained; (3)
patient is unable or unwilling to consent to evaluation. In the case of a patient admitted pursuant the
emergency admission procedures, the evaluation agency must file its petition for evaluation on the
same or the next court day (A.R.S. § 36-526) and cannot hold the patient for any more than 24 hours
without filing that petition (A.R.S. 36-527). Assuming court hours of 8am to 5pm as in Coconino
County, for a patient admitted at 8am, the petition must be filed before 5pm that same day, resulting
in a court order and appointed counsel within 9 hours of admission. Comparatively, the same patient
could be held on a certificate of hold issued at 8am and be held for a full 48 hours before the
screening agency is obligated to file a petition for evaluation. At a minimum, it extends the
involuntary detention of patients an additional 24 hours. This extension of detention will also
significantly increase the cost to the County. Purportedly, this additional time is for “inpatient
observation, stabilization, and assessment,” including allowing for time to determine whether the
patient’s behaviors are primarily a result of a mental disorder or are substance-induced. But this new
process and additional time are not necessary to conduct such an assessment. An evaluator genuinely
unsure of whether a patient’s behavior is indicative of either a mental disorder or substance abuse
can meet the burden of showing “reasonable cause” to file a petition for evaluation pursuant to
A.R.S. 36-523. Then, upon court order, the 72-hour inpatient evaluation period provides the time to
perform additional observation and assessment, but comes with the review of a judge and access to
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counsel. Currently, both the screening and evaluation services in Coconino County are provided by
one agency. Where the criteria for emergency psychiatric admission and certificate of hold issuance
are the same, what incentive does the agency have for utilizing emergency admission with its shorter
deadlines? We expect that every Title 36 application will result in additional detention time for
patients and substantially increased costs of Title 36 services in Coconino County. A.R.S. §§ 36521.02: The problem to be solved here is not a problem in Coconino County. Additionally, this again
further extends a patient’s detention without a court order or counsel. Specifically concerning is
paragraph (D), indicating that the hospital will be proceeding with a Title 36 application when the
patient is not medically ready for discharge. While (D) allows the hospital to detain the patient until
he is medically ready for discharge, no part of Title 36 authorizes involuntary medical treatment. The
fact that paragraph (D) implies such authority is concerning. A.R.S. §§ 36-522: The County’s only
concern regarding these changes is that the proposed revision to paragraph (B) is inconsistent with
current A.R.S. § 36-519. Paragraph (B) states that if a voluntary evaluation “confirms that the
proposed patient is likely to need court-ordered treatment,” then the agency may submit a petition
for court-ordered evaluation. That conflicts with A.R.S. § 36-519(B), which requires evaluation
agencies to jump immediately to court-ordered treatment in the event a voluntary patient needs
involuntary treatment. Where the evaluation agency has had the opportunity to evaluate a patient
and find a need for treatment, the court-ordered evaluation process is unnecessary. The County
supports the language added to paragraph (C) making explicit that informed consent may be given by
a guardian with the applicable authorities. A.R.S. §§ 36-523: No comments. A.R.S. §§ 36-524: No
comments. A.R.S. §§ 36-524.01: The County restates here its concerns expressed as to A.R.S. § 36521.02. A.R.S. §§ 36-525: No comments. A.R.S. §§ 36-526: No comments. A.R.S. §§ 36-527: The
County restates here its numerous objections to the proposed certificate of hold process. The County,
however, supports the language changes to proposed paragraph (B) making it explicit that the 24hour period begins upon admission for emergency psychiatric hospitalization. A.R.S. §§ 36-527.01:
The County objects to this provision in its entirety. These are not legal issues. These are medical
questions and must be worked out between the medical professionals. A.R.S. §§ 36-528: The County
does not have any concerns about the proposed changes herein, but believes that changes to
paragraph (D) are necessary if the certificate of hold process is going to be pursued. Paragraph (D),
both current and as revised, states that a person detained shall be advised of his right to consult an
attorney and that if he cannot afford an attorney, the court will appoint one. The County is not
familiar with any situation in which an attorney is appointed other than through an order for
evaluation pursuant to A.R.S. § 36-529. But, as already stated, the period between detention and
such an order is normally quite brief. But where the certificate of hold provides for a 48-hour
detention without court review, the right to counsel as described here becomes much more
significant. While the certificate of hold will be filed in court, there is no mechanism in the proposed
process for the court to issue any order appointing counsel. To address the additional deprivation of
liberty created by the certificate of hold, the County encourages this bill’s supporters to consider how
such an appointment of counsel may be ordered. To be clear, such a change would not eliminate
Coconino County’s objections to the certificate of hold process as this is still an extended hold
without judicial review and a process that will greatly increase County costs. A.R.S. §§ 36-529: No
comments. A.R.S. §§ 36-530: No comments. A.R.S. §§ 36-531: No comments. A.R.S. §§ 36-537: No
comments. A.R.S. §§ 36-545.05: No comments.
HB 2528 Prosecution Expenses; county reimbursement; repeal (Kern)
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Bill Summary: The bill would repeal the statute that currently requires the Department of Corrections
to reimburse counties for court costs and fees incurred by a county for the prosecution of and for the
costs of confining a prisoner who was arrested for any crime committed in or adjacent to a
Department of Corrections correctional facility or committed while escaped from such a facility or
from the custody of the Department of Corrections officials or employees while away from the
correctional facility.
o Final Status: Received a strike everything amendment and never advanced in the Senate.
County Position: The County Attorney’s Office opposed this bill wit the following comments: “You
are right. It is the last line, line 26, of p.3, that repeals Section 31-227. That is a considerable loss for
counties seeking recovery. Subsection J above it does not provide a mechanism for recovery that
exists if 31-227 remains. But repealing 31-227 repeals more than just recovery for mental health
proceedings. It repeals recovery for everything contained in it. That is not good for counties. Counties
like Pinal and Navajo may have more at stake, but our concern is the same nature as theirs: inability
to recover for the aftermath of a DOC failure. Oppose.” The County Sherriff opposed this bill with the
following comments: “The counties should not be responsible for costs incurred due to a failure of
DOC policies, procedures, or activities. When an inmate absconds or escapes from county custody,
that county can be held liable for those same failures.”

Public Health
SB 1001 controlled substance; regulation; appropriation (Yarbrough)
Bill Summary: See HB 2001 below
o Final Status: SB1001 was substituted for HB 2001. The Governor signed this bill on 01/26/18
o Chaptered Version
County Position: See Below
HB 2001 controlled substance; regulation; appropriation (Mesnard)
Bill Summary & County Position
On Monday, January 22, 2018 Governor Doug Ducey called the State Legislature into Special Session
to address the opioid epidemic in Arizona. Governor Ducey stated, “Our plan is the result of a
months-long citizen and stakeholder engagement process and includes meaningful input from all
stakeholders - Republicans and Democrats, law enforcement, substance abuse treatment providers,
the health community, patient advocates, victims, and many more. I thank everyone, including
legislative leadership from both parties, who has worked with us to put forward these important
proposals that will save lives.” The Special Session convened January 23 and is expected to complete
its work by the end of the week.

26

The summary below outlines the key areas addressed by the draft legislation and the anticipated
impact on Coconino County.
1. Access to Care: Continuity of care for individuals receiving medication assisted treatment
(MAT) is challenging. Individuals who have sought treatment for addiction and are receiving
MAT are not always eligible to reside in licensed behavioral health residential facilities or
recovery homes. When a patient receives treatment in an emergency room for an opioid
overdose, hospitals focus on addressing the immediate issue. Treating the overdose however,
does not address the underlying addiction. Currently, only 47 percent of overdose patients are
referred to behavioral health providers upon release. In order to expand access to care, the
bill requires licensed behavioral health residential facilities and recovery homes to develop
policies and procedures that allow individuals on MAT to continue to receive care in their
facilities. In addition, it would require healthcare institutions to refer a patient to behavioral
health services after treatment of an overdose. Further, it would require the Arizona
Department of Health Services to collect information on treatment facilities, identify gaps in
access to treatment, and publish a public report with recommendations for improving access
to treatment. Please note, this legislation includes an appropriation of $10 million that will go
to providing treatment for uninsured or underinsured Arizonans in need of treatment.
Coconino County Impact and Position
The Coconino County Public Health Services District does not anticipate being impacted as
they are not a residential facility, or recovery home. The only unforeseen issue that may occur
is if the State (ADHS) added this to the Health Districts Delegation Agreement and required
PHSD to inspect such facilities. This would be a hardship in terms of staffing and would have
potential conflicts considering the Title 36 services that the Health District is mandated to pay
for.
2. Authorization of Naloxone Administration: County health departments, probation officers,
detention officers, police aides, crime scene specialists, crime scene laboratory employees
and other law enforcement/department of corrections employees are not currently permitted
to administer Naloxone. This bill would allow these ancillary law enforcement individuals and
county health departments to administer Naloxone.
Key points regarding naloxone administration:
 Saves lives.
 A recent paper from the National Bureau of Economic Research found that the
adoption of a naloxone access law is associated with a 9 to 11 percent decrease
in the opioid-related deaths in the state.
 In Washington state, 88% of people surveyed who used drugs indicated they
would be more likely to request emergency personnel during an overdose
because of the law.
 Has the potential of reducing the stigma associated with drug use.
Coconino County Impact and Position
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In Coconino County Sheriff’s Office, all uniformed officers and deputies are currently trained
to administer the nasal version of naloxone (Narcan). Adult Probation has staff that is
currently trained and able to administer the nasal version of naloxone as well. Currently there
are no trained officers at Juvenile Court Services. However, the department has ordered
Narcan and plans to be trained by Adult Probation’s team once it arrives. Juvenile Detention
staff will have an additional six kits and be trained as well. In Public Health Services District,
here are no staff currently trained in administering Narcan. Public Health is very interested in
this and the matter has been discussed. There are some barriers that prevent it from being
practical. First, while overdose is always possible, PHSD reports it hasn’t been an issue at King
Street. Public Health routinely deals with inhibited clients, which has its own challenges, but
Narcan does not address this issue. Additionally, keeping Narcan in stock can be expensive as
its shelf life is short, 24 months maximum. PHSD has had conversations with various groups
that do keep Narcan on board such as police, fire, etc. and they are not using it before
expiration, which is costly. If Public Health were to train staff it would most likely be for nasal
only. The injection needs to go into the muscle, which is a more involved process. Public
Health believes this legislation would save lives through the timely provision of a relatively
inexpensive, safe and effective drug; and therefore, should be supported.
3. Enacting a Good Samaritan Law: Often, people who witness a drug overdose are reluctant to
seek emergency assistance for fear of prosecution of their own drug use. As a result, an
individual who overdoses may not receive necessary emergency care. Currently, Arizona is
one of just 10 states without a Good Samaritan law. In other states, similar laws decreased
opioid overdose deaths by nine to 11 percent.
Coconino County Impact and Position
Adult Probation supports enacting a Good Samaritan Law. Adult Probation believes in
recovery and that people should not fear criminal sanctions for a life-saving procedure to
occur. Public Health also supports the Good Samaritan legislation, and maintains that health
and safety of an individual must be first and foremost a societal priority. As of July 15, 2017,
40 states and the District of Columbia have passed such laws to provide some level of
protection for Good Samaritans.
4. Angel Initiative Expansion & Regional Drop Off for Drug Paraphernalia: The Angel Initiative
allows citizens to walk into a police precinct, turn in their drugs and request treatment
without fear of prosecution. The Arizona Angel Initiative offers “a simple, straightforward
option for getting into treatment,” currently offered via a pilot project in Maryvale. Though
the policy primer issued by the Governor’s Office, states that it is seeking to expand access to
the Angel Initiative by requiring all counties to designate one location to offer Angel Initiative
services, the proposal in the legislation is limited to requiring all county boards of supervisors
to adopt a plan to designate a drug drop location or locations in the region. This can include
partnerships with municipal law enforcement. Our understanding is that because individuals
are surrendering drugs or drug paraphernalia, the location needs to be a law enforcement
location.
Coconino County Impact and Position
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There are currently three locations for drug drop offs in Coconino County. The Flagstaff
Sheriff/Police station on Sawmill has one in the lobby, Page Police Department has one
located in their lobby, and Williams PD has one in their lobby. The Sherriff’s Office supports
the program as they see these devices being used as a means to remove medications from
possible misuse. Due to the size of Coconino County, the three locations are necessary to
serve our outlying communities. Below is a photo of the drop box in the Flagstaff lobby, the
others are similar. They can accommodate prescriptions, opioids, and listed meds.

o Final Status: SB1001 was substituted on third reading. The Governor signed SB1001 on
01/26/18
o Chaptered Version
HB 2274 county contributions; hospitalization; medical; repeal (Thorpe)
Bill Summary: Repeals session law authorizing hospitalization and medical care contribution (also
known as DUC) payments in the FY 2018 Health Budget Reconciliation Bill. (Sec. 1). Stipulates that the
state has no obligation to refund monies already paid. (Sec. 1)
o Final Status: This budget bill was included in the budget. Language requiring the collection of
DUC Pool contributions from counties was removed, effectively eliminating the charge going
forward - $2.6 million savings for counties. Coconino County expects relief of $163,000.
County Position: The Chief Financial Officer supported this bill with the following comments: “The
funds have never been used for the stated purpose and have simply been swept by the State for its
General Fund. Counties should not be supporting the State's general fund with local revenue which
should be used to support local county services.” The Public Health Services District supported this
bill with the following comments: “Since the contributions have not been used for the stated purpose
nor refunded, the PHSD supports this bill to repeal required County contributions. Over the past ten
years, the cost has averaged less than $6500 per year.”
SB 1022 DHS; homemade food products (Farnsworth D.)
Bill Summary: Exempts cottage food products, rather than baked and confectionary goods, from
public inspection by ADHS. (Sec. 1) 2. Specifies that cottage food products are: a. Not potentially
hazardous; or b. A temperature or time control for safety food. (Sec. 1) 3. Designates the following as
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cottage food products: a. Fruit jams and jellies; b. Dry mixes; c. Honey; d. Dry pasta; and e. Roasted
nuts. (Sec. 1) 4. Require cottage food products: a. To be packaged at home; and b. Have a label
containing: i. The food preparer's name and registration number; ii. The product's production date;
and iii. A statement which reads "this product was made in a home kitchen that may process
common food allergens and is not subject to public health inspection." (Sec. 1) 5. Requires a food
preparer or person supervising food preparation to complete a food handler training course and
maintain active certification. (Sec. 1) 6. Stipulates that a food preparer must display their certificate
of registration when operating as a temporary food establishment. (Sec. 1) 7. Modifies the definition
of not potentially hazardous to include cottage food products, rather than baked and confectionary
goods. (Sec. 1) 8. Requires registered food preparers to: a. Renew their registration every three years;
and b. Provide updated registration information to ADHS within 30 days of any change. (Sec. 1) 9.
Defines cottage food product. (Sec. 1).
o Final Status: Signed by the Governor on 3/23/18
o Chaptered Version
County Position: Public Health was neutral on this bill with the following comments: “This bill allows
additional “homemade” food items under the existing ADHS exemption, which now includes jams
and jellies. The only foreseen impact may be increased complaints from licensed vendors and/or the
public, however, ADHS has jurisdiction for exempt vendors and will respond to all complaints.”
SB1162 Silver Alert Notification; Developmental Disability (Brophy-Mcgee)
Bill Summary: Permits a silver alert notification to be issued for a missing person who has a
developmental disability. (Sec. 1).
2. Defines developmental disability. (Sec. 1)
o Final Status: Signed by the Governor on 3/20/18
o Chaptered Version
HB 2438: Drug Addiction Treatment; County Programs (Bolding)
Bill Summary: This bill would have required each county to establish an angel initiative program that
allows person to surrender controlled substances or drug paraphernalia to a local police precinct and
seek addiction treatment.
o Final Status: This bill was never heard in committee, but a version of the angel initiative was
included in the Opioid Special session legislation that passed--HB2001/SB2001- controlled
substance; regulation; appropriation (Mesnard)
County Position: The Chief Probation Officer was undetermined with the following comments: “I saw
a presentation about this program in Maricopa County. It really sounds like an incredible way to deal
with a complex problem. Not sure about funding or implementation, but conceptually, this
sounds great.”
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HB 2039: Certificates of Necessity (Carter)
Bill Summary: The Director of the Department of Health Services is permitted to approve an
application to expand the service area boundaries of an existing certificate of necessity as a result of a
fire district merger or consolidation only after the Director determines need according to the laws
and rules for amending a certification of necessity.
o Final Status: This bill was never heard in committee.
HB 2371: Mobile Food Vendors; State Licensure (Payne)
Bill Summary: The Department of Health Services is required to adopt rules to establish health and
safety licensing standards for "mobile food vendors" (defined) that apply on a statewide basis. The
licensing standards must include three categories of mobile food vendors that are based on the type
of food dispensed and the amount of handling and preparation required. Other requirements for the
licensing standards are specified. The Dept. is required to establish statewide inspection standards for
use by county health departments. The business of operating a mobile food vendor is added to the
restaurant classification of transaction privilege taxes. Municipalities and other taxing jurisdictions
are authorized to levy a transaction privilege, sales, use or other similar tax or fee on a person
engaging in business as a mobile food vendor if the adopted tax meets a list of specified
requirements. Municipalities and counties are authorized to impose a list of specified restrictions on
mobile food vendors and are prohibited from imposing another list of restrictions.
o Tentative Final Status: This bill was transmitted to the Governor on 05/03/18.
County Position: The County was able to secure flexibility for regulating mobile food vendors in
county public parks during the amendment process. This included language that would allow a county
to prohibit or restrict a mobile food vendor from operating at a county public park. The county
worked with CSA to include changes that the Public Health Services District and the Parks and
Recreation Department wanted to see. Comments from Public Health during the amendment process
include: “March 12, 2018 Update: The proposed amendments satisfy the Coconino County Public
Health Services District's (CCPHSD) earlier concerns. As a result, CCPHSD can now support the
proposed legislation, as revised. HB-2371 allows a mobile Food Unit (MFU) to become licensed in
their home base county and can operate in any county without paying any additional license or
permit fees. A commissary to report to service their unit, cook foods, and reheat or cool potentially
hazardous foods, discharge sewage and obtain potable drinking water is currently required and it
appears will also be required under HB-2371. Random health inspections are also allowed. A MFU
licensed by another county would be exempt from paying for any additional licenses or permits in
Coconino County. In the interest of public health and food safety, CCPHSD would conduct random
inspections of MFU’s that are based in other counties to verify that the MFU is properly operating, in
compliance with their license and providing adequate and required food safety protection. If the
commissary is not available (based in Tucson), a commissary in the area that they plan to operate at
may be required, especially if the MFU will be at a multi-day special events. CCPHSD would not be
able to charge to cover the costs of performing these inspections. Coconino Community
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Development Department and municipalities in Coconino County may not be able to apply certain
Zoning regulations on MFU’s licensed by other counties.”
HB 2033: Drug overdose; good Samaritan; evidence (Lawrence)
Bill summary: Stipulates that a person who, in good faith, seeks medical assistance for someone
experiencing a drug-related overdose and a person who experiences a drug-related overdose and
who is in need of medical assistance cannot be charged with or prosecuted for the possession or use
of a controlled substance or drug paraphernalia if the evidence for the violation was gained as a
result of seeking medical assistance.
o Final Status: A version of this good Samaritan law was included in the Governor’s Opioid
legislation that was passed in special session.
County Position: Public Health supported this bill. Adult Probation supported this bill as the
department supports initiatives to prevent overdoses. Public Health’s comments include: “This
legislation would save lives through the timely provision of a relatively inexpensive, safe and effective
drug; and therefore should be supported. Health and safety of an individual must be first and
foremost a societal priority.
Key points:
o Save lives.
o As of July, 15, 2017, 40 states and the District of Columbia have passed such laws to provide
some level of protection for Good Samaritans.
o A recent paper from the National Bureau of Economic Research found that the adoption of a
naloxone access law is associated with a 9 to 11 percent decrease in the opioid-related deaths
in the state.
o In Washington state, 88% of people surveyed who used drugs indicated they would be more
likely to request emergency personnel during an overdose as a result of the law.
o Has the potential of reducing the stigma associated with drug use.”
HB 2389 Syringe access programs; authorization (Rivero)
Bill summary: Permits the Director to declare a public health emergency concerning the possible
outbreak of infectious disease due to the sharing of needles. 2. Permits a county health department,
municipality or nonprofit organization to operate a Program in an area where ADHS declares a public
health emergency relating to an outbreak of disease due to needle sharing. 3. Stipulates that a
Program may operate for the duration of a health emergency, unless a county or city revokes the
statutory authorization of a nonprofit organization that is operating a Program. 4. Permits the
Director to limit a public health emergency to a specific geographic area. a. Requires the Director to
notify the affected local health authority. 5. Allows a county board of supervisors or municipal
governing body to request that the Director declare a public health emergency if there is reason to
believe that an outbreak is occurring. a. Requires a request to include a justification and data for the
request. b. Permits a request to include information from law enforcement, health care institutions
and any other source. 6. Requires the Director to request additional information or approve or deny a
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request for a public health emergency declaration within 10 days of the request submission. 7.
Stipulates that if the Director requests additional information, the public health emergency
declaration request must be approved or denied within 10 days of receiving the additional
information. 8. Prohibits a public health emergency declaration regarding the outbreak of disease
from shared needles from lasting longer than one year. a. Permits a public health emergency
declaration to be renewed if the governing body that made the initial request seeks an extension. 9.
Requires a Program's objectives to: a. Reduce: i. The spread of disease; ii. Needle-related injuries to
first responders; iii. The number of used needles and syringes that are disposed of in public places;
and b. Encourage intravenous drug users to enroll in evidence-based drug treatment. (Sec. 1) 10.
Requires a Program to offer: a. Needle and syringe disposal; b. Needle and syringe related supplies at
no charge; c. Access to opioid antagonists and programs that offer opioid antagonists; d. Personal
mental health or addiction treatment consultations; and e. Educational materials about: i. Overdose
prevention; ii. Disease prevention; iii. Drug abuse prevention; iv. Mental health treatment and
referrals; and v. Substance abuse treatment and referrals. (Sec. 1) 11. Requires a Program to develop
standards for the exchanges of needles and hypodermic syringes that are based on scientific evidence
and best practices. (Sec. 1) 12. Requires the number of needles and hypodermic syringes provided by
a Program to be the same as the number of needles and hypodermic syringes turned into the
Program. (Sec. 1) 13. Provides criminal immunity for a Program participant, employee or volunteer
who possesses a: a. Needle, syringe or injection supply item related to a Program; or b. Residual
amount of drugs contained in a needle, syringe or injection supply item related to a Program. (Sec. 1)
14. Specifies that criminal immunity only applies if a person provides written verification that a
needle, syringe or injection supply item was obtained from a Program. (Sec. 1)
o Final Status: This bill failed to make it out of Conference Committee.
County Position: Public Health supported this bill with the following comments: “Regarding HB2389,
which authorizes the use of Syringe Access Programs (SAPs) in AZ, decades of research has
demonstrated that SAPS are safe, cost-effective, and addicts participating are more likely to attend
long-term rehabilitation. It is recommended that Coconino County support the legislation for the
following reasons: SAPs are shown to be effective in decreasing the transmission of HIV and Hepatitis
C among intravenous drug users by up to 60%. Programs are relatively inexpensive and experience a
positive return on investment (one dollar invested in SAPs saves six dollars on lifetime treatment of
HIV). SAPS do not increase drug use or crime. In fact, those who utilize SAPs are five times more
likely to enter treatment. Programs provide a bridge to treatment, healthcare, and housing for IV
drug users living in the shadows. The American Medical Association, World Health Organization, and
United Nations have all conducted systematic reviews of SAPs, and concluded that these programs
are safe and effective. SAPs in Maricopa and Pima County are the largest distributors of Naloxone in
Arizona.”
SB 1377 Dental therapy; licensure; regulation (Barto)
Bill summary: Creates a new dental provider known as a dental therapist. (Sec. 1-13) 2. Includes
dental therapists in all relevant Board statutes. (Sec. 1-8, 10) 3. Exempts dental therapists working for
the federal government from licensure requirements. (Sec. 4) 4. Requires an individual applying for
licensure as a dental therapist to: a. Apply to the Board; b. Verify the truthfulness of the application;
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and c. Submit a photo and pay an application fee as established in rule. (Sec. 9) 5. Permits the Board
to issue a dental therapy license to an applicant who: a. Is a licensed dental hygienist; b. Graduates
from a CODA accredited program; c. Successfully passes specified examinations within five years
preceding a licensure application; d. Is not subject to any grounds for application denial; e. Obtains a
fingerprint clearance card; and f. Meets licensure requirements established by Board rule. (Sec. 9) 6.
Requires dental therapy programs to emphasize treatment methods that reduce the need for
analgesics. (Sec. 9) 7. Stipulates that a dental therapist must complete 1,000 hours of dental therapy
clinical practice under direct supervision to be able to enter into an Agreement with a dentist. (Sec.
9).
o

Final Status: This bill failed in House Health Committee

County Position: Coconino County supported; Dental Therapy is part of the Board of Supervisors
Legislative Agenda.
HB 2235 municipal improvement districts; sale certificates S/E dental therapy;
regulation; licensure (Thorpe)
Bill summary: Creates a new dental provider known as a dental therapist. (Sec. 1-15) 2. Includes
dental therapists in all relevant Board statutes. (Sec. 1-8, 11) 3. Permits a dental therapist to practice
under the direct supervision of a dentist or pursuant to an Agreement for services. a. Caps the
number of Agreements a dentist may enter at four. (Sec. 9) 4. Specifies that providing services or
procedures that exceed the scope of practice or the terms of an Agreement is considered
unprofessional conduct. (Sec. 2) 5. States that engaging in a practice by which a dental hygienist,
dental therapist or dental assistant exceeds the terms of an Agreement is considered unethical
conduct. (Sec. 6) 6. Exempts dental therapists working for the federal government, tribal health
programs or urban Indian health programs from licensure requirements. (Sec. 4) Permits the Board to
issue a dental therapy license to an applicant who: a. Is a licensed dental hygienist; b. Graduates from
a CODA accredited program; c. Successfully passes specified examinations within five years preceding
a licensure application; d. Is not subject to any grounds for application denial; e. Obtains a fingerprint
clearance card; and f. Meets licensure requirements established by Board rule. (Sec. 9)
o

Tentative Final Status: Transmitted to the Governor on 05/03/18

County Position: Coconino County supported: Dental Therapy is part of the Board of Supervisors
Legislative Agenda.
SB 1519 Protective orders; schools; appropriations S/E school safety; protective
orders; appropriations (Smith)
Bill summary: Some of the major components of the proposed draft bill include: Investment for
mental and behavioral health resources at schools; Restricting firearms access for dangerous
individuals through a Severe Threat Order of Protection (STOP); Enhancing background checks by
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improving the completeness and accuracy of the criminal history database; and Increasing school
resource officers and law enforcement resources for schools ($11 million appropriation).
o

Final Status: Held in the House.

County Position: Coconino County Sheriff testified in favor of the bill. Coconino County Public Health
Services District expressed the following concerns: “Thoughts from Coconino County Public Health
District: Page 3: Rows 40 to 42 – language continues to refer to evaluation agencies as those licensed
pursuant to Title 36. Suggest inserting and referencing Title 8, Child Safety, Article 6, Children’s
Mental Health Services. This allows for inpatient and outpatient assessment of this population. If
supported, then Title 8 would need to be referenced on Cover Page, page 33 and elsewhere in the
proposed bill. Page 7 : Row 43 refers to a firearm that you possess. Does possess mean one that you
have access to? Or only one that you have in your possession. Seems as if it would want to be
broader than just what is in your possession. Page 9: Row 12-13 refers to the 72-hour evaluation.
There is not reference to who pays for this evaluation. Would this fall under Title 36, even though it
doesn’t specifically refer to the Title? Page 15: Row 22-42 refers to the suicide training in schools. I
did not see a funding mechanism for this. Additionally, row 37 states AHCCCS shall develop approved
training materials for schools. I recommend ACHCCCS and/or schools partner with Local Health
Departments to help develop and provide trainings reimbursable through ACHCCCS. Local Health
Departments are already in schools providing training on various topics and direct services to
students (immunizations, etc.). In most instances, Local Health Departments have established
relationships with school officials. Page 17: Row 37 states a school safety program up to three fiscal
years, but is contradicted on Page 18, row 31, which states an additional three fiscal years. Is it 3 or 4
fiscal years? Page 33: Row 16 – “If sufficient monies are appropriated ...” How is sufficient defined?
What if funds are insufficient? What proposed features are reduced or eliminated? Rows 21 to 23 –
“Evidence-based Mental Health First Aid Training for teachers and administrators in public schools
that provide instruction ...” Suggest adding classified staff (i.e., aides, para-professionals, etc.). These
positions work closely with students and could benefit from such training. Only “public schools” is
used. Does this imply private, parochial schools are ineligible? Charter schools are referenced in
other parts of the bill. Suggest modifying to be consistent. Rows 24 to 27 – This clause has been
modified to indicate services may only be provided after receiving consent from a parent or legal
guardian. Is consent the sole defining factor of “student eligibility”? Page 51: Rows 25 to 28 – funding
increased from $2,000,000 to $11,000,000 for School Resource Officers Rows 36 to 39 – funding
increased from $2,000,000 to $3,000,000 for Behavioral Health Services; Both are positive steps.”
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Land Management; Planning; Community Development
H2325: Counties; Municipal Land Acquisition; Repeal (Thorpe)
Bill Summary: Repeals statute allowing a county to acquire by purchase or any other means land that
is located within a municipality only if acquisition of the land is part of a management agreement
agreed to by the governing body of the municipality.
o Final Status: This bill never received a Rules Committee hearing.
H2320: Development Agreements; Prohibited Agreements (Livingston)
Bill Summary: States that the public interest regarding the rates of wages paid under development
agreements takes precedence over local, municipal or county interests and is of state-wide concern.
2. Prohibits municipalities or counties from having development agreements requiring wages to be
no less than the prevailing rate for work of a similar nature in Arizona or a political subdivision where
the project is located. 3. Prohibits municipalities or counties from requiring a development
agreement with a contractor, subcontractor, material supplier or carrier to do any of the following as
a condition for bidding, negotiating, being awarded or working on a development agreement: a.
Become a party to a project labor agreement with a labor organization; b. Enter a neutrality
agreement with a labor organization; and c. Participate or contribute in an apprenticeship program
that is registered with the U.S. Department of Labor. 4. Specifies that the aforementioned prohibition
does not: a. Prohibit private parties from entering collective bargaining relationships. b. Regulate or
interfere with labor relation activities protected by law. 5. Defines a neutrality agreement as an
agreement to the following: a. Remain neutral toward a labor organization; b. Release private
employee information not required by federal labor law; c. Allow access to property beyond what is
required by federal labor law; and d. Recognize a labor organization without a secret ballot election
conducted under federal law. 6. Defines a project labor agreement as any prehire, collective
bargaining, model construction or similar type of agreement with one or more labor organizations
that establishes the terms and conditions of employment on a construction project.
o Final Status: This bill never received a House Rules Committee hearing.
County Position: Community Development opposed this bill as Development Agreements should not
be used as a tool to reduce employee pay if the project requires Davis-Bacon wages.
HB 2396 property; subdivision; size; requirements (Thorpe)
Bill Summary: Private property in a rural county or municipality may contain up to one single-family
residence per acre that is occupied by a full-time or part- time resident or vacation rental occupant
and may contain any of a yurt, hogan, recreational vehicle, prefabricated home, or single-family
residence that complies with all applicable state and local construction, health and safety laws and
that is occupied by a full-time or part-time resident or vacation rental occupant. For the purpose of
municipal zoning regulations and state real estate regulations, "subdivision" or "subdivided lands"
does not include the division of land into lots or parcels of five acres or less if the size of the lots or
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parcels after the division is at least as large as the average lot or parcel size within five miles. County
boards of supervisors are required to allow the division of land into lots or parcels of five acres or less
if the size of the lots or parcels after the division is at least as large as the average lot or parcel size
within five.
o Final Status: This bill was held in committee.
County Position: Community Development opposed this bill as this proposal would result in parcel
sizes and land uses which are inconsistent with the Coconino County Zoning Ordinance, the Coconino
County Comprehensive Plan, and several Area Plans.
SB1038 State Land Payments; Payment Method (Griffin)
Bill Summary: Relating to payment method for state land. Authorizes the Commissioner to approve
other forms of payment for the purchase of state land at an auction.
o Final Status: Signed by the Governor on 3/16/18
o Chaptered Version
SB1113 Zoning Violations; Notice; Service (Fann)
Bill Summary: Specifies when alternative methods for serving notice may be utilized and permits any
authorized person to serve the notice. Modifies when fees will be paid for a writ on behalf of a justice
of the peace. Deems if a zoning inspector finds it is impracticable, rather than being unable, to
personally serve the notice, alternative methods of service may be used as prescribed by the Rules. 2.
Specifies impracticable includes serving notice outside the county boundaries or in situations when
the hearing officer determines that personal service jeopardizes the safety of the zoning inspector or
other authorized persons to perform the personal service. 3. Allows any authorized person, instead of
only a zoning inspector, to perform personal service of the notice as authorized by the Rules. 4.
Stipulates a sheriff will receive a fee for every writ issued, instead of served, on behalf of a justice of
the peace
o Final Status: Signed by the Governor on 4/12/18
o Chaptered Version
County Position: Community Development opposed this legislation with the following comments: the
provision to first try and personally is costly and cumbersome if the violator isn't local, which is often
the case in Coconino County. Perhaps revise so that being personally served is a requirement only if
the owner resides within the same county as the violation.
HB2461: Zoning Regulations; Private Schools (Leach)
Bill Summary: Relating to land use regulations and building permits for schools. 1. Prohibits a
municipality or county from adopting or enforcing a land use regulation that requires property on
which a nongovernmental primary or secondary school operates to be larger than one acre. (Sec. 1,
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2)

2.

Makes

technical

and

conforming

changes.

(Sec.

1)

o Final Status: Signed by the Governor on 3/27/18
o Chaptered Version
HB 2010 Elderly homeowners; class six property (Cardenas)/ SB 1268 Class six
property; elderly homeowners (Burges)
Bill Summary: The list of property classified as class six for property tax purposes is expanded to
include real property and improvements to the property that are used as the owner's primary
residence, that are owned by an individual who qualifies for property valuation protection under the
state Constitution (for which a person must be age 65 or older), and that are valued at full cash value.
Other requirements to qualify for this classification are specified. Does not apply to real property and
improvements with a full cash value of $600,000 or more unless the property qualified for valuation
protection under the state Constitution as of December 31, 2018.
o Final Status: HB 2010 failed to receive a House Committee Hearing. SB 1268 was held in the
House.
County Position: The Assessor’s Office was neutral with the following comment: “While the general
assessor stance is to not create structures that would shift the tax burden from one class of
properties to the other, we do not have enough of these accounts to make a substantive difference
for any taxing jurisdiction within our county, and the legislation is aiming to protect vulnerable
homeowning seniors in our community.”
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Transparency; Public Meetings
HB 2065 Public Meetings; Definition; Penalties (Leach)
Bill Summary: For the purpose of open meeting laws, the definition of "meeting" is expanded to
include a one-way communication by one member of a public body that is sent to a quorum of the
members of a public body and that proposes legal action, and an exchange of electronic
communications among a quorum of the members of a public body that involves a discussion,
deliberation or the taking of legal action by the public body concerning a matter that may likely come
before the public body for action. The Attorney General is authorized to commence a suit in the
superior court against an individual member of a public body for a knowing violation of open meeting
law. The maximum civil penalty for a second and subsequent violation of open meeting law is
increased to $5,000, from $500.
o Final Status: Signed by the Governor on 4/17/2018
o Chaptered Version
County Position: The Clerk of the Board was undetermined with the following comments: “Some of
the changes introduced are part of the Best Practices that public bodies already follow. Including the
names of how each member voted seems pointless if the vote is unanimous. It is a best practice
followed by all Clerks, including Coconino County, to include the names of those who dissent in a vote
that is approved. There are expensive software programs that make it easy to list how each member
voted on each item. It will add some staff time to include that information since we do not have the
software.”
HB 2207 Public meetings; recordings; posting; definition (Grantham)
Bill Summary: All public bodies are required to provide for a complete audiovisual recording of all
their meetings except executive sessions, and are required to post the audiovisual recording of a
meeting on its website within five days after the meeting and retain the recording on its website for
at least five years.
o Final Status: Amended to only require video recording of licensing authorities. The bill was
vetoed by the Governor on 4/20/2018.
County Position: Initially the bill would have required the recording of all public meetings for any
public group. The Clerk of the Board opposed this bill with the following comments: “All public bodies
in Coconino County encompasses many, many groups; Planning and Zoning Commission, Parks and
Recreation Commission, Library Board, the Diversity Councils, Employee Appeals Board, Public Safety
Retirement Board, Board of Equalization Hearings, Board of Adjustments, hearings for zoning code
violations at the Community Development level, and any committees or councils that could be
formed in the future for special projects - as an example, the citizen committees for Proposition 403.
Please note, these are the public bodies I am aware of. Depending on how ARS 38-431 defines and
the two AG’s opinions related to same, when members of different public bodies meet to discuss a
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project/topic (think courthouse project), other committees could be included. The effect of that is the
location to have these meetings where they can be recorded. Currently we have one location – the
Board of Supervisors’ Chambers. We would have to incur additional expense to retrofit other
conference rooms, and purchase additional meeting space with Swagit – our third-party vendor.
Maintaining them for five years would also incur expenses related to the server. Adding meetings for
the above named public bodies would impact the server space. Posting the audiovisual within 5 days
is not a problem. We currently do that for our BOS meetings. Section K – the last paragraph would
add about an hour per meeting of work for my staff, more if the meeting is longer and more
involved. This section seems redundant because the audiovisual is posted within five days. It’s the
same information just in a different format for the public. That doesn’t seem very efficient to me. I
would suggest we get the other changes deleted and compromise and go with adding Section K – it’s
a lot less expensive for us. Currently it costs the County to stream and archive the BOS meetings
$13,000 one-time cost for equipment and $11,400 recurring costs to livestream and archive up to 50
meetings per year. In addition – if we were to probably fully meet ADA – (I have not asked for legal
advice on this) it would cost another $95 per hour to have our video closed captioned. So that would
be another $2,000 per month. These figures are only for Board of Supervisors meetings. If we had to
do this for every meeting of every council/board we appointed members to, the cost would increase
substantially. The other thing to consider, we have several very small fire districts and other taxing
districts. The cost to post audiovisual for them would be difficult and would directly result in higher
property tax rates. I’m thinking Woods Fire District, Westwood Estates – the smaller ones. “
HB 2118: Public Records; Denial of Access (Kern)
Bill Summary: Awards fees and costs to a person prevailing in a special action who is denied access to
public records.
o Final Status: Failed in Senate Government Committee.
HB 2148: Newspapers; Public Notice; Publications (Finchem)
Bill Summary: Relating to publishing of public notices. Removes the requirement that county and
state publishing and printing of notices be done with a newspaper that has been admitted to the U.S.
mail as a second-class matter for at least one year.
o Final Status: Failed in House Local and International Affairs Committee.
HB 2198: Property Tax; Delinquent Tax List (Shope)
Bill Summary: Relating to notice of delinquent taxes. Requires counties to post a description of the
property associated with any parcel for which a tax lien will be sold as a result of unpaid or
delinquent taxes on the county website. (Sec. 1) 2. Requires the property account number, rather
than a legal description to be listed on the notice of tax lien sales prepared by the county treasurer.
(Sec
1).
o Final Status: Signed by the Governor on 4/03/18
o Chaptered Version
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Administrative and Appropriations
HCR 2006: Four-Year Terms; Legislature (John)
Bill Summary: Subject to voter approval, establishes four-year terms and a limit of two consecutive
terms for members of the Arizona Senate.
o Final Status: The bill never received a Senate Third reading.
HB 2273 Public Employees; Compensation Cap (Thorpe)
Bill Summary: Permits that, beginning on January 1, 2020, the annual salary, benefits package and
other non-salary compensation with monetary value for each public employee or direct contract
labor employee may not exceed the lesser of the following: a. Two times the annual salary, benefits
package and other non-salary compensation with monetary value of the Governor. b. Eight times the
average annual salary, benefits package and other non-salary compensation with monetary value of a
member of the Legislature. (Sec. 1)
o Final Status: Failed to be heard in the House Rules Committee.
SB 1214: County Officials, Salaries (Kavanagh)
Bill Summary: The bill proposes to raise salaries for constitutional officers. Modified the salary for
each constitutional officer for counties depending on if they have a population of less or more than
500,000 persons.
o Final Status: Failed to be heard in Senate Committee.
HB 2206: Early Voting, Voting Centers (Coleman)
Bill Summary: Requires the BOS to appoint a Board for each voting center consisting of at least one
inspector, one marshal and as many judges or clerks as deemed necessary. (Sec. 4) 2. Permits Board
workers to be hired to work shifts as long as there are always sufficient workers present to assist
voters. (Sec. 4) 3. Requires Board workers to be qualified voters of the county and different political
parties to be represented within each Board. (Sec. 4) 4. Requires an equal number of inspectors in the
various voting centers in the county to be members of two largest political parties. (Sec. 4)
o Final Status: Failed to be heard in House Rules Committee.
HB 2104: clean elections county candidates (Hanley)
Bill Summary: Establishes that candidates for County Board of Supervisors, County Assessor, County
Attorney, County Recorder, County School Superintendent, County Sheriff, and County Treasurer
shall collected a minimum of 200 qualifying contributions and file reports with the County Officer in
charge of elections. Sets limits for primary electing spending.
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o Final Status: Failed to receive House Committee Hearing.
SB 1043: County Recorder; Recording Fees (Kavanagh)
Bill Summary: The fees received by the county recorder are modified as follows: $30 for recording
papers required or authorized by law, instead of $5 for the first 5 pages plus $1 for each additional
page, and $15 for recording papers to which a government entity is the requesting party, instead of
$3 for the first 5 pages plus 50 cents for each additional page. Separate fee amounts for recording
deeds affecting interest in real property and deeds of trust or mortgage are eliminated. Additional
fees such as the special recording surcharge, the fee for real estate transfers, and the fee for an
affidavit of annual work, are included in the total fee instead of being charged separately.
o Referred to: Signed by the Governor on 04/05/18
o Chaptered Version
County Position: The County Recorder supported this legislation with the following comments: “This
is legislation that the County Recorders, AACo and the land title industry have worked together on for
a couple of years now. I spent the last two years, as the President of the Recorders Association,
working with all of the Recorders, AACo and the land title association to reach a consensus on what is
a fair uniform fee for recording documents, so I strongly support the legislation. The Federal DowdFrank law requires title companies to only charge people the actual cost for recording. The current
fee structure is based on the number of pages for the document and additional charges for indexing
categories. This makes it hard for the title companies to determine the exact fee they should be
charging their customers. The predictable (uniform) fee is a trend that states are adopting across the
country because of the federal requirements. It is a win-win for our customers and for our office.
Recording fees have not been changed for over 30 years. The current fee structure made sense when
we had to write the recording information in the large books. With the current technology it costs us
the same amount to record a one-page document as it does a hundred page document.”
SB 1202 countywide elections; vote by mail (Worsley)
Bill Summary: On approval of the county board of supervisors, a county is authorized to conduct a
mail ballot election for all elections administered by that county, including elections for federal and
state offices and measures, and elections for county, municipal, school district and special districts.
Counties that conduct mail ballot elections are required to report specified information about the
election to the Legislature by January 1 of each year following a mail ballot election. electronic receipt
or hard copy receipt for all monies received.
o Final Status: This bill was never heard in Senate Committees.
County Position: The County Recorder supported this legislation with the following comments: “This
is a County Recorders Association bill and part of the AACo Legislative Policy Committee endorsed
legislation. The most important part of this legislation is that it permits a county to conduct all of
their elections as ballot-by-mail elections. It does not require it.”
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SB 1201: County Treasurer; Electronic Records; Liens (Worsley)
Bill Summary: The county treasurer is authorized to keep an account of the receipt and expenditure
of monies in electronic books provided for that purpose and to issue either an electronic receipt or
hard copy receipt for all monies received.
o Final Status: Signed by the Governor on 4/10/18
o Chaptered Version
County Position: The County Treasurer championed this bill worked to have this bill pass.
SB 1216 advanced certification; assessor personnel; compensation (Allen)
Bill Summary: Allows appraisers and assessing personnel to be approved to receive additional
compensation for successfully completing an advanced certification.
o Final Status: This bill failed in Senate Third Reading.
County Position: The Assessor’s Office supported this bill with the following comments: “This is
something the Assessor's Office wholeheartedly supports, first off, it is not a mandate, it is optional
and up the Assessor to decide whether to offer this. In addition, it provides an incentive to personnel
to invest their time and energy in bettering themselves professionally, and ultimately bettering our
office through their continued education and increased professionalism.”
HB 2156 legislative vacancy; appointment; time frame
Bill Summary: For a legislative vacancy where the vacant seat was represented by an organized
political party with fewer than 30 elected precinct committeemen from precincts in the legislative
district and in the county in which the vacancy occurred or where the vacant seat was not
represented by an organized political party, the Secretary of State is required to notify the
appropriate county LPC of supervisors, and the time frames for appointing a person to fill the vacancy
are modified. The LPC of supervisors is required to appoint a citizen’s panel within 7 business days,
increased from 3 business days. The citizens panel is required to submit to the LPC the names of
three qualified electors to fill the vacancy within 21 days after the panel is appointed or within 5 days
if the Legislature is in regular session, instead of within 7 business days. The deadline for the LPC of
supervisors to appoint one person from the list to fill the vacancy within 5 business days is
eliminated.
o Final Status: Signed by the Governor on 03/29/18.
o Chaptered Version
HB 2249: protective orders; filing requirements
Bill Summary: Requires an affidavit, declaration, acceptance or return of service to be filed as soon as
practicable, within 72 hours excluding weekends and holidays. a. Filing must be completed in person,
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electronically or by fax. (Sec 2-4) 2. Provides that the court must register the IAH, IAWH or OP with
NCIC within 24 hours of the filing. (Sec 2-4) 3. Requires the Supreme Court, instead of the sheriff, to
maintain a central repository for IAHs, IAWHs and OPs for verification purposes. (Sec 2-4) 4. Requires
the plaintiff's contact information to be disclosed to the court for purposes of service and
notification. a. This information is not listed on the petition, must be maintained in a separate
document or database and is not subject to disclosure except as ordered by the court. (Sec 2-4) 5.
Replaces the following terms throughout the protective order statutes: a. "Petitioner" is replaced by
"plaintiff;" b. "Respondent" is replaced by "defendant." (Sec 2-5) Service of Ops 6. Requires the court
to provide the OP to an LEA, constable or other authorized person for service, after the order is
granted. (Sec 4) 7. Requires the service entity to provide confirmation of service to the plaintiff as
soon as practicable. (Sec 4) 8. States that if service cannot be completed within 15 days after the
agency or entity receives the order, the entity attempting service must notify the plaintiff and
continue to try to serve the defendant. (Sec 4) 9. Permits plaintiff notification through a victim
notification system. Defines victim notification system. (Sec 4) 10. Outlines the appropriate
agency/entity to complete the service, depending on where the order originates. (Sec 4) 11. States
that an emergency OP expires at the close of the next judicial business day, or 72 hours after
issuance, whichever is longer. (Sec 5) 12. Requires a judicial officer who issues an oral emergency OP
to document the order as soon as practicable. (Sec 5) 13. Requires the LEA to file a certificate of
service with the court and register the emergency OP with NCIC as soon as practicable. (Sec 5) 14.
Removes the requirement for an LEA to request that a prosecutorial agency file charges for a
violation of a protective order. (Sec 4) 15. Removes the prohibition on adjudicating a violation of a
protective order in a municipal or justice court unless a complaint is filed or other process is
requested by the prosecutor. (Sec 4) 16. Provides that an IAH, IAWH or OP expires if it is not served
on the defendant within one year of issuance. (Sec 2-4) 17. Contains an effective date of January 1,
2020. (Sec 6) 18. Makes technical, conforming and clarifying changes. (Sec 1-5)

o Final Status: Signed by the Governor on 4/17/18
o Chaptered Version
County Position: The Clerk of the Court had concerns about this bill as did the Clerks across the State.
Some concerns included: “Most judges did not favor the lack of judicial discretion regarding the
requirement for the court (most likely the Clerk’s office) to provide the order to a law enforcement
agency and taking the responsibility away from the victim to serve the defendant. I also expressed
concerns with the impact it would have on the clerk’s office by relabeling the terms petitioner to
plaintiff and respondent to defendant. As you all know, sometimes the petitioner in the DR case is the
defendant in the OOP case. In my court, this would certainly complicate the minute entry process as
the court usually hears both matters, makes orders in each case and the clerk will create one-minute
entry for both cases. I see the potential for a lot of confusion when trying to differentiate the parties
in each case. I am not sure why the change is being recommended.” AACo was able to improve the
bill in the amendment process and The Clerks’ Association changed their position to neutral.
HB2394 County Sheriff; Nonpartisan Election
Bill Summary: Requires county sheriff elections to be nonpartisan.

45

o Final Status: Held in House Committee.
SB 1274 Public Monies; Recovery; Illegal Payments
Bill Summary: The Attorney General is authorized to bring an action to recover illegally paid public
monies against any person who received the illegal payment, the public body or public officer acting
in his/her official capacity who ordered or caused the illegal payment, the public official, employee or
agent who ordered or caused the illegal payment. A public official, employee or agent of the state, a
political subdivision, or a budget unit who is charged with collecting, receiving, safekeeping,
transferring or disbursing public monies may be held personally liable for an illegal payment of public
monies
o Referred to: Signed by the Governor on 4/17/18
o Chaptered Version
SB 1059 lottery; additional game; revenue allocation (Borrelli)
Bill Summary: Authorizes the Lottery Commission to establish a lottery game called the Arizona
Copper Star Game that must be conducted at four-minute intervals. A player may purchase a single
ticket for 1-5, 10, 20, 50 or 100 consecutive draws and may purchase up to 10 numbers between 1
and 80. A player is eligible for payment of prizes if the player's numbers match any of the twenty
numbers drawn. The total annual revenues from the Arizona Copper Star Game are allocated 50
percent for the payment of prizes and 50 percent to the general fund. Of the revenues allocated to
the general fund, the Legislature is required to annually appropriate 40 percent to the Department of
Public Safety, 40 percent to provide funding for kindergarten programs in public schools, 5 percent to
the Attorney General for deposit in the Internet Crimes Against Children Enforcement Fund, 5
percent divided equally among the counties, and 10 percent retained in the general fund for any
purpose prescribed by law.
o Final Status: Failed in Senate Government Committee.
HB 2393: Local Service Access Cards; Requirements (Thorpe)
Bill Summary: Prohibits a municipality or county from regulating the issuance of ID cards. (Sec. 1,2) 2.
Allows a municipality or county to issue access cards to an individual only to provide access to
services that the individual is entitled to receive by law with the following requirements: a. The access
card must include a label, in at least 12-point bold-faced type, with the words: "Not an identification
card-for use to access municipality or county services only." b. The access card does not suggest that
it will be used for personal identification or have the word "Identification", the abbreviation "ID" or
"I.D." on the card. i. The access card may specify that it is not an ID card. c. The access card must list
the services that the individual is legally entitled to receive from the municipality or county. (Sec. 1,2)
3. Requires a municipality or county to: a. Contract with and adhere to all the requirements of the
ADOT MVD for verifying the individual's identity. b. Reimburse ADOT for all costs associated with
providing services. (Sec. 1,2) 4. Prohibits an access card from having the same color scheme or design
format as a driver license or a nonoperating identification license. (Sec. 1,2) 5. Allows a municipality
or county to charge a reasonable fee to an individual to recover the costs associated with issuing the
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access card. (Sec. 1,2) 6. Allows third parties, on behalf of a municipality or county, to provide access
cards to individuals. (Sec. 1,2)
7. Specifies that this law applies to all municipal and county service access cards issued, reissued or
renewed on or after the effective date. a. States that an access card issued before the effective date
is valid for one year after the effective date. (Sec. 3).
o Final Status: Held in House committee
SB 1089 purple heart day (Borrelli)
Bill Summary: Establishes August 7th of each year as Purple Heart Day. (Sec. 1) 2. Specifies that
Purple Heart Day is not a legal holiday. (Sec. 1)
o Final Status: Signed by the Governor on 03/16/18
o Chaptered Version
SB 1235 state holiday; Native American day S/D Native American day; state holiday
(Peshlakai)
Bill Summary: Establishes June 2nd each year as Native American Day. (Sec. 1) 2. Stipulates if Native
American Day falls on a day other than Sunday, it must be observed the Sunday following June 2nd.
(Sec. 1) Contains a legislative findings section. (Sec. 1).
o Final Status: Signed by the Governor on 04/05/18
o Chaptered Version
HB 2538 U.S. House vacancy; special election (Coleman)
Bill Summary: Relating to a special election to fill a U.S. House vacancy. Requires a special primary
election to fill a vacancy in the U.S. House of Representatives to be held 120-133 days, rather than 8090 days, after the vacancy occurs. (Sec. 1) 2. Requires the special general election to fill a U.S. house
vacancy to be held 70-80 days, rather than 50-60 days, after the special primary election. (Sec. 1)
3. Requires the clerk of the BOS of each county participating in a special election to post a notice
stating the dates of the special primary and general election. (Sec. 2) 4. Stipulates that if a vacancy
occurs in the office of U.S. Senate: a. More than 150 days before the next regular primary election,
the person appointed by the Governor continues to serve until the vacancy is filled at the next
general election. b. 150 days or less before the next regular primary election, the person appointed
by the Governor serves until the vacancy is filled at the second regular general election. (Sec. 1). 5.
Requires the elected Senator to fill the remaining unexpired term of the vacated office. (Sec. 1)
o Tentative Final Status: Transmitted to the Governor on 05/01/18
County Position: The Clerk of the Board supported this bill with the following comments. “In my role
as Clerk of the Board, I support the changes made to the section requiring the publication of the
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Governor's Proclamation so that the proclamation is only published in county's that are actually
included in the special election. This is a good change that we recommended to CSA. It will help
reduce voter confusion.”
HB 2233 appropriation; 2020 census; outreach (Espinoza)
Bill Summary: Appropriates the sum of 2,000,000 from the state general fund in fiscal year 20182019 to the secretary of the state to conduct communication and outreach efforts before the 2020
census. Requires the secretary of state to distribute $1,000,000 to each county on a pro rata basis,
based on population.
o Final Status: Failed to receive House committee hearings.
SB 1388 resubmission of tax levy; appropriation (Allen)
Bill Summary: Relating to the ability for Community College District to resubmit a proposed amount
to be raised by primary property taxes for approval by the voters. Appropriates $1,500,000 from the
state general fund for FY18-19 to Coconino Community College.
o Final Status: Failed to receive House committee hearings.
County Position: Coconino County supported this bill.
SCR 1034 Independent redistricting commission; membership S/E membership;
independent redistricting commission (Yarbrough)
Bill Summary: Subject to voter approval, constitutionally alters the membership and appointment
process of the Fair and Independent Redistricting (FAIR) Commission.
o Final Status: Held awaiting Senate Final Reading on Reconsideration
County Position: The County tracked this legislation and created a memo on its impact: Since the late
1960s, the Arizona Legislature has consisted of 30 legislative districts, each of which is represented by
two members of the Arizona House of Representatives and one member of the Arizona Senate. The
30 districts have been redrawn every ten years after the Census, generally by passage of a bill by the
Legislature that describes the boundaries of the districts. The U.S. Supreme Court has established
two different standards for reviewing population variations for districts within a state, with one
standard for state legislative districts and a higher standard for a state’s congressional districts. For a
state’s legislative districts, the Supreme Court has ruled that districts must be “substantially equal” in
population, which is generally interpreted as having less than a ten percent difference between the
most populous and least populous districts. For a state’s congressional districts, the Supreme Court
has held that district population totals must be “as nearly equal as practicable,” which requires a
good-faith effort to achieve precise mathematical equality.
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The Arizona Independent Redistricting Commission
(https://www.azredistricting.org/)
 Appointed in 2011, the Commission adopted new congressional and legislative districts for
Arizona in January 2012 and prevailed in all litigation challenging its work. After all
redistricting litigation for the decade ended, the Commission ceased its operations as
required by the Arizona Constitution.
 A new Commission will be appointed in 2021 to adopt new congressional and legislative
districts for Arizona following the next census
 The state Constitution requires the commissioners – two Republicans, two Democrats and
an independent chairwoman – to start from scratch rather than redraw existing districts.
SCR1034: membership; independent redistricting commission
Summary: https://apps.azleg.gov/BillStatus/GetDocumentPdf/462580
 Renames the Independent Redistricting Commission (IRC) as the Fair and Independent
Redistricting Commission (FAIR).
 Requires the FAIR Commission to consist of nine members, rather than five.
 Requires, in addition to current appointment procedures for the first four members of the
FAIR Commission, that subsequent appointments be made in the following manner:
a) the fifth member be jointly appointed by the highest-ranking officers of the
Senate and the House of Representatives who are of the same political party;
b) the sixth member be jointly appointed by the minority party leader of the
Senate and the highest-ranking officer of the House of Representatives who are of
the same political party;
c) the seventh, eighth and final members by the other six appointed
commissioners.
 Requires membership of the FAIR Commission to be ranked by population in the following
manner:
a) four members from the most populous county;
b) two members from the second most populous county;
c) two members from any of the remaining counties, provided that both are from
different counties; and
d) the final member from any county.
 Prohibits the largest state legislative district by population from exceeding the
population of the smallest state legislative district by more than two percent.
 Requires the Secretary of State to submit the proposition to the voters at the next General
Election.
Arizona Legislative Map
Arizona's legislative map typically has about 213,000 people per district, as of the last Census. Per a
population breakdown report of the IRC, District 7, which encompasses the larger part of Coconino
County is among the districts with the largest deviation from that population standard: – 4.7% i.e.
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203,026 people, which is about 10,000 people less than what is considered by the IRC “ideal
population”. Per the same report, Native American population in this district represents 65.9% of the
entire population base, which is by far, the highest portion Native American representation out of all
other Arizona Legislative districts. Thus, it can be concluded that if a redistricting is to occur in District
7, it is likely that it would result in a separation of highly concentrated Native American votes.
Given the proposed requirement for no state legislative district to exceeding the population of the
smallest state legislative district by more than two percent, it is highly likely that if SCR 1034 passes,
changes to the Arizona Legislative will occur. District 7 is the smallest in population at 203,026. The
largest district is District 12, with population of 221,735. This makes the difference between this two
districts 9.22%. This difference is still below the generally accepted 10% difference per the standard
set by the Supreme Court for “substantially equal” legislative districts.
There are states that hold their state districts to stricter population equality limits than the federal
constitution requires. Colorado, for example, allows at most five percent total deviation between the
largest and smallest districts; Montana's commission has set guidelines for itself aiming for no more
than six percent total deviation (each district must be at most 3% larger or 3% smaller than the
"ideal"). Iowa not only also limits its total population deviation to five percent, but also sets the
average deviation at no more than one percent from the "ideal." Utah allows up to 4% deviation, and
Virginia is at 2%.
The Arizona Constitution requires that both congressional and state legislative districts be
"contiguous, geographically compact, and respect communities of interest–all to the extent
practicable." The state constitution further mandates that district lines "should [follow] visible
geographic features, city, town, and county boundaries, and undivided census tracts." In addition, the
constitution requires that "competitive districts be favored where doing so would not significantly
detract from the goals above."[
A "community of interest" is considered a group of people with a common interest (usually, a
common interest that legislation might benefit).
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SB 1238 appropriation; Diné college (Peshlakai)
Bill Summary: Appropriates $2,200,000 from the state General Fund (GF) in FY 2019, to the Arizona
Department of Veteran's Services for officers to serve rural tribal nations.
o Final Status: Held in Senate Appropriations Committee
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SB 1239 tribal nations; veterans’ services; appropriation (Peshlakai)
Bill Summary: Appropriates $1,500,000 from the state General Fund (GF) in FY 2019 to the
Governor's Office on Tribal Relations (GOTR) for distribution to Diné College for remedial education.
o Final Status: Held in Senate Appropriations Committee

SB 1245 appropriation; SNAP; benefit match; produce
Bill Summary: Appropriates $400,000 from the GF in FY 2019 to ADES to: a. Establish a Produce
Incentive Program for SNAP enrollees to purchase eligible Arizona grown fruits and vegetables at
SNAP-authorized sites; b. Provide up to $20 per authorized site per day of matching funds for a SNAP
recipient to purchase fruit and vegetables at SNAP-authorized sites; and c. Assess the Produce
Incentive Program and the impact on purchases by SNAP enrollees for fruits and vegetables. (Sec. 1)
2. Prohibits appropriated monies from being spent without matching contributions from federal, local
or private sources. a. Includes monies and in-kind contributions as matching funds. (Sec. 1) 3. Permits
appropriated monies to be spend in FY 2019 and FY 2020. a. Directs unexpended and unencumbered
monies to revert to the GF on June 30, 2020. (Sec. 1) 4. Defines eligible Arizona-grown fruits and
vegetables and SNAP. (Sec. 1)
o Tentative Final Status: Transmitted to the Governor on 05/04/2018
County Position: Coconino County Board of Supervisors supported this legislation.
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Retirement System
HB 2097: Pension Funding Policies; Employers (Livingston)
Bill Summary: Beginning on or before July 1, 2019, each governing body of a Public Safety Personnel
Retirement System employer is required to annually adopt a pension funding policy for the PSPRS
that includes a list of specified funding objectives, including how to maintain adequate assets to fund
benefits payable under the PSPRS and defining the governing body's funded ratio target under the
PSPRS. The governing body is required to post the pension funding policy on it's public website.
o Final Status: Signed by the Governor on 04/03/18
o Chaptered Version
HB 2357 (EORP; Employer Contribution (Livingston)
Bill Summary: Beginning July 1, 2018, each Elected Officials' Retirement Plan employer is required to
make contributions on a level percent of compensation basis for all member employees sufficient
under an actuarial valuation to meet both the normal cost plus the actuarially determined amount
required to amortize the unfunded accrued liability over a closed period of 20-30 years. In any fiscal
year, an employer's contribution to EORP in combination with member contributions may not be less
than the actuarially determined normal cost for that fiscal year. Emergency clause.
o Final Status: Failed to achieve hearing in Senate Committees.
SB 1292: EORP; Cost-of-Living Adjustment (Farnsworth)
Bill Summary: For the Elected Officials' Retirement Plan, each retired member or survivor of a retired
member is eligible to receive a compounding cost-of-living adjustment in the base benefit based on
the average annual percentage change in the metropolitan Phoenix-Mesa consumer price index, with
the immediately preceding year as the base year for making the determination, up to a maximum of
two percent of the retired member's or survivor's base benefit annually. Repeals statutes governing
EORP benefit increases. Conditionally enacted on the state Constitution being amended, as
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prescribed in an unspecified Senate concurrent resolution (blank in original), by the voters at the
2018 general election.
o Final Status: Withdrawn from House Committee
County Position: The County was concerned about this legislation as the legislation is a referral to
voters to open up the Pension clause again that previously changed PSPRS. 1. The primary concern
that this change is easily challenged on a legal basis. a. The effort to initially change the PBI with a 4%
cap to a COLA with a 2% cap for PSPRS was based on the change being a one-time opening of the
constitution by the voters. i. This was presented as a one-time pension change and was not intended
to open up Arizona pensions to future additional changes. This was the statement made to the
legislature and the members. Doing this again to CORP & EORP sends a different message that all
pensions may have additional changes considered. ii. The other argument was that the PBI was not
guaranteed every year and a COLA might be more consistent, although PSPRS did provide 29
consecutive years of increases including years with negative investment returns. In the near future
there will be actual results that may provide the basis to determine if the change to a COLA did in fact
reduce benefits. b. The wording in the pension clause was very clear that public retirement benefits
“shall not be diminished or impaired.” The court ruled that those “benefits” are contractual rights
that vest when contracted, not at retirement. These most recent changes, although voter approved,
are making a retroactive change to the contractual rights previously vested. c. Any change to
pensions would need to clear two distinct legal hurdles. The pension clause in the Arizona
Constitution and Federal law regarding labor contracts. Previous court rulings regarding changes to
the PBI and contribution increases only considered the state constitution and the hurdle for such
changes would also need to clear the legal challenge of Federal labor contract law. The proposed
legislation only addresses the state pension clause. d. The primary concern is that the last round of
lawsuits were initiated by judges in the EORP system. Making these changes to EORP would be
pushing that same group that know their legal standing. If that happens, any court case would apply
to PSPRS, CORP and EORP. With paybacks and increased contributions again like Hall & Fields. Local
Boards a. The recommended change to local boards in the Cortex report was delayed last year. b.
There does not seem to be any movement/consideration to address this last large issue for
PSPRS/CORP from the Cortex study. Hall case requirement to fully pay Actuarially Required
Contributions (ARC). a. The legislation that held the counties’ contribution rates at 23.5% was not
offset by additional state contributions as originally designed, and the court mandates the ARC be
paid in full each year. b. If the legislature does not address the original plan to pay the additional
contributions, by default the PSPRS system/Board of Trustees must increase the rate to provide the
full contributions as calculated by the actuary. No action will not maintain the status quo 23.5%
contribution rate for counties.
SCR 1010 Public Retirement Systems (Farnsworth)
Bill Summary: The 2018 general election ballot is to carry the question of whether to amend the state
Constitution to provide that the Constitutional provision prohibiting public retirement system
benefits from being diminished or impaired does not prohibit certain adjustments to the Corrections
Officer Retirement Plan as provided in S1442 as enacted by the 53rd Legislature, 1st Regular Session,
and does not prohibit certain adjustments to the Elected Officials' Retirement Plan as provided in an
unspecified Senate bill (blank in original). The Legislature requests the Secretary of State return
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SCR1023, 53rd Legislature, 1st Regular Session, to the Legislature and submit this resolution in lieu of
SCR1023.
o Final Status: Received a striker amendment-legislative districts; IRC; determination. The bill
was held in the House.
County Position: The County was concerned about this legislation as the legislation is a referral to
voters to open up the Pension clause again that previously changed PSPRS. 1.The primary concern
that this change is easily challenged on a legal basis. a. The effort to initially change the PBI with a 4%
cap to a COLA with a 2% cap for PSPRS was based on the change being a one-time opening of the
constitution by the voters. i. This was presented as a one-time pension change and was not intended
to open up Arizona pensions to future additional changes. This was the statement made to the
legislature and the members. Doing this again to CORP & EORP sends a different message that all
pensions may have additional changes considered. ii. The other argument was that the PBI was not
guaranteed every year and a COLA might be more consistent, although PSPRS did provide 29
consecutive years of increases including years with negative investment returns. In the near future
there will be actual results that may provide the basis to determine if the change to a COLA did in fact
reduce benefits. b. The wording in the pension clause was very clear that public retirement benefits
“shall not be diminished or impaired.” The court ruled that those “benefits” are contractual rights
that vest when contracted, not at retirement. These most recent changes, although voter approved,
are making a retroactive change to the contractual rights previously vested. c. Any change to
pensions would need to clear two distinct legal hurdles. The pension clause in the Arizona
Constitution and Federal law regarding labor contracts. Previous court rulings regarding changes to
the PBI and contribution increases only considered the state constitution and the hurdle for such
changes would also need to clear the legal challenge of Federal labor contract law. The proposed
legislation only addresses the state pension clause. d. The primary concern is that the last round of
lawsuits were initiated by judges in the EORP system. Making these changes to EORP would be
pushing that same group that know their legal standing. If that happens, any court case would apply
to PSPRS, CORP and EORP. With paybacks and increased contributions again like Hall & Fields. Local
Boards a. The recommended change to local boards in the Cortex report was delayed last year. b.
There does not seem to be any movement/consideration to address this last large issue for
PSPRS/CORP from the Cortex study. Hall case requirement to fully pay Actuarially Required
Contributions (ARC). a. The legislation that held the counties’ contribution rates at 23.5% was not
offset by additional state contributions as originally designed, and the court mandates the ARC be
paid in full each year. b. If the legislature does not address the original plan to pay the additional
contributions, by default the PSPRS system/Board of Trustees must increase the rate to provide the
full contributions as calculated by the actuary. No action will not maintain the status quo 23.5%
contribution rate for counties.
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Human Resources
SCR 1016: Minimum Wage; Sick Time Repeal (Allen)
Bill Summary: The 2018 general election ballot is to carry the question of whether to amend state
statute to change the minimum wage to $10.50 per hour, prohibit counties and municipalities from
establishing or otherwise requiring a higher minimum wage, and repeal statutes requiring paid sick
time.
o Final Status: The bill never was heard in the House Rules Committee.
SB 1247: Health Insurance; Mandated Provision Prohibited (Barto)
Bill Summary: Counties and municipalities are prohibited from requiring an employer to provide
health insurance to the employer's employees.
o Final Status: Signed by the Governor on 04/10/18
o Chaptered Version
SB 1199: Drug Testing; Eye Movement Analysis (Worsley)
Bill Summary: For the purpose of statutes regulating drug testing of employees, the definition of
"sample" is expanded to include an eye movement analysis of the person being tested.
o Final Status: Held in the House.
SB 1193: Overtime Pay (Farley)
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Bill Summary: On the effective date of this legislation, the Industrial Commission is required to set a
salary amount at the 40th percentile of weekly earnings of full-time non-hourly workers in the lowest
wage census region in the 2nd quarter of the year immediately preceding the update published by
the U.S. Department of Labor. To qualify as an individual who is exempt from the overtime pay
requirements in the federal Fair Labor Standards Act of 1938 and related regulations, an individual
must be compensated on a salary basis in an amount per week, exclusive of board, lodging or other
facilities, that is not less than this amount set by the Commission. The Commission is authorized to
adopt rules to implement these requirements.
o The bill was never heard in Senate Committees.
HB 2501 PTSD; workers’ compensation; presumption (Boyer)
Bill Summary: For the purpose of workers' compensation, post-traumatic stress disorder (PTSD) is
presumed to be an occupational disease and deemed to arise out of and in the course of employment
for a "first responder" (defined) if a list of specified conditions apply, including that a licensed mental
health professional determines that the first responder has PTSD resulting from the performance of
his/her job duties. The list of circumstances under which the state and political subdivisions are
required to provide licensed counseling to a public safety employee is modified to include the use of
deadly for or being subjected to deadly force in the line of duty regardless of whether the employee
was physically injured (previously applied only to peace officers), witnessing the death of another
public safety employee while engaged in the line of duty (previously applied only to firefighters), and
in the case of a firefighter or peace officer, being exposed to a psychologically traumatic event or
series of events in the course of employment. The list of public safety employees subject to this
requirement is expanded to include a rescue or ambulance worker who is a member of any public
retirement system. Employers are prohibited from requiring public safety employees receiving
treatment under this program to use paid time off and are required to allow the employees to select
their own licensed mental health professionals. The repeal date of January 1, 2023 for the licensed
counseling requirements is deleted.
o Final Status: The bill never received Senate Committee hearings.
County Position: Coconino County opposed this legislation with the following comments from Human
Resources: Workers’ Comp and Experience Rating Modifications (emod) concerns – in Coconino
County the average return to work length is about 2 weeks. If this legislation passes allowing an
additional 30 days for employees to be away from work, we are highly likely to experience an
increase in the average time it takes employees return to work. This in return, would impact the
calculation of our emod by our Worker’s Comp provider and result in an increased emod index, which
would lead to an increased Worker’s Compensation insurance premium the organization would need
to pay. Over the last 5 years, Coconino County has worked diligently to improve our workplace safety
programs and return to work times and has managed to bring down our emod by about 0.7 points
which has resulted in direct savings for the County of about $500,000. What might make this
provision more palatable is an option to bring employees in on light duty instead of having them be
completely off from work for an additional 30 days. Light duty does not impact the emod calculation
and would also address some operational challenges that might stem from granting employees the
additional leave. Operational concerns: a. Currently Coconino County offers the following paid
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leave categories for employees: i. 5 days / 40 hours of Paid Sick Time per fiscal year. 40 hours of PST is
the maximum an employee can use per year, and the employee’s bank is reloaded with 40 hours at
the beginning of each fiscal year. ii. 7 days / 55.9 hours of Paid Time off accrued each fiscal year, for a
maximum of 1000 hours of PTO accruals. This is accrued every pay period, until the employee
separates. iii. 13 days / 104 hours (at a minimum) of Vacation Leave. The accrual rates of vacation
leave increase as employees reach their 4th, 6th, 11th. 16th, 21st year of employment. The maximum
amount of this accrual bank is 240 hours or 30 days. iv. The County also has policies for bereavement
leave, victim leave and unpaid leave of absence which may also be applicable in some cases. b.
considering the already generous provisions for employee leaves and accruals, legislation that would
allow a certain group of employees to benefit from an additional 30 days of leave is highly
concerning. The average salary of our currently employed peace officers (per the definition of “first
responder” in the draft bill) is $70,755 annually or $34.02/hour. We currently have 54 employees
who fall into this category, meaning that if this legislation passes, we would be looking at additional
liability in terms of paid leave amounting to $440,864 (30 days*8 hours/day*54
employees*34.02/hour). This is almost as much as the savings we have been able to realize from our
years of work to decrease our emod. c. Additional operational concerns pertain to vacancy rates and
staffing levels. Currently Coconino County has 7 peace officer vacancies and this number typically
varies between 3 and 9 vacancies. A high vacancy rate poses a variety of challenges in terms of
finding appropriate coverage, allocating funding for overtime compensation and increased workplace
stress and exhaustion. In addition, as part of the operations of any organization, at any point of time
there is a varying number of employees who are on leave (sick, vacation, FMLA etc) or work on light
duty as a result of a workplace injury. This further reduces the actual staffing levels of peace officers.
Granting an additional 30 days of leave would put a tremendous burden on operations as employees
begin to utilize this benefit and it would be reasonable to anticipate that in the long term in order to
address this operational issue, Coconino County would have to approve additional FTEs and recruit a
larger number of officers to meet healthy staffing levels. Our conservative estimate indicates that an
FTE for an officer at the average salary of a Deputy Sheriff would cost about $112,300. If we were
budget for just 5 additional FTEs, we would be looking at an cost of $561,500. The combination of
items b and c amounts to almost an additional $1 million in expenses, and this amount does not even
account for the increased cost to worker’s compensation premiums, or the cost that comes with
recruitment and training of new staff. In addition, we are already operating within a shortage of the
law enforcement applicant pool. Multiple agencies are competing for the same candidates and
introducing a 30-day leave benefit would only exacerbate the current labor shortage. With the above
in mind, we continue to oppose this legislation, as we foresee a substantial fiscal impact to our
organization. We would not be in a position to address this fiscal impact unless the State provides for
appropriations that will assist counties if this additional benefit to first aid responders is to be
offered.” The Sherriff’s Office also opposed this bill with the concern that the significant issue
brought up is the ability of the employer to direct the employee to a healthcare provider of their
choice. The Sheriff’s office noted that this concern is shared by other Sheriffs throughout the state
who
are
also
in
opposition.
HB 2502 Child abuse prevention education; schools S/E Traumatic Event Counseling;
public safety.
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Bill Summary: 1. Requires the state and each political subdivision to compile the following data about
the Traumatic Event Counseling for Public Safety Employees Program: a. The total number of: i.
Program participants; and ii. Program participants who file a workers' compensation claim and the
number of granted or denied claims; b. The total amount of work missed by a Program participant
and how missed work was provided for by an employer or through employee benefits; and c. The
average number of i. Visits per public safety employee; ii. Months of Program participation; and iii.
Missed work days by a Program participant. (Sec. 1) 2. Requires Program data to be submitted to
ADOA, by September 1, 2019 and September 1 of each year thereafter. (Sec. 1) 3. Requires ADOA to
compile a report on Program data and submit the report to the Legislature and Executive, by October
1, 2019 and October 1 of each year thereafter. (Sec. 1) 4. Specifies that Program data reporting
requirements do not authorize the compiling and reporting of HIPAA protected data. (Sec. 1) 5.
Removes First Responders from the existing Traumatic Event Counseling for Public Safety Employees
statute and creates a program specifically for First Responders. (Sec. 1, 2) 6. Requires the state or any
political subdivision to establish a Program to provide First Responders with 12 licensed counseling
visits if any of the following occur while in the line of duty: a. Visually witnessing the death or
maiming or visually witnessing the immediate aftermath of the death or maiming of one or more
people; b. Responding to or being directly involved in an investigation of an offense involving a
dangerous crime against children; c. Requiring rescue where the individual's life was in danger; d.
Using deadly force or being the subject of deadly force, regardless of injury; e. Responding to or being
directly involved in an investigation involving the drowning or near drowning of a child; or f.
Witnessing the death of another First Responder. i. Permits counseling visits to be provided by way of
telemedicine, paid for by an employer. (Sec. 2) 7. Stipulates that an employer must pay for up to 24
additional counseling visits if a licensed mental health professional decides that more visits are
needed and the additional visits will likely improve the First Responder's condition. a. Requires
additional counseling visits to occur within one year of the initial visit. (Sec. 2) 8. Prohibits an
employer from requiring a First Responder who is receiving treatment to use accrued leave time
when attending a counseling session. (Sec. 2) 9. Stipulates that an employer must ensure that a First
Responder has no loss of pay and benefits for up to 30 calendar days per incident if a licensed mental
health professional determines they are not fit to return to work and all the following apply: a. The
First Responder is unable to work light-duty or a light-duty option is not available; b. The First
Responder has used all their leave time; c. The First Responder elects for short-term disability, but is
not eligible; and d. An employer does not have a supplemental program that provides pay and
benefits after an injury occurs. i. Excludes supplemental benefits plans already required under
statute. (Sec. 2) 10. Requires an employer to let a First Responder select their own licensed mental
health professional to provide Counseling. a. Specifies that the employer is not required to hire the
licensed mental health professional if they decline to offer Counseling. (Sec. 2) 11. Requires an
employer to pay for Counseling using fees set by the Industrial Commission. (Sec. 2) 12. Asserts that
the payment for counseling sessions by an employer does not create a presumption of
compensability. (Sec. 2) 13. Requires the state and each political subdivision to report the following
information regarding a Program: a. The total number of: i. Program participants; ii. Program
participants who file a workers' compensation claim and the number of granted or denied claims; and
iii. Persons deemed unfit to return to duty. b. The total amount of work missed by a Program
participant and how missed work was provided for by an employer or through employee benefits;
and c. The average number of i. Visits per participant; ii. Months of Program participation; and iii.
Missed work days. d. The percentage of persons who received more than 12 counseling sessions.
(Sec. 2) 14. Requires Program data to be submitted to ADOA, by September 1, 2019 and September 1
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of each year thereafter. (Sec. 2) 15. Requires ADOA to compile a report on Program data and submit
the report to the Legislature and Executive, by October 1, 2019 and October 1 of each year
thereafter. (Sec. 2) 16. Specifies that Program data reporting requirements do not authorize the
compiling and reporting of HIPAA protected data. (Sec. 1) 17. Exempts state employers who have an
existing Program for First Responders that: a. Is paid for by the employer; b. Provides licensed
counseling for any issue; c. Provides licensed trauma counseling in person at the request of a First
Responder; and d. Offers at least 12 counseling sessions per year and additional sessions, if deemed
necessary. (Sec. 2) 18. Repeals the Program on January 1, 2023. (Sec. 3)
o Final Status: Signed by the Governor on 04/23/18
o Chaptered Version
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Local Regulation
HB 2385 Property Tax Appeals; Court Findings (Clodfelter)
Bill Summary: If a property tax appeal is taken by a county assessor and the court finds that the
valuation is insufficient, the court's finding of the property's full cash value is prohibited from being
greater than the full cash value that was appealed by the taxpayer to the Board of Equalization.
Applies retroactively to property tax appeals that were filed in court beginning January 1, 2017.
Emergency clause.
o Final Status: Signed by the Governor on 03/23/18
o Chaptered Version
HB 2162 disability parking spaces S/E County Transportation Excise Tax (Campbell)
Bill Summary: The specially designated and marked parking spaces for persons with physical
disabilities that state agencies and political subdivisions with jurisdiction over street parking or
publicly owned and operated parking facilities are required to provide must be a van accessible space
that is at least 11 feet wide and that has an access aisle that is at least 5 feet wide.
o Final Status: The bill received a Striker Amendment but died as it never received concurrence.
County Position: Community Development does not support the original piece of legislation. The
proposed parking dimensions for accessible spaces is excessive. Too much asphalt or concrete would
be required and I can’t justify supporting this legislation.
SB 1001 Home-Based Businesses; Reg. Restrictions
Bill Summary: County ordinances cannot restrict or otherwise regulate the owner of a home-based
business that holds a valid license from using 50 percent or less of the square footage of the primary
residential dwelling to conduct home-based business activity, or from using a 400-square foot or
smaller "accessory structure" (defined) or garage for home-based business activity.
o Final Status: Never received a hearing in House Government and Rules Committees.
HCR 2015 Municipal and county tax limitations (Thorpe)
Bill Summary: The 2018 general election ballot is to carry the question of whether to amend the state
Constitution to require, beginning January 1, 2017, any increase in the ad valorem tax levy of a county
or municipality greater than 1 percent more than the levy in the preceding year to be approved by
the voters of the county or municipality, and to require any increase of any amount in the ad valorem
tax levy of a county or municipality in any three consecutive years to be approved by the voters of the
county or municipality. Requires beginning January 1, 2017, a county or municipality that initiates the
levy or increases the rate of a transaction privilege or other similar excise tax to distinctly state the
amount of the tax or rate increase and the specific purpose for which the revenues may be spent, and
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to submit the tax or tax rate increase and the purpose to the voters of the county or municipality for
approval. If approved by the voters, this resolution is retroactive to January 1, 2017.
o Final Status: This bill was never heard in House Committees.
SB 1101 Property tax appeals; court findings (Petersen)
Bill Summary: Restricts judicial authority to determine the Full Cash Value (FCV) of a property for
property tax appeals filed by a county assessor (assessor).
o Final Status: This bill received a strike everything amendment relating to agency captive
insurers.
County Position: The Assessor had concerns about the initial bill and opposed it on the following
grounds: “The tactic that this legislation is aiming to curtail is not something that our office has done
in the past, or plans to do in the future. If through the course of BOE hearings we learned of material
facts that would result in a higher value, we would simply revalue the parcel in the following
valuation year. While the retroactivity clause and the emergency measure are concerning, they do
not raise to the level of opposition.”
SB 1102 Property taxes; abatement procedures (Petersen)
Bill Summary: Adds a permissible circumstance for personal property tax abatement and lien
removal. Allows for payment of a real property tax lien, in a county with a population of at least 3.5
million, by a person making a charitable gift.
o Final Status: This bill failed in Senate Third Reading.
County Position: The Assessor opposed this legislation with the following comments: “We are
opposing this legislation due to the concerns of the Coconino County Treasurer and we share those
concerns as well. This potentially could open up another avenue for predatory lenders to take
advantage of confused homeowners who fear that they could lose their house, and sign up to loans
that are no longer capped at 16% simple interest but could be as high as payday and title lending.
There exists avenues in statute to solve the problem of someone else other than the deed holder
paying the taxes, beyond the concern for predatory lending.”
SB 1281 Street lighting improvement districts; consolidation (Kavanagh)
Bill Summary: Municipalities are authorized to consolidate two or more existing street lighting
improvement districts upon receipt of a petition signed by the majority of the real property owners in
each of the districts that are proposed to be consolidated. The districts must be contiguous and new
territory may not be included. Establishes a process for consolidation, including public notice and a
public hearing. The consolidation must take effect on July 1 immediately following the timely filing of
notice of the consolidation with the Department of Revenue. To be eligible to levy a tax within a
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consolidated district, the municipality is required to notify the Dept, the county assessor and the
county treasurer of the district consolidation no later than June 1 immediately preceding the
effective date of the consolidation.
o Final Status: Signed by the Governor on 4/11/18
o Chaptered Version
County Position: Neutral. The Town of Tusayan has a lighting district.
SB 1404 Occupational Health; municipalities; counties (Smith) / HB 2532 S/E
Occupational regulation; municipalities; counties; hearings (Payne)
Bill Summary: Counties and municipalities are prohibited from imposing any "occupational fee" or
"licensing requirement" (both defined) on any occupation, trade or profession if that county or
municipality does not already impose it on the effective date of this legislation. If the state imposes a
new occupational fee or licensing requirement on any occupation, trade or profession that has not
been previously regulated by the state but that has been regulated by the county or municipality, the
county or municipality is prohibited from continuing to impose any occupational fee or licensing
requirement on that occupation, trade or profession on or after the effective date of the statute or
rule. Beginning on the effective date of this legislation, a county or municipality is prohibited from
increasing the amount of any occupational fee on any occupation, trade or profession that is
currently subject to the occupational fee.
o Final Status: SB 1404 Failed in Senate Third Read; HB 2532 was transmitted to the Governor
on 05/03/18.
County Position: Coconino County Public Health Services District opposed the initial drafting of this
legislation with the following comments: “Coconino County (Public Health Services District) issues
certificates (licenses) to individuals in some professions to help assure an employer and the public
that a trained (certified) person is employed to work at a business serving the public and is proficient
in protecting public health in the field they are employed in. Costs associated with a fee for
certification (license) include training materials, proof of certification (license), and staff time
associated with these specific duties. Adoption of this bill would prevent counties from developing
new certification (license) programs for employees providing service to the public to assure the
individual has received the necessary training to protect public health in the field they are employed
in. Current fees would be frozen at the current amount.” However, in the Senate Commerce & Public
Safety committee, Senator Steve Smith, amended a strike everything amendment to HB 2352 S/E
occupational regulation; municipalities; counties; hearings. This strike everything amendment
requires counties, cities and towns, to hold a public hearing to demonstrate necessity before
adopting an occupational fee or licensing requirement on any occupation, trade or profession. Once
adopted each occupational fee or licensing requirement would sunset after 5 years, unless the local
government holds a public hearing at least three months before the expiration date to demonstrate
necessity. Though this is similar to original legislation proposed by Senator Smith this year, this
version allows for the adoption of occupational fees and licensing requirements necessary to protect
public health, safety or welfare. Coconino County Public Health Services District responded with the
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following comments on the striker: “The changes proposed in SB 1404 would maintain County
authority to requires and issue certificates to assure adequate public health (food safety) knowledge.
This change will require additional time and cost to hold public hearings to demonstrate necessity
and to continue the requirement beyond 5 years. Conducting a 5-year review to continue requiring
certificates is actually a good idea to assess if the certification is still needed. We appreciate the
amendments added to House bill 2532 and now recommend supporting this bill.”
SB 1466 Voting Centers; board of supervisors (Gray)
Bill Summary: Only on a specific resolution of the county board of supervisors, the board is permitted
to authorize the county recorder or other officer in charge of elections to use additional types of
voting locations in addition to polling places, including voting centers, early voting centers, and early
voting drop-off centers.
o Final Status: The bill was held awaiting concurrence.
County Position: The County Recorder was initially opposed to the bill on the following grounds: “I
am strongly opposed to this bill. It is a bill that was introduced for the Maricopa County Republican
Party to stop changes that Recorder Adrian Fontes is making in Maricopa County. The current
structure of conducting elections is not broken. There now exists a checks and balances with the
division of election responsibilities between the Board of Supervisors and the Recorder. This is an
attempt to stop one person, Adrian Fontes, from making voting easier and fairer in his county. The
Recorders are unanimous in their opposition to this bill. I would be happy to visit with the
Supervisors further about my concerns.” Following a stakeholder process, parties reached an
agreement that allowed the language from HB 2206 early voting vote centers (Coleman) to be
incorporated into the bill and enough common ground was reached that AACo moved to a SUPPORT
position. However, in the House the bill was amended which restored the concerns of AACo and the
Recorders. AACo moved again to oppose the bill as the consensus that was reached in the
stakeholder process was undone with a House amendment. The 15 County Recorders voted and were
unanimous with their opposition to the bill.
HB 2333 Home-based businesses; local regulation (Weninger)/SB 1175 Home-based
businesses; local regulation (Farnsworth)/SB 1387 real property; conveyance;
disclosure S/E Local Regulations; home-based businesses (Griffin)
Bill Summary: A county or municipality cannot prohibit the operation of a "no-impact home-based
business" (defined) or otherwise require a person to obtain any permit, license or other prior
approval to operate a no-impact home-based business. Establishes a list of factors that qualify a
residential property for use as a no-impact home-based business. Counties and municipalities are
permitted to establish reasonable regulations on a home-based business if the regulations are
narrowly tailored for specified purposes, including protecting public health and safety
o Final Status: HB 2333 was never heard in Senate Government or Rules Committees. SB 1175
was never heard in any Senate Committee. SB 1387 was held awaiting Senate action on House
Amendments.
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County Position: The county was opposed to this bill. Concerns that were shared at CSA’s LPC
include: 1. Allows for a home-based business to be in any portion of the residential dwelling. 2. Does
not require the owner of the home-based business to live onsite. 3. Removes “limited” from the
definition of manufacturing, allowing for heavy machinery. This could create unfair business
conditions; identical businesses in commercial or industrial zones have to comply with fire and
building codes as well as obtain businesses licenses from cities and in some cases counties. 4. Any
sort of home-based business would not be required to obtain a permit, license, variance or other type
of county approval prior to operation. 5. There are no hours of operations when clients can be served
on the property allowing for 24/7 operations. While this would be appropriate for electronic/phone
clients having clients in and out of the neighborhood at all hours is not compatible with residential
use. Letters were sent near the end of session opposing the bill to Senator Fann, Senator Borrelli, and
Senator Yarbrough. Statewide Law enforcement had concerns that this bill as written will make it
harder to determine if they are dealing with a legitimate business, a criminal enterprise, or criminal
conduct. The Sheriffs and AACo also worked on talking with members to express their concerns and
to request that the President of the Senate hold the bill.
HB 2579 Video service; certificates of authority S/E SB 1140 Video service; certificate
of authority (Griffin)
Bill Summary: The regulation and use of "video service" (defined as the provision of multichannel
video programming, including cable service but excluding internet streaming and direct broadcast
satellite service) are of statewide concern and are not subject to further regulation by a county or
municipality except as specifically provided in statute. Beginning January 1, 2020, the Secretary of
State has the exclusive authority to issue a certificate of authority to a person to provide video
service and to construct and operate a video service network in any service area in Arizona. Beginning
January 1, 2020, a person is prohibited from acting as a video service provider or constructing or
operating a video service network without first having been issued and continuing to hold a
certificate of authority. The Secretary of State is required to establish and collect fees for the purpose
of administering certificates of authority for video service providers. Beginning January 1, 2020, an
incumbent cable operator is permitted to either continue to operate within a service area as defined
in the local license or terminate the local license by applying for and obtaining a certificate of
authority. Establishes requirements to obtain a certificate of authority, lists the authorities granted by
a certificate, and provides for amendment of certificates to add service areas. Much more. Effective
January 1, 2020.
o Tentative Final Status: Transmitted to the Governor on 05/01/18.
County Position: Coconino County Community Development opposed this bill with the following
comment: “It continues to enable "big utility" with the possibility of additional liability and cost at the
expense of the County.” Below are some of the issues we’ve identified. This bill has significant impact
to local authority. Some observations about the striker amendment include: License Application and
Approval Process: County BOS doesn’t have the ability to approve or deny the application. If it is
turned in and complete it has to be approved within 30 days (page 10, line 26). Upon request for
extension application just has to be extended. No ability to deny extension (page 12, line 24). No
termination provisions for county to terminate license for cause (page 11, line 35). County has only 15
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days to review application and notify company of incompleteness or deficiencies (page 10, line 9).
Prohibition from charging a fee for license processing (page 10, line 16). County cannot require or
condition license upon including certain items---like build out or extension as condition of
agreement—(page11. Prohibition from charging application, permit, rental, construction or other
fees (other than license fee of up to 5% on gross revenue). To work in right of way requires
permit—but prohibits fee—(page 14, line 31). The striker requires: Counties to adopt a uniform video
service license by July 1, 2019 starting January 1, 2020 counties applications for video service licenses
would be submitted to the Clerk and approved within 30 days. If applications are not complete the
person requesting the video service license must be provided written notice within 15 days. If there
is no action taken by the county within 30 days the application shall be considered complete. License
Notes: Counties are prohibited from: Charging a fee for filing or processing the application; Taking a
vote or official action on the application; Requiring the counties approval or stipulating the video
service provider enter into an agreement for in-kind services or goods; or A.R.S. 9-1414 (A)(3)(d)
allows for all lawful fees and charges imposed by the local government Unsure if this means gross
revenue or if this is an error since there is no a-c in that subsection or it should be a #4 (A.R.S. 9-1441
references 1414, Subsection B, Paragraph 4, Subdivision (b) that is not in the draft amendment
language) County cannot place requirements/conditions on the video service including: Network
build-outs, timing of infrastructure, facilities; Pay to locate in ducts, conduits or on poles owned by
the county; or Pay an application document, license service or other unauthorized fee. The applicant
must file with the federal communications commission before offering video service (I’ll check to see
if there is an approval process federally) The license is transferable for either all or part of the service
area included in the license. The video service provider may terminate the license by notifying the
Clerk on a date that the license holder choses in compliance with Federal Law and provide at least 90
days before termination. Licenses may not exceed 10 years. Licenses may be extended by filing with
the Clerk at least one month before the expiration date and request an extension not to exceed 10
years. Counties may choose to monitor subscriber complaints regarding the video service provider. If
the video service provider does not offer service to at least one customer within 24 months the
license is revoked. Reports: The video service provider must submit bi-annual reports identifying
locations within the boundaries they are providing video service, the reports are required until all of
the areas within the license have access to services. The bill stipulates requirements for when the
report is submitted and that they are confidential. Revenue: License Fees for occupying or use of
highways within the county is based on gross revenue and must establish an ordinance that imposes
the license fee uniformly on all video service providers and holdover cable operators. Allows for an
audit of the books and records of a video service provider every three years to ensure payment of the
license fees are accurate. Gross revenue definition: 1.5% cap on bad debt currently in statute
removed Specifies if a video service provider bundles other services for a single discounted price they
must determine a single discounted price for the video service and non-video services that are
reasonable and supported by their financial records and the county must accept that as reasonable
an amount that is objective and verifiable based on the video service providers financial records.
Other fees are prohibited including charging application, permit, rental, construction or other fees.
Enforcement: Complaints filed with the Office of Administrative Hearings timing and process
prescribed and requires the Office of Administrative hearings establish rules to administer the
hearings. Specifies the time frame for when a complaint may be filed and notes that each party bears
its own attorney’s fees and costs. Permits The video service provider may be required to obtain a
construction, encroachment or occupancy permit for work, inspect the installation and construction
and limit installation on new aerial facilities. Maintains existing permitting timeframes established in

66

A.R.S. 11-1605. Allows for an emergency response/repair without prior approval. Notes: as
prescribed by 9-1414, Subsection B, Paragraph 4, Subdivision (b) however there is no such section
that I could find.
HB 2479 TPT; digital gods and services
Bill Summary: Creates parameters for determining the taxable status of digital goods and services at
the state and local levels. This bill exempts certain goods that are transferred electronically from the
retail TPT classification.
o Final Status: Held in Senate Appropriations Committee
HB 2602 running nodes; blockchain; regulation prohibition
Bill summary: 1. Defines running a node on blockchain technology as delivering the computerized
processing power to confirm or encrypt transactions in the blockchain. (Sec. 1, 2) 2. Declares that
regulating the act of running a node on blockchain technology in a person’s residence is of statewide
concern and prohibits further regulation by any city, town or county. (Sec. 1, 2) 3. Prohibits a city,
town or county from impeding a person running a node on blockchain technology
in a residence. (Sec. 1, 2)
o Final Status: Signed by the Governor on 04/12/18
o Chaptered Version
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