Ward 6 Staff

Ward 6 Newsletter
Steve Kozachik

Ann Charles

Diana Amado

Amy Stabler

Tucson First

December 27, 2016

In this issue…
Forums and Events ...........................................................................................
January - Capital Needs ...................................................................................
February - Water Security ................................................................................
March - Local Rights .......................................................................................
April - Broadway Expansion ............................................................................
May - Greyhounds and Roadrunners ...............................................................
June - Structural Balance .................................................................................
July - Gun Violence .........................................................................................
August - Flooding ............................................................................................
September - Code Enforcement .......................................................................
October - SB1487 .............................................................................................
November - Historic Landmark Rezonings .....................................................
December - Back to Capital Needs ..................................................................

1
3
4
5
6
7
8
9
10
12
13
14
15

Final 2016 Newsletter – Year in Review
For the past few years, I’ve used my
last December newsletter to look back
and review the many issues we’ve
addressed in each month of the year
just completed. We handle a lot that’s
important, and it’s easy to forget
where we’ve been. The review sets
the stage for continued work on many
of these issues as we enter a new
calendar year.
2016 was busy, and we made multiple key decisions. Many of those will have
carryover effects in 2017 and beyond. Join me in this retrospective. It demonstrates
that these Council jobs are about items that directly impact the quality of life of not
only every resident of the city, but in many cases of the region.

Alison Miller

Caroline Lee

Forums and Events
To demonstrate the variety of complex issues we deal with at the Ward 6 office, it’s
helpful to review the many forums and large community events I’ve either
sponsored or taken an active role in facilitating. Here’s a sampling of those from
2016.
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Continued: A Message From Steve
Arizona Sonora Border Project (ArSoBo) – We sponsored a community discussion at the
Loft to highlight the important cross-border work of ArSoBo and the University of
Arizona as they team up to provide medical services to the needy in Sonora. With talk of
reforms to our own health care system under a new administration, the ability to point to a
model that works as well as this one does may become an important part of the health care
narrative.
Under the Gun – This screening of Under the Gun at the Loft was one of several gun
safety events in which I participated. The theme was the ease with which people can buy
weapons without any screening or a background check. I had worked with some of the
documentary’s filmmakers and was pleased to share those experiences with the audience
that attended the screening.
Wear Orange @ Presidio Plaza – Many of us gathered downtown to commemorate Wear
Orange Day. The speakers, myself included, pointed to the need for ongoing perseverance
in the battle for rational gun safety laws. In 2016, I also initiated the “half-staff” item in
my newsletter. Its intent is to show the regularity with which people are losing their lives
due to gun violence. Wear Orange is a reminder to keep up the fight on behalf of those
victims.
Muhammad Ali – In the aftermath of Ali’s death last summer, I was happy to organize an
interfaith and interracial memorial event at the Islamic Center of Tucson (ICT). Pastor
Grady Scott, Bryan Davis, leadership from the ICT, and the mayor all came to share
remarks on the impact Ali had on not only each of us as individuals, but on our society in
general.
Tucson Greyhound Park Closure Event – In June – on the last day of live racing out at
TGP – hundreds of us who had been working to see that happen joined together at The
Shelter on Grant Road to celebrate on behalf of the ‘hounds. Several attendees brought
their rescues to join we of the two-legged breed.
Homeownership Fair – Jonathan and I joined with representatives from the University of
Arizona, several lending institutions, the Industrial Development Authority, and a number
of near-campus neighborhoods to present new funding incentives and options for people
looking to move from renting into home ownership. The hope was to affect the heavilyskewed rental percentages we’re seeing near campus and help stabilize those
neighborhoods.
End of Life Forum – Joining forces with Compassion and Choices, I was honored to
facilitate a panel discussion on medical aid in dying at the Duval Auditorium on the
Banner UMC campus. We had presenters from both sides of this very tough issue, as well
as the sister of a lady with ALS who chose to self-medicate and end her life. Compassion
and Choices is working for a state law in Arizona to allow doctors to prescribe meds to
terminal patients to accelerate their inevitable deaths.
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Do Not Resist – In another Loft event, we held a screening of the film Do Not Resist and
followed it up with a panel presentation on police/civilian interactions. All year we saw
video clips in the media about how too many of those go south. We had Chief Magnus,
Doris Snowden (NAACP), and Alessandra Soler (ACLU) all engaged in this timely
discussion.
Miss Sloane – This film depicts the NRA’s influence on legislators and efforts to try to
uncover the impacts that has. Joining me in speaking to the audience before the screening
was the father of a young guy who was killed in the Aurora, Colorado movie theater
shooting. Very little, if any, progress has been made legislatively since then. (See below
though – we’ve done some good work on gun safety locally.)
Post-Election Forum – Catherine Tornbom (Center for Community Dialogue) and I pulled
together this event in the aftermath of the November election. Temple Emanu-El hosted a
crowd of over one hundred to engage in a community conversation about how we lower the
rhetoric and move forward, even recognizing how divided we are in terms of ideology.
We’re working on ideas for a follow-up event.
St. Mark’s Sandy Hook Vigil – On the fourth anniversary of the Sandy Hook shootings,
Pastor Bart Smith and Pastor Lesley Abrams presented this service in memory of the
victims. I was very honored to be asked to open the evening with comments on where we
are in Arizona, and in Tucson in particular, in the arena of gun safety legislation. Sadly,
we’ve got a long way to go.
Standing alone, that list reflects the wide
variety of issues my staff and I have grabbed
onto in just this past year. It’s our
Tucson’s Birthday
commitment to you that as long as I hold
this position, I’ll be willing to engage these
hard issues, and importantly, to try to bridge
the gaps that too often keep members of the
city from sitting together and sorting out our
differences in ways that reflect who we are
as residents of Tucson.
January
I’ve told people that we’ve been talking
about our capital needs list for a long time.
In fact, a serious discussion of fire and
police vehicles and the need for road repair
was a big part of what we were addressing
way back in January. It culminated in a
December vote – later in this newsletter.
I shared these tables in an earlier newsletter.
It validates the importance of finding
funding sources to upgrade our fire fleet.
Police needs are equally as valid and urgent.
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When we polled to get a sense of your priorities, these were the results:

As we began calendar year ’16, these capital needs were front and center. I wrote about it
not only in January, but regularly throughout the year.
February
Water security was another reoccurring theme throughout the year. In February, I wrote
about a few related topics. Those included the Governor’s Water Augmentation Council,
some pending water-related legislation, and I co-authored a guest piece for the Star with
Madeline Kiser from the Community Water Coalition that touched on the need for
conservation-minded groups to have a seat at the water policy making table.
These images tell
the story better than
anyone can with
words. In February,
we had state
legislators pushing
bills that would
have allowed
communities to opt
out of
demonstrating longterm water supply
availability when
considering massive
new developments,
and force them to
review water
security policies
every five years.
Both passed the
state legislature, and
both were
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thankfully vetoed by Ducey.
The theme in February continues today. That is, we have a Governor’s Water Augmentation
Council, the membership of which is not inclusive of conservation or a balanced set of
voices. And Lake Mead continues to see declines in water level. That impacts our allocation
of CAP water. Ultimately, it could also impact seemingly unrelated areas such as the cost of
electricity.
As with each of the issues I’m sharing in this retrospective, this item was not a one-time
shout-out. I will continue updating you on the challenges posed by this critical topic and the
progress we make on it. Why?

March
Here’s another item that remained important
throughout the year. In March, we saw the
beginning of the war on cities by the state
Tucson’s
Birthday
legislature, which has ended up in litigation on
multiple fronts. (See October.)
We saw the obligatory gun laws being
proposed in Phoenix. They included membership in a multi-state compact that would have
required the concurrence of the other states in the compact before we could change our gun
laws; allowing former cops to carry guns into bars; prohibiting checks through a federal
database for private gun sales; and banning any future federal firearms laws from being
enforced in Arizona. We’ll likely see more of the same this coming session.
Add to that list the bill which threatened action against localities if they adopted paid time
off ordinances (currently Proposition 206, which allows for this, is being challenged by the
Chamber of Commerce), preventing localities from collecting taxes on short term rentals,
the water and gun bills I mentioned, and a bill pre-empting our ability to pass local antipuppy mill ordinances. It’s all about the state wanting to exert its influence on localities.
History lesson: Before the Arizona Constitution was adopted, cities were fully subordinate
to the territory. But in 1910, decisions at a state constitutional convention placed the
governance of local issues as close to the people impacted as possible. Several new
provisions were adopted to take control out of the hands of the state and give the people
their due voice. These are things we take for granted such as a secret ballots, referendum,
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initiative, direct primaries, and recall elections. Today, we see challenges to much of what
was ratified over 100 years ago in Arizona – challenges brought by the state legislature and
aimed at localities.
March was the start of this past year’s focus on guarding our local rights. It culminated in
SB1487. More on that below.
April
In April, the Mayor and Council voted to move forward with the 30% alignment of the
Broadway Boulevard expansion. We held some very well-attended and very contentious
public meetings on the topic. We’re still sorting out the impacts and deciding how we can
make the best of that vote as we move forward.
I had written a guest piece for the Star in which I supported moving forward with the
design process. What that editorial did not suggest in any fashion though was concurrence
with the result of that process. How could it? None of us had seen it.
Broadway was a 2006 RTA project that even at that time was based on flawed traffic data.
This graph shows how long it will take to return even to the counts we saw back in the
early part of the century:

The data didn’t matter, and the vote was to expand the roadway according to the RTA/city
project team model. At risk now are multiple privately owned properties along the
corridor.
Take a look at the top of the next page. These seven properties lay along the southern
boundary of the Rincon Heights neighborhood. There’s a study showing the costs
associated with moving them. I think estimates in the study are lowballed. In November, I
was able to get Rio Nuevo into the conversation in a way that may open new discussions
and preserve some of the properties that are now at risk due to the April vote. My sense is
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that this whole episode will yield a long memory when it comes to renewing the RTA. On
top of that, we have important local initiatives coming. We’ll see how people connect the
dots.
May
I’m going to combine two somewhat ‘animal-related’ items for May. On June 25th, Tucson
Greyhound Park ran its last live greyhound race. As I mentioned in the opening section,
many of us gathered at The Shelter to celebrate freedom for the dogs. But the stage was set
with the adoption of state legislation, signed by Ducey in May.

Tucson’s Birthday

The deplorable condition inside the
kennels was well-documented, as were
the injuries and deaths out on the track.
While there are national advocates such
as Grey2K working to shut down this
industry, it was really the work of the
local folks who kept me apprised of
‘intel’ coming from the track that made
the difference. Their information
allowed me to be a conduit to the media,
and ultimately to smile when the
lobbyists for the track owners admitted
they were just tired of all the negative

attention they were receiving in the press.
Finally, the state legislature did the right thing. It stopped rolling over to the gaming lobby
and passed the law that freed these gentle animals from the conditions in which they
suffered at the track. Rescues are still sorting through the aftermath, but the site is now
shuttered, which is a good thing.
In May, we also signed a long-term contract with the American Hockey League Tucson
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Roadrunners. There were a lot of people who
worked hard to get the deal done. Those
included Elaine Becherer from the City
Manager’s Office, SMG, our arena operator, the
City Attorney’s Office, Rio Nuevo, Swaim and
Associates, and the City Manager.
For many, I was a bit of a thorn in the side. The original contract proposal was flawed and
damaging to the interests of the city. But in the end, after some tough conversations with
our new partners, we have deal points that make sense for Tucson taxpayers. And for
hockey fans.

Here’s a summary of the final agreement, as I reported in my May 23rd newsletter:
We’re all hoping the sport will catch on and the Roadrunners will hit their attendance
targets. As the novelty wears off and marketing work ramps up, we’ll see how Tucson
responds. Past experiences haven’t been positive, but this is a better brand of hockey. I’m
pleased to have them as an anchor tenant at the TCC.
June
In June we passed a structurally balanced budget. That means we didn’t rely on one-time
fixes to make our revenues and expenditures line up. It was the first time that we have
achieved this since I began doing this in 2009 – and as a result, it was the first time I voted
in support of a budget that the Mayor and Council passed.
The structural balance is for our operations, as distinguished from capital needs (see
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January and December). But it’s a big deal to
bond rating agencies, and it’s a big deal from
the standpoint of being able to stand before
you and point to what in your household
would represent a balanced checkbook at the
end of the month.
We owe much of the credit for this to city
staff at all levels. They rolled up their
sleeves, joined together, and bought into the
theme “One City, One Team.” When people
build silos and defend turf, progress is really difficult. It’s still difficult when everyone rows
in the same direction, but the result was our ability to unanimously approve our FY’17
budget as a unified team.
We’ll have new challenges when we start back to budget talks after the first of the year. But
we’ll have this success to build on. We will also have this success to point to as the critical
conversation related to capital needs continues.
July
Note that four of the forums and events I mentioned in the opening section of this newsletter
were directly related to gun deaths. There were others I could have added related to that
issue. Several hundred of us gathered on 4th Avenue in the aftermath of the Orlando Pulse
nightclub shooting. There was a dance vigil I spoke at shortly thereafter, too. While not an
event, I worked with TPD and community partners Mike Humphrey and Susan Gamble to
create the Pullover Protocol stickers we’re now distributing from the office. We’re involved
in multiple lawsuits related to guns. And in July, I brought a change to our Tucson
Tucson’s Birthday
Convention Center (TCC) policies related to the sale of guns to the Mayor and Council.
At the time, we already had a background check requirement in place for all gun sales
taking place at the TCC. In July, I asked the Mayor and Council to include new language to
prohibit the sale of any weapon capable of firing more than 10 rounds without reloading, or
any clip or magazine capable of holding more than 10 rounds of ammunition. By passing
this change unanimously, we’re the only governing body in the state to have enacted such a
prohibition.

In each of these mass
shootings, the murderer
used some form of what
we made it illegal to sell
at the TCC.
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You can buy one of these out of the trunk of
a car in Tucson, cash and carry with no
questions asked. You cannot buy one at the
TCC any longer.
The NRA and gun lobbyists will be ramping
up their work now that a significantly
different administration is in power. Our
work at the local level to enact what we can
under the law to protect the public from gun
violence needs to remain a focus. It will be
for me.
August
Earlier, I wrote that many of the issues I’m covering have legs. They weren’t one-time
issues, but will continue to be things we have to address over time. In July, after some
particularly hard monsoon rains, many homes and businesses in midtown were flooded
out. I began looking into funding options for mitigation, and in August I raised the issue
of how the Pima County Flood Control District’s (FCD) funds are being spent.
Specifically, I asked whether Tucson residents – each a county resident and paying
regularly into the FCD fund – were getting their money’s worth. I believe the answer is
clearly ‘no.’
This is an image of the list of projects I presented to staff back in August. It’s from a 1995
report that was done with the intent of identifying projects necessary to protect the homes
and businesses of Tucsonans.
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Of the 47, only six were completely done.
Every property owner in Tucson is paying into the Flood Control District. Some of the
members of that body will suggest that its purview is only regional scale flood related
projects. We see that happening in the Rillito right now with the clear-cutting of vegetation
in the name of ‘sediment removal.’ Note to FCD members who think the projects shown
above are ‘stormwater’ and not ‘flood’ work: people’s homes and businesses were flooded.
Tucson’s Birthday
They’re flood projects.
Last week, we had an agenda item to begin talking about the formation of a new stormwater
taxing district for the city. A few of us wondered aloud why we’d even consider such a
thing when we’ve been drawing the short straw in the taxing district we’ve already got in
place. Until we have a clear answer on how you all as city residents will get your fair share
of the money you’re already investing in stormwater projects through the FCD, I suspect we
won’t be seeing the agenda cluttered up with notions of forming a new taxing district any
time soon.
Being a player at the table with a voice that matches our role in the region is mandatory. It
hasn’t happened. We also have the Army Corps of Engineers talking about clearing out
Arroyo Chico and laying cement on the banks. Nobody who lives close to it wants to see
that happen. The threat is that if we don’t allow them to come in and do the work, other
funding sources will be placed at risk. Sound familiar? We’re hearing that from both the
feds and the state – both largely led by conservatives who espouse the notion of limited
government and local control.
More on the FCD to come. Last summer was the beginning of what will be a new narrative
in this region. Watch for coverage this week on KVOA and in the Star.
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September
If the attendance at our September presentation by the City of Mesa’s Code Enforcement
folks was any indication, quality of life as it relates to neighborhood preservation is a big
deal to you. And my inbox is also an indication of that.
Code enforcement relates to the presentation of our neighborhoods. Whether in the form
of junked motor vehicles, excessive weeds, orphan furniture, or another form of visual
blight, every resident in the community has the right to not have to live around people
who will simply trash the aesthetic of the area. That’s why we have codes in place.
Getting them enforced in a way that brings the incidents to closure has been the challenge.
In September, we cohosted with TRRG (Tucson Residents for Responsive Government) a
visit from Mesa’s code enforcement staff. We chose them because they’ve had
particularly good results with some of their policies. We wanted to learn what tools they
have in place that we might not.
One of the bottlenecks in our system is the processes involved when cases get into our
court system. In Mesa, they hire an outside contractor to deal with code enforcement
issues. Here’s the scope of work they use:

Because of Charter language, we can’t do the independent consultant in the same way that
Mesa does, but we’re exploring similar options.
Mesa also has software that makes their enforcement arm more efficient than ours has the
ability to be. That’s not a criticism of our workers, but it is an indictment on the gear we
give them to work with. The same is true of their access to vehicles on a reliable basis.
Built into their independent contractor hearing officer system, Mesa also has more
aggressive fines associated with their regulations than we do. Their fines range up to
$1,500 for certain offenses, and their enforcers have door hangers that outline all of the
potential areas in which a property owner may come into violation. We got copies of those
and shared them with our staff after the September presentation.
One of the things that I have, like, zero tolerance for is holding meetings, taking people’s
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time, and doing nothing with the information we learn – that is to the extent the information
is worth anything. The information we got from the Mesa presentation was worth
something. On Wednesday, January 18th, I’ll present what we’re ‘doing’ with the ideas we
got from Mesa to TRRG. We won’t be able to implement all of it, but certainly there are
pieces we can use to make us more effective at what we do in your neighborhoods.
Note to city manager staff – I know some of you read this. Remind him that I’ll be making
this presentation on the 18th. I’ve already asked for a progress report to use during that
meeting. I also know some TRRG folks read this. We’re all accountable for a good reportout to the group on that date. Three months is plenty of time to demonstrate the meeting in
September wasn’t just taking up people’s time for no particular reason.
October
On October 13th we received this notice from the city attorney. And we were off to court.

Tucson’s Birthday

This is the now well-publicized SB1487 lawsuit. I should say “lawsuits” since we’re in both
the state supreme court and in state superior court. Rep. Mark Finchem feels the state should
be able to dictate how we dispose of property the city owns – at least when the object in
question is a gun. We have a Charter which has been recognized by the courts as our local
constitution since 1910. Unless the state can show there’s some compelling reason for them
to meddle in our affairs on a given topic, they need to, well butt out.
We have had an ordinance in place for over a decade that lays out the procedures we follow
when disposing of property that comes into our possession. That’s all sorts of property.
Guns included. Evidently, some of the legislature feels what happens in Tucson shouldn’t
stay in Tucson when it comes to breaking a gun. So they passed SB1487 – a bill that trashes
the constitution, but one which they felt was necessary to use as a ‘stick’ to hold ‘over a
recalcitrant municipality.’ That was from former state senator Biggs. Ducey echoed the
sentiment in his state of the state address last year. This lawsuit was planned well in
advance.
Finchem and Ducey seem to think how we adopt our budget and spend our money should
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be under the control of the state. Note the July item above. We’re structurally balanced.
Nothing about our budgeting process is of statewide concern. We have a right to selfgovernance. That’s a part of what we’re arguing in both the supreme and superior courts.
We also have plenty of ammunition with which to point with respect to how grossly
unconstitutional SB1487 is. Here’s the irony. Small, limited government legislators like
Finchem feel that the result of a single legislator filing a complaint like the one shown
above should have the force of law to place over $100M in Tucson taxpayer funds at risk
– without any demonstration that our ordinance violates the law. So yes, we’re off to
court, and it began in October.
November
In the past couple of years we’ve enacted zoning
changes on three historic landmark properties.
Those were Valley of the Moon, Broadway
Village, and the Voorhees-Pattison House in
Colonia Solana. That’s the one shown in the
picture above. Each of them turned into a heavy
lift, largely due to the process we had in place to
achieve the new designation. In November, we
streamlined it, making way for less contentious
and likely less lengthy rezonings on historic landmark properties in the future.
When a property owner assumes the historic landmark designation on his or her property,
it’s much like a deed restriction, voluntarily entered into. With the landmark zoning
attached to the structure, the owner is obligated to maintaining the integrity of the exterior
of the building in a way that preserves its historic status. Not every building is eligible.
First, the Tucson-Pima County Historic Plans Review Subcommittee determines whether
or not the building qualifies. Then the actual rezoning process starts.
In non-historic landmark rezonings, we very often hear legitimate concerns over how the
property under review is being used and how it’s impacting the surrounding area. Those
concerns, while germane to a regular rezoning, aren’t at issue when a property is taking on
self-imposed restrictions related to exterior improvements and maintenance. What we
accomplished in our change of policy was to call out a bifurcated zoning examiner
decision. That is, there will be one part of the decision that speaks directly to whether or
not the property qualifies for historic landmark status. That’s the determinative portion of
the decision. Then, if issues related to the use of the property are raised during the public
process, the zoning examiner will address those as well. That second portion of the
decision should serve as notice to the council member
involved to engage with the property owners and work
to resolve the concerns. But those aren’t the factors that
determine landmark eligibility status.
It was really the concerns raised by residents living
close to Valley of the Moon that got this change
moving forward. When we heard similar issues come
up during both the Broadway Village and Voorhees-
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Pattison public hearings, we felt it was in the long-term best interest of preserving historic
stock throughout the community to review how we were doing these rezonings.
The changes preserve a very public and inclusive process. If there are ongoing issues related
to how a property affects surrounding residents, those will be made a part of the record. But
the real decision as to historic landmark status will be based on the very specific eligibility
criteria, which will now be split out in the zoning examiner’s report.
December
And back to where we began the year. Talking about capital needs.
On December 26th, the opening line in the Star article on the roads question read this way:
“The City of Tucson wants to put another $100M into city streets over the next five years,
and the Tucson City Council is again asking area residents to pay for it.” Of course ‘area
residents’ will pay for it. The City doesn’t print money. The conversation will be about
priorities and investing in our infrastructure needs. Intimating that we’d have options other
than taxpayer funds is an unfortunate media angle that’s both unhelpful, and seems aimed at
trying to inaccurately frame the discussion to come.

Tucson’s Birthday

On December 20th we voted unanimously to place a question asking you to approve a half
cent increase in sales taxes on the May 16 ballot. The money would yield about $50M per
year. It will go to a combination of public safety needs and to fixing our roads.
The chart shown above lists various funding sources, and in the far right hand column it
shows our combined capital needs. The revenues don’t come close to matching the needs.
We’re asking if you want to invest an extra approximately $3 per month to take care of
needed police and fire equipment, and to take care of the roads. If you say ‘yes,’ cool –
we’ll have identified the funding source. If you say ‘no,’ then we’ll roll that conversation
into our upcoming budget talks.
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The package that’ll go to the voters will be weighted 60 percent in favor of public safety
and 40 percent in favor of roads, though I’d have preferred 50/50. The roadway piece will
be weighted 60 percent in favor of arterials, collectors, and sub-collectors, versus 40
percent for residential streets. That’s a good balance, especially with our having tossed
‘sub-collectors’ into the major road portion. Those are the ‘spine’ streets that cut through
your neighborhood at approximately quarter mile increments. Examples are Waverly,
Treat, Blacklidge, and Plumber.
The package, as it now stands, will sunset in five years. I’d have preferred to not sunset
the roads portion, and to extend public safety out to a seven year sunset. But we heard
from regional partners such as the RTA and SALC that they wanted us to give them a
crack at extending the RTA – this time with a road repair component – and to sunset our
tax increase in five years. While I don’t think that’s in our own best interest, I was willing
to go along with that vote in order to ensure their full support for our package in May.
We’ll be keeping an ear to the ground to make sure we have it.
In the June portion of this retrospective I shared about our structurally balanced budget.
That’s for operations. It’s like having the money to spend on food and the water bill at
home. But you don’t have ready cash to fix the plumbing or the roof. Those sorts of
capital needs take other funding mechanisms. That’s the conversation we’ll be having
over the course of the next few months. Arriving at this point came out of the
conversations we had throughout 2016. We didn’t get here lightly.
So it was another busy year here in the Ward 6 office. I’ve already got some plans for the
upcoming year – all nestled in with my upcoming campaign for reelection in November of
2017. Lots of work on all fronts to come. I can assure you our Ward 6 team is looking
forward to continuing the work that’s reflected in this year in review with you.
Thanks very much for your support over the past year. I have a lot to be grateful for. That
includes my wonderful staff – best in the city – and of course my bride who is the
backbone of our 38 year marriage.
I believe we accomplished a lot of
good work together. I’m grateful for
your help along the way.
Sincerely,

Steve Kozachik
Council Member, Ward 6
Ward6@tucsonaz.gov

