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CITY OF PHOENIX
DEC 15 2025

Planning & Development

Submission Date Department

12/1/25
Name
Ravi Pal
Email

chatwithravi@gmail.com

Phone

(480) 239-9225

Address

2236 W Bonanza Ln, Phoenix, AZ

Zip Code
85085

Message to Planning Commission

[ support NorthPark and urge the Planning Commission to approve the project. NorthPark
creates jobs, new homes, schools, and businesses while protecting over 2,100 acres of open
space. The Innovation Corridor will bring high-quality jobs, and the preserved land keeps
our desert accessible for all. This project offers balanced, responsible growth for families
and future generations. Please approve NorthPark to move Phoenix forward.


mailto:chatwithravi@gmail.com
Sarah Stockham
Stamp


CITY OF PHOENIX
DEC 15 2025

Planning & Development

Submission Date Department

12/3/25
Name

June Palmer
Email

june@soldwithresults.com

Phone

(602) 750-0662

Address

5113 W Park View Ln, Glendale, AZ

Zip Code
85310

Message to Planning Commission

[ support NorthPark and urge the Planning Commission to approve the project. NorthPark
creates jobs, new homes, schools, and businesses while protecting over 2,100 acres of open
space. The Innovation Corridor will bring high-quality jobs, and the preserved land keeps
our desert accessible for all. This project offers balanced, responsible growth for families
and future generations. Please approve NorthPark to move Phoenix forward.


mailto:june@soldwithresults.com
Sarah Stockham
Stamp


CITY OF PHOENIX
DEC 15 2025

Planning & Development

Submission Date Department

12/3/25

Name

Matthew Leonard
Email

mleonard@levrose.com

Phone

(602) 369-7127

Address

3226 W Donatello Dr, Phoenix, AZ

Zip Code
85086

Message to Planning Commission

[ support NorthPark and urge the Planning Commission to approve the project. NorthPark
creates jobs, new homes, schools, and businesses while protecting over 2,100 acres of open
space. The Innovation Corridor will bring high-quality jobs, and the preserved land keeps
our desert accessible for all. This project offers balanced, responsible growth for families
and future generations. Please approve NorthPark to move Phoenix forward.


mailto:mleonard@levrose.com
Sarah Stockham
Stamp


\ 7000 N. 16th St Ste 120 #129

\ Phoenix, AZ 85020-5547
SHAN STRATEGIES £02.492 8890

www.shanstrategies.com

CiTY OF PHOENIX
December 4, 2025
DEC 15 2025
Phoenix City Council
200 W. Jefferson Street Planning & Development
Phoenix, AZ 85003 Department

Dear Mayor and Members of the City Council,

| am writing as Founder of Shan Strategies regarding NorthPark PUD and related General Plan amendments. Shan
Strategies follows local initiatives closely, particularly those that may influence regional education, workforce
development, and economic activity. We appreciate the Council’s thoughtful review of projects of this scale.

Planning materials indicate that NorthPark will include an Innovation Corridor that will augment our city’s growing
advanced manufacturing sector. Such sites typically support a wide range of skilled roles which rely on technical
training and advanced STEM backgrounds and often lead to long-term, stable career pathways. Institutions like
ours can contribute through technician-training programs, engineering internships, applied research, and
continuing-education offerings that help prepare and upskill our region’s workforce.

In addition, NorthPark’s focus on sustainable design and infrastructure, as well as regional connectivity, will be
crucial to our region’s long-term development.

For these reasons, Shan Strategies strongly supports the NorthPark planning and urges approval of the PUD and
related materials. Thank you for your continued service and for your careful consideration of projects that will
positively shape Phoenix’s future.

Sincerely,

Pearl Chang Esau
Founder and CEO
Shan Strategies


Sarah Stockham
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CITY OF PHOENIX

DEC 15 2025

Submission Date

12/5/25 Planning & Development
Department

Name
Linda Torres
Email

lindatorres7 @aol.com

Phone

(602) 595-7027

Address

27777 N Black Canyon Hwy #1124, Phoenix, AZ

Zip Code
85085

Message to Planning Commission

[ support NorthPark and urge the Planning Commission to approve the project. NorthPark
creates jobs, new homes, schools, and businesses while protecting over 2,100 acres of open
space. The Innovation Corridor will bring high-quality jobs, and the preserved land keeps
our desert accessible for all. This project offers balanced, responsible growth for families
and future generations. Please approve NorthPark to move Phoenix forward.


mailto:lindatorres7@aol.com
Sarah Stockham
Stamp


Submission Date
12/5/25

Name

Pat Davis

Email

patsplace@cox.net

Phone

(623) 256-8550

Address

5443 W Fallen Leaf Ln, Glendale, AZ

Zip Code
85310

Message to Planning Commission

CITY OF PHOENIX
DEC 15 2025

Planning & Development
Department

[ support NorthPark and urge the Planning Commission to approve the project. NorthPark

creates jobs, new homes, schools, and businesses while protecting over 2,100 acres of open

space. The Innovation Corridor will bring high-quality jobs, and the preserved land keeps

our desert accessible for all. This project offers balanced, responsible growth for families

and future generations. Please approve NorthPark to move Phoenix forward.


mailto:patsplace@cox.net
Sarah Stockham
Stamp


From: Cherie Walton

To: engage@az.gov; PDD North Gateway VPC; Adrian G Zambrano; Council District 1 PCC; Sarah Stockham; Racelle
Escolar; Mayor Gallego; Council District 2 PCC; Council District 3 PCC; Council District 4; Council District 5 PCC;
Council District 6 PCC; Council District 8 PCC

Subject: Support for Rezoning Case No. Z-139-24-1 & General Plan Amendment Case Nos. GPA-NG-1-24-1 & GPA-NG-2-
24-1
Date: Saturday, December 6, 2025 9:19:39 AM

Good morning,

My husband and I live in Stetson Valley. Our HOA is strongly opposed to Northpark; however, they did
not ask for homeowner opinions. The HOA's position does not reflect that of all of us who live here.

My husband and I strongly support the project as well as the housing, jobs, and economic benefits the
project will bring.

Thank you.

Cherie walton
5742 W Gambit Trl
Phoenix, AZ 85083


https://us-phishalarm-ewt.proofpoint.com/EWT/v1/LkjWUF49MRd51_ry!AGC2YPnjBYm145yXwQOHinKd5kHwdMqX-QJuHKVNKZXfFtQ0W0Nwy66WyXlwqqh2bYF6McpgKH4WVVIUxb5IK0tEf6jraHnxq6cJ_MeD7skyKzwT3plR5ZXCreGV34rvYmHQ$
mailto:cheriewalton@gmail.com
mailto:engage@az.gov
mailto:northgatewayvpc@phoenix.gov
mailto:adrian.zambrano@phoenix.gov
mailto:council.district.1@phoenix.gov
mailto:sarah.stockham@phoenix.gov
mailto:racelle.escolar@phoenix.gov
mailto:racelle.escolar@phoenix.gov
mailto:mayor.gallego@phoenix.gov
mailto:council.district.2@phoenix.gov
mailto:council.district.3@phoenix.gov
mailto:council.district.4@phoenix.gov
mailto:council.district.5@phoenix.gov
mailto:District6@phoenix.gov
mailto:council.district.8@phoenix.gov

Y

) GRAND CANYON UNIVERSITY

3300 West Camelback Road | Phaenix, Arizona 85017 | 602.639.7500 | Toll Free 800.800.9776 | www.gcu.edu

CITY OF PHOENIX

December 10, 2025 DEC 15 2025
Phoenix City Council Planning & Development
200 W. Jefferson Street Department

Phoenix, AZ 85003
Dear Mayor and Members of the City Council,

I am writing regarding the NorthPark PUD and related General Plan amendments. Grand
Canyon University follows local initiatives closely, particularly those that may influence
regional education, workforce development, and economic activity. We appreciate the
Council’s thoughtful review of projects of this scale.

Planning materials indicate that NorthPark will include an Innovation Corridor that will
augment our city’s growing advanced manufacturing sector. Such sites typically support a
wide range of skilled roles which rely on technical training and advanced STEM
backgrounds and often lead to long-term, stable career pathways. Institutions like ours
can contribute through engineering internships, applied research, customized training
programs, and continuing-education offerings that help prepare and upskill our region’s
workforce.

In addition, NorthPark’s focus on sustainable design and infrastructure, as well as regional
connectivity, will be crucial to our region’s long-term development.

For these reasons, Grand Canyon University strongly supports the NorthPark planning and

urges approval of the PUD and related materials. Thank you for your continued service and

for your careful consideration of projects like Northpark that will positively shape Phoenix’s
future.

Sincerely,

e

Brian Mueller
President, Grand Canyon University


Sarah Stockham
Stamp


CITY OF PHOENIX

DEC 11 2025
M A R I Co PA Planning & Development
COMMUNITY COLLEGES Department

12/10/2025

Phoenix City Council
200 W. Jefferson Street
Phoenix, AZ 85003

Dear Mayor and Members of the City Council,

I am writing as the Vice Chancellor for Workforce & Economic Development for the
Maricopa County Community College District (MCCCD) regarding the NorthPark PUD and
related General Plan amendments. Our institution follows local initiatives closely,
particularly those that may influence regional education, workforce development, and
economic activity. We appreciate the Council’s thoughtful review of projects of this scale.

Planning materials indicate that NorthPark will include an Innovation Corridor that will
augment our city’s and county’s growing advanced manufacturing sector. Such sites
typically support a wide range of skilled roles which rely on technical training and advanced
STEM backgrounds and often lead to long-term, stable career pathways. Institutions like
ours can contribute through technician-training programs, engineering internships, applied
research, and continuing-education offerings that help prepare and upskill our region’s
workforce.

In addition, NorthPark’s focus on sustainable design and infrastructure, as well as regional
connectivity, will be crucial to our region’s long-term development.

For these reasons, MCCCD strongly supports the NorthPark planning and urges approval of
the PUD and related materials. Thank you for your continued service and for your careful
consideration of projects like NorthPark that will positively shape Phoenix’s future.

Sincerely,
Vablurea %m

Valerie Jones

MARICOPA COMMUNITY COLLEGES

Vice Chancellor

Workforce and Economic Development | External Affairs



CIiTY OF PHOENIX

DEC 15 2025
Phoenix City Council Planning & Development
200 W. Jefferson Street Department

Phoenix, AZ 85003

NorthPark Planned Community District (Case Nos. Z-139-24-1, GPA-NG-1-24-1, GPA-NG-2-24-1)
North Gateway Village Planning Committee and Phoenix City Council:

As a business owner in North Phoenix, I’'m writing in full support of the proposed NorthPark
development (PUD Rezone Case No. Z-139-24-1). This project represents smart, balanced
growth that will support our local economy, attract new talent, and strengthen our community
for the long term.

They are proposing a first-class development that will create jobs and tax revenue for the city,
create diverse housing options which will mean more customers for local businesses, protect
open space, and establish an Innovation Corridor to support our growing tech industry.

Phoenix needs forward-looking projects like this to remain competitive — not just regionally,
but nationally.

| encourage the North Gateway Village, the Phoenix Planning Commission, and the Phoenix City
Council to approve this request.

Cﬁ?&b(’ 7\/m Son
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Busines Name

3730 W heppy \elley 2o (65 Grlendele, Ao 8530

Address [ city/state/zip

Telephone and/or email address
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CIiTY OF PHOENIX
DEC 15 2025

Planning & Development
Phoenix City Council Department
200 W. Jefferson Street
Phoenix, AZ 85003

NorthPark Planned Community District (Case Nos. Z-139-24-1, GPA-NG-1-24-1, GPA-NG-2-24-1)
North Gateway Village Planning Committee and Phoenix City Council:

As a business owner in North Phoenix, I’'m writing in full support of the proposed NorthPark
development (PUD Rezone Case No. Z-139-24-1). This project represents smart, balanced
growth that will support our local economy, attract new talent, and strengthen our community
for the long term.

They are proposing a first-class development that will create jobs and tax revenue for the city,
create diverse housing options which will mean more customers for local businesses, protect

open space, and establish an Innovation Corridor to support our growing tech industry.

Phoenix needs forward-looking projects like this to remain competitive — not just regionally,
but nationally.

| encourage the North Gateway Village, the Phoenix Planning Commission, and the Phoenix City
Council toc approve this request.

T P

Name

KC"\ s q\>'O R’Q

Busine\s, Name

3870 wiewyueney B Cenduie A2 352\0

Address City/State/Zip

Sagc @ VAo PKe . com
Telephone and/or email address
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CITY OF PHOENIX

DEC 15 2025
Phoenix City Council Planning & Development
200 W. Jefferson Street Department

Phoenix, AZ 85003

NorthPark Planned Community District (Case Nos. Z-139-24-1, GPA-NG-1-24-1, GPA-NG-2-24-1)
North Gateway Village Planning Committee and Phoenix City Council:

As a business owner in North Phoenix, I'm writing in full support of the proposed NorthPark
development (PUD Rezone Case No. Z-139-24-1). This project represents smart, balanced
growth that will support our local economy, attract new talent, and strengthen our community
for the long term.

They are proposing a first-class development that will create jobs and tax revenue for the city,
create diverse housing options which will mean more customers for local businesses, protect

open space, and establish an Innovation Corridor to support our growing tech industry.

Phoenix needs forward-looking projects like this to remain competitive — not just regionally,
but nationally.

| encourage the North Gateway Village, the Phoenix Planning Commission, and the Phoenix City
Council to approve this request.

o Thde

Name

gcwbb'nos 5?3 ,4'5 Gl
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% Arizona State
University

December 15, 2025

Phoenix City Council
200 W. Jefferson Street
Phoenix, AZ 85003

Dear Mayor Gallego and Members of the City Council:

| am writing as President of Arizona State University regarding the NorthPark PUD and
related General Plan amendments. Our institution follows local initiatives closely,
particularly those that may influence regional education, workforce development, and
economic activity. We appreciate the Council’s thoughtful review of projects of this
scale.

Planning materials indicate that NorthPark will include an Innovation Corridor that will
augment our city’s growing advanced manufacturing sector. Such sites typically support
a wide range of skilled roles which rely on technical training and advanced STEM
backgrounds and often lead to long-term, stable career pathways. ASU is already and
will continue to contribute through technician-training programs, engineering internships
and co-ops, applied research, and continuing-education offerings that help prepare and
upskill our region’s workforce.

In addition, NorthPark’s focus on sustainable design and infrastructure, as well as
regional connectivity, will be crucial to our region’s long-term development. We aim to
support these efforts through our Global Futures Laboratory and Ira A. Fulton Schools
of Engineering.

For these reasons, ASU strongly supports the NorthPark planning and urges approval
of the PUD and related materials. Thank you for your continued service and for your
careful consideration of projects like Northpark that will positively shape Phoenix’s
future.

Sincerely,

ikl b

Michael M. Crow
President

Office of the President

PO Box 877705, Tempe AZ 85287-7705 | 300 E University Dr., Tempe AZ 85281
p: 480-965-8972 f: 480-965-0865 president.asu.edu



CITY OF PHOENIX
DEC 15 2025

Planning & Development

ix Ci i > ent
Phoenix City Council Departm

200 W. Jefferson Street
Phoenix, AZ 85003

NorthPark Planned Community District (Case Nos. Z-139-24-1, GPA-NG-1-24-1, GPA-NG-2-24-1)
North Gateway Village Planning Committee and Phoenix City Council:

As a business owner in North Phoenix, I’'m writing in full support of the proposed NorthPark
development (PUD Rezone Case No. Z-139-24-1). This project represents smart, balanced
growth that will support our local economy, attract new talent, and strengthen our community
for the long term.

They are proposing a first-class development that will create jobs and tax revenue for the city,
create diverse housing options which will mean more customers for local businesses, protect

open space, and establish an Innovation Corridor to support our growing tech industry.

Phoenix needs forward-looking projects like this to remain competitive — not just regionally,
but nationally.

| encourage the North Gateway Village, the Phoenix Planning Commission, and the Phoenix City
Council to approve this request.
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CITY OF PHOENIX
DEC 16 2025

Submission Date Planning & Development
12/15/25 DEPBFT]T‘I&‘I"IT
Name

Heather Henderson

Email

benandheatherh@gmail.com

Address

1818 W Sleepy Ranch Rd, Phoenix, AZ

Zip Code
85085

Message to Phoenix City Council

[ respectfully ask the Phoenix City Council to approve the NorthPark project. NorthPark
thoughtfully combines new housing, schools, and neighborhood amenities with the
permanent preservation of over 2,100 acres of Sonoran Desert open space, ensuring that
families have both places to live and places to explore nature. Its Innovation Corridor will
attract quality employers and high-wage jobs, helping strengthen Phoenix’s economy while
keeping our desert landscape accessible and protected for future generations. Please vote
in favor of the NorthPark project.


mailto:benandheather.h@gmail.com
Sarah Stockham
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CITY OF PHOENIX
DEC 16 2025

Submission Date Planning & Development
12/15/25 Department
Name

Jennie VanderLeest

Email

jen@vandohomes.com

Phone

(602) 410-5137

Address

35311 N Via Tramonto, Phoenix, AZ

Zip Code
85086

Message to Phoenix City Council

[ respectfully ask the Phoenix City Council to approve the NorthPark project. NorthPark
thoughtfully combines new housing, schools, and neighborhood amenities with the
permanent preservation of over 2,100 acres of Sonoran Desert open space, ensuring that
families have both places to live and places to explore nature. Its Innovation Corridor will
attract quality employers and high-wage jobs, helping strengthen Phoenix’s economy while
keeping our desert landscape accessible and protected for future generations. Please vote
in favor of the NorthPark project.


mailto:jen@vandohomes.com
Sarah Stockham
Stamp


CITY OF PHOENIX
DEC 16 2025

Submission Date Planning & Development
12/15/25 S Al
Name

Rylan Black

Email

rylanblack1994@gmail.com

Phone

(602) 810-2612

Address

2605 W Dove Valley Rd, Apt. 215, Phoenix, AZ

Zip Code
85085

Message to Phoenix City Council

[ respectfully ask the Phoenix City Council to approve the NorthPark project. NorthPark
thoughtfully combines new housing, schools, and neighborhood amenities with the
permanent preservation of over 2,100 acres of Sonoran Desert open space, ensuring that
families have both places to live and places to explore nature. Its Innovation Corridor will
attract quality employers and high-wage jobs, helping strengthen Phoenix’s economy while
keeping our desert landscape accessible and protected for future generations. Please vote
in favor of the NorthPark project.


mailto:rylanblack1994@gmail.com
Sarah Stockham
Stamp


CITY OF PHOENIX
DEC 16 2025

Submission Date Planning & Development
12/15/25 S Al
Name

Sharon Garcia

Email

winding rose@yahoo.com

Phone

(623) 396-8340

Address

34709 N 22nd Ln, Phoenix, AZ

Zip Code
85086

Message to Phoenix City Council

[ respectfully ask the Phoenix City Council to approve the NorthPark project. NorthPark
thoughtfully combines new housing, schools, and neighborhood amenities with the
permanent preservation of over 2,100 acres of Sonoran Desert open space, ensuring that
families have both places to live and places to explore nature. Its Innovation Corridor will
attract quality employers and high-wage jobs, helping strengthen Phoenix’s economy while
keeping our desert landscape accessible and protected for future generations. Please vote
in favor of the NorthPark project.


mailto:winding_rose@yahoo.com
Sarah Stockham
Stamp


CITY OF PHOENIX
DEC 16 2025

Submission Date Planning & Development
12/15/25 S Al
Name

Toddie Fowler

Email

sunliveraz@gmail.com

Phone

(602) 509-8338

Address

2425 W Bronco Butte Tr], Unit 2032, Phoenix, AZ

Zip Code
85085

Message to Phoenix City Council

[ respectfully ask the Phoenix City Council to approve the NorthPark project. NorthPark
thoughtfully combines new housing, schools, and neighborhood amenities with the
permanent preservation of over 2,100 acres of Sonoran Desert open space, ensuring that
families have both places to live and places to explore nature. Its Innovation Corridor will
attract quality employers and high-wage jobs, helping strengthen Phoenix’s economy while
keeping our desert landscape accessible and protected for future generations. Please vote
in favor of the NorthPark project.


mailto:sunliveraz@gmail.com
Sarah Stockham
Stamp


Submission Date
12/15/25

Name

Aidee Wilcox
Email

aideehwilcox@gmail.com

Phone

(520) 288-5252

Address

2306 W Night Owl Ln, Phoenix, AZ

Zip Code
85085

Message to Phoenix City Council

CITY OF PHOENIX
DEC 16 2025

Planning & Development
Department

[ respectfully ask the Phoenix City Council to approve the NorthPark project. NorthPark
thoughtfully combines new housing, schools, and neighborhood amenities with the
permanent preservation of over 2,100 acres of Sonoran Desert open space, ensuring that
families have both places to live and places to explore nature. Its Innovation Corridor will
attract quality employers and high-wage jobs, helping strengthen Phoenix’s economy while
keeping our desert landscape accessible and protected for future generations. Please vote

in favor of the NorthPark project.


mailto:aideehwilcox@gmail.com
Sarah Stockham
Stamp


CITY OF PHOENIX
DEC 16 2025

Submission Date Planning & Development
12/15/25 S Al
Name

Andrew Goron

Email

agoron@cox.net

Phone

(602) 327-8369

Address

21446 N 34th Ave, Phoenix, AZ

Zip Code
85027

Message to Phoenix City Council

[ respectfully ask the Phoenix City Council to approve the NorthPark project. NorthPark
thoughtfully combines new housing, schools, and neighborhood amenities with the
permanent preservation of over 2,100 acres of Sonoran Desert open space, ensuring that
families have both places to live and places to explore nature. Its Innovation Corridor will
attract quality employers and high-wage jobs, helping strengthen Phoenix’s economy while
keeping our desert landscape accessible and protected for future generations. Please vote
in favor of the NorthPark project.


mailto:agoron@cox.net
Sarah Stockham
Stamp


CITY OF PHOENIX
DEC 16 2025

Submission Date Planning & Development
12/15/25 S Al
Name

Anthony Borrelli

Email

anthony.borrelli@arrivia.com

Phone

(602) 799-1537

Address

2550 W North Foothills Dr #220, Phoenix, AZ

Zip Code
85085

Message to Phoenix City Council

[ respectfully ask the Phoenix City Council to approve the NorthPark project. NorthPark
thoughtfully combines new housing, schools, and neighborhood amenities with the
permanent preservation of over 2,100 acres of Sonoran Desert open space, ensuring that
families have both places to live and places to explore nature. Its Innovation Corridor will
attract quality employers and high-wage jobs, helping strengthen Phoenix’s economy while
keeping our desert landscape accessible and protected for future generations. Please vote
in favor of the NorthPark project.


mailto:anthony.borrelli@arrivia.com
Sarah Stockham
Stamp


CITY OF PHOENIX
DEC 16 2025

Submission Date Planning & Development
12/15/25 S Al
Name

Brad Kieler

Email

602nomad1957@gmail.com

Address

2606 W Gray Wolf Trl, Phoenix, AZ

Zip Code
85085

Message to Phoenix City Council

[ respectfully ask the Phoenix City Council to approve the NorthPark project. NorthPark
thoughtfully combines new housing, schools, and neighborhood amenities with the
permanent preservation of over 2,100 acres of Sonoran Desert open space, ensuring that
families have both places to live and places to explore nature. Its Innovation Corridor will
attract quality employers and high-wage jobs, helping strengthen Phoenix’s economy while
keeping our desert landscape accessible and protected for future generations. Please vote
in favor of the NorthPark project.


mailto:602nomad1957@gmail.com
Sarah Stockham
Stamp


CITY OF PHOENIX
DEC 16 2025

Submission Date Planning & Development
12/15/25 S Al
Name

Chevas Samuels

Email

chevas.samuels@gmail.com

Phone

(480) 740-0911

Address

20245 N 32nd Dr #221, Phoenix, AZ

Zip Code
85027

Message to Phoenix City Council

[ respectfully ask the Phoenix City Council to approve the NorthPark project. NorthPark
thoughtfully combines new housing, schools, and neighborhood amenities with the
permanent preservation of over 2,100 acres of Sonoran Desert open space, ensuring that
families have both places to live and places to explore nature. Its Innovation Corridor will
attract quality employers and high-wage jobs, helping strengthen Phoenix’s economy while
keeping our desert landscape accessible and protected for future generations. Please vote
in favor of the NorthPark project.


mailto:chevas.samuels@gmail.com
Sarah Stockham
Stamp


CITY OF PHOENIX
DEC 16 2025

Submission Date Planning & Development
12/15/25 S Al
Name

Darryl Smith

Email

dsmith 87@hotmail.com

Address

20427 N 37th Ave, Glendale, AZ

Zip Code
85308

Message to Phoenix City Council

[ respectfully ask the Phoenix City Council to approve the NorthPark project. NorthPark
thoughtfully combines new housing, schools, and neighborhood amenities with the
permanent preservation of over 2,100 acres of Sonoran Desert open space, ensuring that
families have both places to live and places to explore nature. Its Innovation Corridor will
attract quality employers and high-wage jobs, helping strengthen Phoenix’s economy while
keeping our desert landscape accessible and protected for future generations. Please vote
in favor of the NorthPark project.


mailto:dsmith_87@hotmail.com
Sarah Stockham
Stamp


CITY OF PHOENIX
DEC 16 2025

Submission Date Planning & Development
12/15/25 S Al
Name

Don Barnhill

Email

dcbarnhill@cox.net

Phone

(402) 218-7615

Address

32007 N 15th Dr, Phoenix, AZ

Zip Code
85085

Message to Phoenix City Council

[ respectfully ask the Phoenix City Council to approve the NorthPark project. NorthPark
thoughtfully combines new housing, schools, and neighborhood amenities with the
permanent preservation of over 2,100 acres of Sonoran Desert open space, ensuring that
families have both places to live and places to explore nature. Its Innovation Corridor will
attract quality employers and high-wage jobs, helping strengthen Phoenix’s economy while
keeping our desert landscape accessible and protected for future generations. Please vote
in favor of the NorthPark project.


mailto:dcbarnhill@cox.net
Sarah Stockham
Stamp


CITY OF PHOENIX
DEC 16 2025

Submission Date Planning & Development
12/15/25 S Al
Name

Heather Barnhill

Email

htbarnhill@cox.net

Address

32007 N 15th Dr, Phoenix, AZ

Zip Code
85085

Message to Phoenix City Council

[ respectfully ask the Phoenix City Council to approve the NorthPark project. NorthPark
thoughtfully combines new housing, schools, and neighborhood amenities with the
permanent preservation of over 2,100 acres of Sonoran Desert open space, ensuring that
families have both places to live and places to explore nature. Its Innovation Corridor will
attract quality employers and high-wage jobs, helping strengthen Phoenix’s economy while
keeping our desert landscape accessible and protected for future generations. Please vote
in favor of the NorthPark project.


mailto:htbarnhill@cox.net
Sarah Stockham
Stamp


CITY OF PHOENIX
DEC 16 2025

Submission Date Planning & Development
12/15/25 S Al
Name

Henry Yee

Email

h3nry.y33@gmail.com

Address

4112 W Irma Ln, Glendale, AZ

Zip Code
85308

Message to Phoenix City Council

[ respectfully ask the Phoenix City Council to approve the NorthPark project. NorthPark
thoughtfully combines new housing, schools, and neighborhood amenities with the
permanent preservation of over 2,100 acres of Sonoran Desert open space, ensuring that
families have both places to live and places to explore nature. Its Innovation Corridor will
attract quality employers and high-wage jobs, helping strengthen Phoenix’s economy while
keeping our desert landscape accessible and protected for future generations. Please vote
in favor of the NorthPark project.


mailto:h3nry.y33@gmail.com
Sarah Stockham
Stamp


CITY OF PHOENIX
DEC 16 2025

Submission Date Planning & Development
12/15/25 S Al
Name

Jennifer Daurham

Email

jdaurham@gmail.com

Phone

(480) 241-2466

Address

2313 W Florentine Rd, Phoenix, AZ

Zip Code
85086

Message to Phoenix City Council

[ respectfully ask the Phoenix City Council to approve the NorthPark project. NorthPark
thoughtfully combines new housing, schools, and neighborhood amenities with the
permanent preservation of over 2,100 acres of Sonoran Desert open space, ensuring that
families have both places to live and places to explore nature. Its Innovation Corridor will
attract quality employers and high-wage jobs, helping strengthen Phoenix’s economy while
keeping our desert landscape accessible and protected for future generations. Please vote
in favor of the NorthPark project.
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CITY OF PHOENIX
DEC 16 2025

Submission Date Planning & Development
12/15/25 S Al
Name

John Massaro

Email

massaro@cox.net

Phone

(623) 308-5293

Address

2430 W Barbie Ln, Phoenix, AZ

Zip Code
85085

Message to Phoenix City Council

[ respectfully ask the Phoenix City Council to approve the NorthPark project. NorthPark
thoughtfully combines new housing, schools, and neighborhood amenities with the
permanent preservation of over 2,100 acres of Sonoran Desert open space, ensuring that
families have both places to live and places to explore nature. Its Innovation Corridor will
attract quality employers and high-wage jobs, helping strengthen Phoenix’s economy while
keeping our desert landscape accessible and protected for future generations. Please vote
in favor of the NorthPark project.
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Submission Date
12/15/25

Name

Johnna Harris
Email

johnna.rae.harris@gmail.com

Phone

(480) 621-2787

Address

33414 N 23rd Dr, Phoenix, AZ

Zip Code
85085

Message to Phoenix City Council

CITY OF PHOENIX
DEC 16 2025

Planning & Development
Department

[ respectfully ask the Phoenix City Council to approve the NorthPark project. NorthPark
thoughtfully combines new housing, schools, and neighborhood amenities with the
permanent preservation of over 2,100 acres of Sonoran Desert open space, ensuring that
families have both places to live and places to explore nature. Its Innovation Corridor will
attract quality employers and high-wage jobs, helping strengthen Phoenix’s economy while
keeping our desert landscape accessible and protected for future generations. Please vote

in favor of the NorthPark project.
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CITY OF PHOENIX
DEC 16 2025

Submission Date Planning & Development
12/15/25 S Al
Name

Linda Hicks

Email

lindahicksaz@cox.net

Phone

(480) 703-2284

Address

34103 N 23rd Dr, Phoenix, AZ

Zip Code
85085

Message to Phoenix City Council

[ respectfully ask the Phoenix City Council to approve the NorthPark project. NorthPark
thoughtfully combines new housing, schools, and neighborhood amenities with the
permanent preservation of over 2,100 acres of Sonoran Desert open space, ensuring that
families have both places to live and places to explore nature. Its Innovation Corridor will
attract quality employers and high-wage jobs, helping strengthen Phoenix’s economy while
keeping our desert landscape accessible and protected for future generations. Please vote
in favor of the NorthPark project.


mailto:lindahicksaz@cox.net
Sarah Stockham
Stamp


CITY OF PHOENIX
DEC 16 2025

Submission Date Planning & Development
12/15/25 S Al
Name

Lindsay Bencic

Email

lbencic77@gmail.com

Address

3445 W Florimond Rd, Phoenix, AZ

Zip Code
85086

Message to Phoenix City Council

[ respectfully ask the Phoenix City Council to approve the NorthPark project. NorthPark
thoughtfully combines new housing, schools, and neighborhood amenities with the
permanent preservation of over 2,100 acres of Sonoran Desert open space, ensuring that
families have both places to live and places to explore nature. Its Innovation Corridor will
attract quality employers and high-wage jobs, helping strengthen Phoenix’s economy while
keeping our desert landscape accessible and protected for future generations. Please vote
in favor of the NorthPark project.
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CITY OF PHOENIX
DEC 16 2025

Submission Date Planning & Development
12/15/25 S Al
Name

Lindsey Tillman

Email

lindseybtillman@gmail.com

Phone

(623) 694-4088

Address

2426 W Sienna Bouquet Pl, Phoenix, AZ

Zip Code
85085

Message to Phoenix City Council

[ respectfully ask the Phoenix City Council to approve the NorthPark project. NorthPark
thoughtfully combines new housing, schools, and neighborhood amenities with the
permanent preservation of over 2,100 acres of Sonoran Desert open space, ensuring that
families have both places to live and places to explore nature. Its Innovation Corridor will
attract quality employers and high-wage jobs, helping strengthen Phoenix’s economy while
keeping our desert landscape accessible and protected for future generations. Please vote
in favor of the NorthPark project.
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Submission Date
12/15/25

Name

Maggie Lindsay
Email

maggie-lindsay@outlook.com

Phone

(541) 246-0414

Address

2610 W Luce Dr, Phoenix, AZ

Zip Code
85086

Message to Phoenix City Council

CITY OF PHOENIX
DEC 16 2025

Planning & Development
Department

[ respectfully ask the Phoenix City Council to approve the NorthPark project. NorthPark
thoughtfully combines new housing, schools, and neighborhood amenities with the
permanent preservation of over 2,100 acres of Sonoran Desert open space, ensuring that
families have both places to live and places to explore nature. Its Innovation Corridor will
attract quality employers and high-wage jobs, helping strengthen Phoenix’s economy while
keeping our desert landscape accessible and protected for future generations. Please vote

in favor of the NorthPark project.
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CITY OF PHOENIX
DEC 16 2025

Submission Date Planning & Development
12/15/25 S Al
Name

Manny Mfon

Email

emmanuelmfon98@yahoo.com

Phone

(480) 323-9821

Address

33500 N North Valley Pkwy, Phoenix, AZ

Zip Code
85085

Message to Phoenix City Council

[ respectfully ask the Phoenix City Council to approve the NorthPark project. NorthPark
thoughtfully combines new housing, schools, and neighborhood amenities with the
permanent preservation of over 2,100 acres of Sonoran Desert open space, ensuring that
families have both places to live and places to explore nature. Its Innovation Corridor will
attract quality employers and high-wage jobs, helping strengthen Phoenix’s economy while
keeping our desert landscape accessible and protected for future generations. Please vote
in favor of the NorthPark project.
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CITY OF PHOENIX
DEC 16 2025

Submission Date Planning & Development
12/15/25 S Al
Name

Mark Gorden

Email

mgorden80@gmail.com

Phone

(623) 340-8165

Address

35810 N 33rd Ln, Phoenix, AZ

Zip Code
85086

Message to Phoenix City Council

[ respectfully ask the Phoenix City Council to approve the NorthPark project. NorthPark
thoughtfully combines new housing, schools, and neighborhood amenities with the
permanent preservation of over 2,100 acres of Sonoran Desert open space, ensuring that
families have both places to live and places to explore nature. Its Innovation Corridor will
attract quality employers and high-wage jobs, helping strengthen Phoenix’s economy while
keeping our desert landscape accessible and protected for future generations. Please vote
in favor of the NorthPark project.
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CITY OF PHOENIX
DEC 16 2025

Submission Date Planning & Development
12/15/25 S Al
Name

Michael Corley

Email

dnmijc2002@hotmail.com

Address

31828 N 19th Ln, Phoenix, AZ

Zip Code
85085

Message to Phoenix City Council

[ respectfully ask the Phoenix City Council to approve the NorthPark project. NorthPark
thoughtfully combines new housing, schools, and neighborhood amenities with the
permanent preservation of over 2,100 acres of Sonoran Desert open space, ensuring that
families have both places to live and places to explore nature. Its Innovation Corridor will
attract quality employers and high-wage jobs, helping strengthen Phoenix’s economy while
keeping our desert landscape accessible and protected for future generations. Please vote
in favor of the NorthPark project.
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CITY OF PHOENIX
DEC 16 2025

Submission Date Planning & Development
12/15/25 S Al
Name

Michael Toth

Email

mtothbrowns@gmail.com

Address

2929 W Tumbleweed Dr, Phoenix, AZ

Zip Code
85085

Message to Phoenix City Council

[ respectfully ask the Phoenix City Council to approve the NorthPark project. NorthPark
thoughtfully combines new housing, schools, and neighborhood amenities with the
permanent preservation of over 2,100 acres of Sonoran Desert open space, ensuring that
families have both places to live and places to explore nature. Its Innovation Corridor will
attract quality employers and high-wage jobs, helping strengthen Phoenix’s economy while
keeping our desert landscape accessible and protected for future generations. Please vote
in favor of the NorthPark project.
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CITY OF PHOENIX
DEC 16 2025

Submission Date Planning & Development
12/15/25 S Al
Name

Michelle Braer

Email

mbraer@petsmart.com

Phone

(623) 340-1669

Address

2431 W Jake Haven, Phoenix, AZ

Zip Code
85085

Message to Phoenix City Council

[ respectfully ask the Phoenix City Council to approve the NorthPark project. NorthPark
thoughtfully combines new housing, schools, and neighborhood amenities with the
permanent preservation of over 2,100 acres of Sonoran Desert open space, ensuring that
families have both places to live and places to explore nature. Its Innovation Corridor will
attract quality employers and high-wage jobs, helping strengthen Phoenix’s economy while
keeping our desert landscape accessible and protected for future generations. Please vote
in favor of the NorthPark project.
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CITY OF PHOENIX
DEC 16 2025

Submission Date Planning & Development
12/15/25 S Al
Name

Nicole Muterspaugh

Email

readingquiz4me@gmail.com

Phone

(623) 399-3487

Address

3231 W Rapalo Rd, Phoenix, AZ

Zip Code
85086

Message to Phoenix City Council

[ respectfully ask the Phoenix City Council to approve the NorthPark project. NorthPark
thoughtfully combines new housing, schools, and neighborhood amenities with the
permanent preservation of over 2,100 acres of Sonoran Desert open space, ensuring that
families have both places to live and places to explore nature. Its Innovation Corridor will
attract quality employers and high-wage jobs, helping strengthen Phoenix’s economy while
keeping our desert landscape accessible and protected for future generations. Please vote
in favor of the NorthPark project.
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CITY OF PHOENIX
DEC 16 2025

Submission Date Planning & Development
12/15/25 S Al
Name

Noel Clarkson

Email

nozclarkson@hotmail.com

Phone

(480) 603-7898

Address

3023 W Perdido Way, Phoenix, AZ

Zip Code
85086

Message to Phoenix City Council

[ respectfully ask the Phoenix City Council to approve the NorthPark project. NorthPark
thoughtfully combines new housing, schools, and neighborhood amenities with the
permanent preservation of over 2,100 acres of Sonoran Desert open space, ensuring that
families have both places to live and places to explore nature. Its Innovation Corridor will
attract quality employers and high-wage jobs, helping strengthen Phoenix’s economy while
keeping our desert landscape accessible and protected for future generations. Please vote
in favor of the NorthPark project.
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CITY OF PHOENIX
DEC 16 2025

Submission Date Planning & Development
12/15/25 S Al
Name

Riley Black

Email

justrileyblack@gmail.com

Phone

(480) 371-7280

Address

2605 W Dove Valley Rd, Apt. 215, Phoenix, AZ

Zip Code
85085

Message to Phoenix City Council

[ respectfully ask the Phoenix City Council to approve the NorthPark project. NorthPark
thoughtfully combines new housing, schools, and neighborhood amenities with the
permanent preservation of over 2,100 acres of Sonoran Desert open space, ensuring that
families have both places to live and places to explore nature. Its Innovation Corridor will
attract quality employers and high-wage jobs, helping strengthen Phoenix’s economy while
keeping our desert landscape accessible and protected for future generations. Please vote
in favor of the NorthPark project.
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CITY OF PHOENIX
DEC 16 2025

Submission Date Planning & Development
12/15/25 S Al
Name

Rob Stroud

Email

rstroud80@gmail.com

Address

34944 N 30th Ave, Phoenix, AZ

Zip Code
85086

Message to Phoenix City Council

[ respectfully ask the Phoenix City Council to approve the NorthPark project. NorthPark
thoughtfully combines new housing, schools, and neighborhood amenities with the
permanent preservation of over 2,100 acres of Sonoran Desert open space, ensuring that
families have both places to live and places to explore nature. Its Innovation Corridor will
attract quality employers and high-wage jobs, helping strengthen Phoenix’s economy while
keeping our desert landscape accessible and protected for future generations. Please vote
in favor of the NorthPark project.
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CITY OF PHOENIX
DEC 16 2025

Submission Date Planning & Development
12/15/25 S Al
Name

Waltraut Gaan

Email

wjgaan@yahoo.com

Phone

(623) 451-9400

Address

2748 W Via Bona Fortuna, Phoenix, AZ

Zip Code
85086

Message to Phoenix City Council

[ respectfully ask the Phoenix City Council to approve the NorthPark project. NorthPark
thoughtfully combines new housing, schools, and neighborhood amenities with the
permanent preservation of over 2,100 acres of Sonoran Desert open space, ensuring that
families have both places to live and places to explore nature. Its Innovation Corridor will
attract quality employers and high-wage jobs, helping strengthen Phoenix’s economy while
keeping our desert landscape accessible and protected for future generations. Please vote
in favor of the NorthPark project.
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OPPOSITION / CONCERNS



From: Amanda McGowan

Subject: Seventeen Page Last Minute Staff Memo Triples Semiconductor Manufacturing for TSMC in Northpark
Date: Thursday, December 4, 2025 9:35:20 PM
Attachments: 20% microchip manufacturing.pdf

planning ocmission memo.pdf

Mayor and Members of the Phoenix City Council,

As Commissioners walked into their meeting today, staff handed them a last-minute
seventeen (17) page memo that tripled the share of the Innovation Corridor where
semiconductor manufacturing would be allowed- expanding it from under 200 acres to
over 500 acres. This was done without any public notice, without it appearing in the
hearing draft reviewed by the North Gateway VPC, and without giving Commissioners or
residents any time to read or understand the change. We appreciate the one
commissioner who chose to abstain and did not vote on something he wasn't given any
time to read.

These changes directly contradict what our neighborhood was told. | am attaching an
email from Adrian Zambrano, who stated that semiconductor use would be limited to
20% of the Innovation Corridor. Instead, this last-minute rewrite quietly opened the door
to far more heavy-industrial activity despite overwhelming concerns expressed by our
community members.

This is only the latest example in a pattern where key details of the NorthPark project-
especially heavy-industrial uses- have been hidden, altered at the last minute, or
withheld from community members. It is not wonder that our community
overwhelmingly believes that outcomes are predetermined and that public health and
safety concerns carry no weight with the City of Phoenix.

Given the scale of semiconductor operations now being contemplated near
neighborhoods and the Sonoran Preserve, | am requesting:

1. The emergency plan and/or risk-management plan for TSMC’s 303-North complex
that was referenced in the meeting but never disclosed to us.

2. An explanation for how & why such a major land-use expansion was inserted at the
last minute with zero public disclosure.
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? Outlook

Fw: TSMC Response- Discharge & Air Pollution Data- Northpark

From Amanda McGowan <amanda@stetsonvalleyoa.com>
Date Thu 12/4/2025 8:23 PM
To Racelle Escolar <racelle.escolar@phoenix.gov>

20% is below. This is what we have been told.

-Amanda McGowan
SVOA Board President

After Hours Emergency: 1.800.274.3165
StetsonValleyOA.com

From: Adrian G Zambrano <adrian.zambrano@phoenix.gov>

Sent: Monday, December 1, 2025 1:59 PM

To: Amanda McGowan <amanda@stetsonvalleyoa.com>

Cc: Sarah Stockham <sarah.stockham@phoenix.gov>; Racelle Escolar <racelle.escolar@phoenix.gov>;
Tricia Gomes <tricia.gomes@phoenix.gov>

Subject: RE: TSMC Response- Discharge & Air Pollution Data- Northpark

Hi Amanda,

As noted before, the Community Commercial district and the Community Open Space district
act as “buffer zones” between the proposed industrial use and existing/future residential. In
previous drafts of the PUD Development Narrative, there were heavier industrial uses being
proposed, which have now been removed or limited to accessory uses, after staff provided
comments in previous reviews of the PUD expressing concerns with heavier industrial uses
being proposed, more than what the PUD on the north side of the Loop 303 allows. The hearing
draft also limits the industrial use to no more than 20% of the Innovation Corridor district.
Residential is prohibited within the Innovation Corridor, Community Commercial, and
Community Open Space districts, so there will be no adjacent residential to the proposed
industrial use. Additionally, the industrial use is prohibited west of 51st Avenue and east of 43rd
Avenue, and it has a large setback requirement of 500 feet that adds an additional buffer zone.
Water discharge permits and air quality permits from Maricopa County do not occur at the
zoning entitlement stage. The developer will have to obtain these permits after the zoning
entitlement stage, during the plan review and permitting stage, which occurs before any
construction can begin. At this point, there is no actual development being proposed — only the
zoning entitlement that would allow certain uses, subject to future review and permitting to
ensure the development is meeting all local, County, State, and federal regulations, before any
construction can begin.

The staff report goes over background of a case (including community correspondence), policy
plans that have been adopted by the City Council in relation to the request, and relation to the
General Plan. A zoning/land use staff report is not an environmental assessment. The Village
Planning Committee, the Planning Commission, and the City Council may add additional
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stipulations during the public hearing process to address certain concerns, if they deem it
appropriate, and if it is able to be enforced by the City through plan review and permitting.

Best regards,

Adrian Zambrano (he/him/his)
Planner Il - Village Planner

Phone: 602-534-6057

E-mail: adrian.zambrano@phoenix.gov

PLANNENG & DEVELQPMIAT City of Phoenix
PRESERVE » Planning & Development Department
SHAPE Planning Division, Long Range Planning

B U I L D 200 West Washington Street, 3" Floor
Phoenix, AZ 85003

Mission: Planning, Development and Preservation for a Better Phoenix

From: Amanda McGowan <amanda@stetsonvalleyoa.com>

Sent: Wednesday, November 26, 2025 4:29 PM

To: Adrian G Zambrano <adrian.zambrano@phoenix.gov>

Cc: Sarah Stockham <sarah.stockham@phoenix.gov>; Racelle Escolar <racelle.escolar@phoenix.gov>;
Tricia Gomes <tricia.gomes@phoenix.gov>

Subject: Re: TSMC Response- Discharge & Air Pollution Data- Northpark

Hi Adrian,

| do understand that the city does not issue air permits. The city decides on rezoning and how
close they will allow TSMC to expand and put heavy industrial uses near our neighborhood. The
county website shows that TSMC already has many ~8,000 gallon tanks of hazardous gases on
site north of the 303 freeway. | would hope that city planners & council members would take into
consideration the large quantities of hazardous gases that this specific industry utilizes when
considering buffers between existing residential neighborhoods. Most industries do not store
such large quantities of hydrofluoric acid, for example.

| am attaching a letter from the Center for Environmental Oversight noting that the city, "should
include a transparent

assessment of the risk to the public, both in the existing neighborhood and in the proposed
development, posed by the presence and potential release of hazardous substances, with a
focus on toxic gases. That assessment should propose buffer zones to protect the public from
such releases. It should also evaluate whether existing regulations are sufficient to protect the
public and whether public agencies have the resources and training to apply the regulations and
respond in potential emergencies. There should be an opportunity for public comment on that
assessment."

The staff report noted community concerns about this, but did not substantively address
concerns. Thank you,

-Amanda McGowan
SVOA Board President

After Hours Emergency: 1.800.274.3165
StetsonValleyOA.com [stetsonvalleyoa.com]
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From: Adrian G Zambrano <adrian.zambrano @phoenix.gov>

Sent: Wednesday, November 26, 2025 11:19 AM

To: Amanda McGowan <amanda@stetsonvalleyoa.com>

Cc: Sarah Stockham <sarah.stockham@phoenix.gov>; Racelle Escolar <racelle.escolar@phoenix.gov=>;
Tricia Gomes <tricia.gomes @ phoenix.gov>

Subject: RE: TSMC Response- Discharge & Air Pollution Data- Northpark

Hi Amanda,

| forwarded your email to the Water Services and Fire departments for a response. | let them
know of the upcoming hearing dates and asked if they could provide a response prior to one of
those dates.

The City does not regulate air emissions. The Maricopa County Air Quality Department (AQD)
regulates air emissions. Chuck Erickson with Maricopa Count AQD responded to your email
yesterday with instructions on how to access the air permit and Technical Support Document
(TSD) online. Please forward any air emissions questions to Maricopa County.

Best regards,

Adrian Zambrano (he/him/his)
Planner Il - Village Planner

Phone: 602-534-6057

E-mail: adrian.zambrano@phoenix.gov

e ——— City of Phoenix

PRESERVE » Planning & Development Department

SHAPE Planning Division, Long Range Planning
200 West Washington Street, 3™ Floor

B U I L D Phoenix, AZ 85003

Mission: Planning, Development and Preservation for a Better Phoenix

From: Amanda McGowan <amanda@stetsonvalleyoa.com>

Sent: Monday, November 24, 2025 11:01 PM

To: Adrian G Zambrano <adrian.zambrano @ phoenix.gov>

Subject: Re: TSMC Response- Discharge & Air Pollution Data- Northpark

Hi Adrian,

Thank you again for your time and for facilitating a call with Water Services regarding
community questions about industrial wastewater discharges. | appreciate the responsiveness
and the willingness to discuss these issues.

During the call, Ms. Nunez confirmed that the City does not currently require TSMC to test for

PFAS (“forever chemicals”) in their discharge, despite PFAS being well documented as widely
used in semiconductor manufacturing. She also shared that the City believes it cannot require
this testing because it is not federally mandated and there would be pushback.

For reference, | am attaching an EPA memorandum (December 2022) that clarifies that states
and local pretreatment authorities do have the authority under existing Clean Water Act
provisions to require PFAS monitoring, and that EPA explicitly recommends that POTWs and
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permit authorities begin such monitoring immediately using draft method 1633. EPA’s PFAS
Roadmap explicitly identifies the semiconductor industry as a sector of concern.

| requested that Water Services provide written information to share with our community
members, but was advised that a response may take weeks and could involve both internal
review and coordination with TSMC. Unfortunately, this would likely occur after the Council’s
vote on the proposed rezoning- well after it could meaningfully inform decision-making or public
feedback.

Given that this rezoning would bring large-scale industrial uses significantly closer to existing
homes and Sonoran Preserve land, community members are seeking basic clarity on issues
essential to understanding potential public health and environmental impacts. The staff report
notes the many environmental concerns the city has received but does not substantively
address them.

Below are the key questions residents & our board hope the City can answer so that Council
may make a fully informed determination.

Wastewater & PFAS Monitoring

1. Will the City require PFAS monitoring for industrial users discharging to the POTW,
consistent with EPA’s December 2022 guidance encouraging pretreatment authorities to
use existing Clean Water Act authority to require this testing?

2. If not, what is the rationale for declining to require PFAS monitoring when EPA guidance
permits and recommends it?

3. Will the City require the facility to conduct influent, effluent, and sludge testing to identify
PFAS or PFAS precursors entering the wastewater system?

4. If PFAS are detected, what mechanisms or controls are in place to prevent contaminated
wastewater or biosolids from entering the environment?

Chemical Inventory & Spill/Accident Risk

5. Has the City conducted (or will it require) a hazard analysis for the large volumes of
hydrofluoric acid, nitric acid, sulfuric acid, glycol ethers, diesel, and other hazardous
chemicals currently stored onsite and anticipated with expansion?

6. What release modeling radius is used for chemicals such as hydrofluoric acid, and will
those models be made public? The Center for Environmental Oversight has already stated
in writing that such analysis is appropriate for a project of this scale. Hydrofluoric acid (HF)
is one of the most dangerous industrial chemicals in use today. A single semiconductor fab
can store multiple 7,000-8,000 gallon tanks of HF and related chemicals- far more than an
average industrial facility.

7. Will expansion necessitate updated emergency response plans, and will those plans be
coordinated with local fire agencies and accessible to residents?

Air Quality & Emissions
8. Will the City require cumulative air-quality modeling for the expanded operations, given

the number of thermal oxidizers, diesel generators, cooling towers, and VOC-containing
storage tanks?

https://outlook .office.com/mail/id/AAQKkADYONDZIMTU ILWUSNmQtNDQ1ZC1iMzkSLTI2MTU2M2EOMGNIZA AQADMN{WuJnDIEsXp6xe%2BD4sY %3D 4/6
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9. How will the City ensure that increased VOCs, NOx, SO,, particulate matter, and other
emissions do not negatively impact nearby neighborhoods- particularly in a region already
facing significant air-quality challenges?

10. What perimeter or ambient monitoring (continuous or periodic) will be required to ensure
compliance and detect offsite impacts?

Water Supply & Usage

11. A city employee indicated an estimated discharge of approximately 4 million gallons per
day from existing operations. What is the projected increase in water usage and
wastewater discharge associated with the expansion?

12. How will this increased industrial demand affect local water availability and long-term
planning?

Waste Handling & Transportation

13. The finalized Traffic Impact Analysis contains no information on freight, hazardous
materials transport, or semi-truck traffic associated with chemical deliveries and waste
removal. How many additional truck trips are anticipated weekly?

14. Will there be changes to hazardous waste storage limits or routing of transport vehicles
through residential areas? Will the City continue relying on voluntary routing preferences?

Community Transparency & Notification

15. Will the City commit to promptly notifying nearby neighborhoods of any accidental
releases, exceedances, or operational issues that could affect public health?

16. Will residents have access to discharge monitoring reports, pretreatment data, and air
emissions reports for the facility or will these be marked as trade secrets/confidential?

Our community continues to express deep concern that the proposed rezoning represents
rapid, large-scale industrial growth without a sufficient understanding of potential impacts,
especially given the proximity to homes and to Sonoran Preserve land. We understand that
certain operational details may traditionally arise later in the process; however, these questions
go directly to the compatibility of the proposed land use- and therefore are essential for Council
to understand before voting.

Thank you again for engaging on this issue. | hope the City can provide clarity on these
questions so that both Council and the community can fully understand the implications of this
rezoning proposal for our community.

Sincerely,

-Amanda McGowan
SVOA Board President

From: Adrian G Zambrano <adrian.zambrano @phoenix.gov>

Sent: Thursday, November 20, 2025 10:44 AM

To: Amanda McGowan <amanda@stetsonvalleyoa.com>

Subject: RE: TSMC Response- Discharge & Air Pollution Data- Northpark
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12/4/25,9:14 PM Inbox - Amanda McGowan - Outlook
HI Amanda,

The Water Services Department is reaching out to you regarding the discharge permit.
For air emissions, that would likely be with Maricopa County.
Best regards,

Adrian Zambrano (he/him/his)

Planner Il - Village Planner

Phone: 602-534-6057

E-mail: adrian.zambrano@phoenix.gov

City of Phoenix
» Planning & Development Department
Planning Division, Long Range Planning

200 West Washington Street, 3™ Floor
Phoenix, AZ 85003

Mission: Planning, Development and Preservation for a Better Phoenix

From: Amanda McGowan <amanda@stetsonvalleyoa.com>

Sent: Wednesday, November 19, 2025 4:59 PM

To: Adrian G Zambrano <adrian.zambrano @phoenix.gov>

Subject: TSMC Response- Discharge & Air Pollution Data- Northpark

Hi Adrian,
TSMC referred us back you (and the county) with regard to the following:

"With regards to your first inquiry re water discharge and air emissions — we would point you to the City of
Phoenix and Maricopa County. We hold permits with the City and the County which subject us to strict limits
regarding discharge and emissions — and you can request this information from them as part of a public records
request process."

I thought you had said they do not hold permits with the city regarding environmental issues? Does the city have
data on their air emissions or water discharge contents? I am happy to put in a records request as they suggested
to us, if needed. Thank you,

-Amanda McGowan
SVOA Board President

After Hours Emergency: 1.800.274.3165
StetsonValleyOA.com [stetsonvalleyoa.com]
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City of Phoenix
PLANNING AND DEVELOPMENT DEPARTMENT
To: City of Phoenix Planning Commission Date: December 4, 2025
From: Racelle Escolar, AICP

Principal Planner

Subject: ITEM NO. 12 (Z-139-24-1, NORTHPARK PUD) — SOUTHWEST
CORNER OF I-17 AND LOOP 303

Rezoning Case No. Z-139-24-1 is a request to rezone 6,381.49 acres located at the
southwest corner of I-17 and Loop 303 from S-1 (Ranch or Farm Residence) to PUD
(Planned Unit Development) for the NorthPark PUD to allow a master planned
community including open space, residential, mixed use, commercial, commerce park,
and industrial.

The North Gateway Village Planning Committee (VPC) heard this request on October 9,
2025 for information only. The North Gateway VPC heard this request on November 13,
2025 and recommended approval, per the staff recommendation, by a vote of 7-0.

Stipulation No. 1.a has been modified and Stipulation Nos. 1.b through 1.ss have been
added to address typographical errors and consistency with exhibits, provide
clarification, and address outstanding staff comments.

In addition, the applicant has been working with the Planning and Development and
Street Transportation Departments regarding the multi-modal bridge crossing the Loop
303 freeway. Staff recommends a modification to Stipulation No. 16 to address the
contribution amount.

After the staff report was published and before the VPC meeting, staff received 44
letters of opposition and 64 letters of support. After the VPC meeting, staff received 32
letters of opposition, 28 letters of support, and one general inquiry. Links to the
correspondence are listed at the end of this memo.

Staff recommends approval, per the modified stipulations in BOLD font below:

1. An updated Development Narrative for the NorthPark PUD reflecting the changes
approved through this request shall be submitted to the Planning and
Development Department within 30 days of City Council approval of this request.
The updated Development Narrative shall be consistent with the Development
Narrative date stamped November 6, 2025, as modified by the following
stipulations:

a. Front cover: Revise the submittal date information on the bottom to add the

following: City Council adopted: [Add adoption date]. Change—4th-Submittal”
to "Hearing Draft Submittal”.
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PAGE 24, SECTION 3 PROCESS AND PROCEDURES, 3.4.B MDP AND
FUNCTIONAL SEGMENT MASTER PLANS, SECOND PARAGRAPH
(BEFORE FLOW CHART), REVISE AS FOLLOWS: AS EACH
SUBSEQUENT MDP AND FUNCTIONAL SEGMENT PLAN IS
COMPETED OR AMENDED, OVERALL CONCEPTUAL MASTER PLANS
SHALL BE UPDATED ACCORDINGLY. EACH PORTION OF
FUNCTIONAL SEGMENT OR MDP PLAN CAN REVISE THE PRIOR
APPROVED PLAN.

PAGE 28, SECTION 4 LAND USE PLAN, 4.4 LAND USE DISTRICTS,
TABLE 3: MDP LAND USE ALLOCATION TABLE (GROSS ACRES):
UPDATE THE COMMUNITY OPEN SPACE AND TRADITIONAL
NEIGHBORHOOD ENTRIES UNDER MDP.5 TO REFLECT THE
PARKS/OPEN SPACE - PRIVATELY OWNED PARCEL SOUTH OF
DIXILETA DRIVE AND WEST OF 51ST AVENUE, AS DEPICTED ON
EXHIBIT 5: PROPOSED GENERAL PLAN LAND USE MAP,
DESIGNATED AS COMMUNITY OPEN SPACE, AND UPDATE
CORRESPONDING NUMBERS IN THE TOTAL ACREAGE ROW AND
THE TOTAL SITE COLUMN.

PAGE 29, SECTION 4 LAND USE PLAN, EXHIBIT 8A: LAND USE
DISTRICTS: ADD THE AREA DESIGNATED AS PARKS/OPEN SPACE -
PRIVATELY OWNED SOUTH OF DIXILETA DRIVE AND WEST OF 51ST
AVENUE, AS DEPICTED ON EXHIBIT 5: PROPOSED GENERAL PLAN
LAND USE MAP, AS COMMUNITY OPEN SPACE.

PAGE 33, SECTION 4 LAND USE PLAN, EXHIBIT 8C: COMMUNITY
OPEN SPACE (COS): UPDATE EXHIBIT AND TABLE TO INCLUDE THE
AREA DESIGNATED AS PARKS/OPEN SPACE - PRIVATELY OWNED
SOUTH OF DIXILETA DRIVE AND WEST OF 51ST AVENUE, AS
DEPICTED ON EXHIBIT 5: PROPOSED GENERAL PLAN LAND USE
MAP.

PAGE 35, SECTION 4 LAND USE PLAN, EXHIBIT 8E: TRADITIONAL
NEIGHBORHOOD (TN): UPDATE EXHIBIT AND TABLE TO REMOVE
THE AREA DESIGNATED AS PARKS/OPEN SPACE - PRIVATELY
OWNED SOUTH OF DIXILETA DRIVE AND WEST OF 51ST AVENUE,
AS DEPICTED ON EXHIBIT 5: PROPOSED GENERAL PLAN LAND USE
MAP.

PAGE 45, SECTION 4 LAND USE PLAN, EXHIBIT 10: MASTER TRAILS
PLAN: UPDATE AS FOLLOWS:

LOCATE THE NORTHVISTA MULTI-MODAL CORRIDOR AND
l. LOOP 303 PEDESTRIAN AND BIKE BRIDGE ON THE EAST
SIDE OF THE WASH.





Z-139-24-1

Planning Commission Backup Memo
December 4, 2025
Page 3 of 17

ADD A MINOR PUBLIC TRAILHEAD ON THE EAST SIDE OF
67TH AVENUE, SOUTH OF DIXILETA DRIVE AND NORTH OF
THE ENHANCED PEDESTRIAN AND BIKE CROSSING ALONG
THE CAP CANAL.

UPDATE LEGEND TO INCLUDE LABELS WHICH
DIFFERENTIATE WHICH COLOR (LIGHT BLUE OR DARK
BLUE) IS INDICATIVE OF THE SIDEWALK AND THE RAISED
AND PROTECTED BIKE LANE.

UPDATE LEGEND TO CHANGE “6-FOOT PROTECTED BIKE
V. LANE (BOTH SIDES)” TO “6-FOOT SEPARATED AND
ELEVATED BIKE LANE (BOTH SIDES)”

PAGE 46, SECTION 4 LAND USE PLAN, 4.7.B TRAILS AND PATHS,
SHARED-USE PATHS AND MULTI-USE TRAILS, SECOND
PARAGRAPH, 1ST SENTENCE, REVISE AND ADD THE FOLLOWING:
SHARED-USE PATHS WILL BE A MINIMUM 10-FOOT CONCRETE
WITHIN A 20-FOOT PUBLIC SIDEWALK EASEMENT (S.W.E) WHERE
ADJACENT TO ROADS, OR A 25-FOOT PUBLIC TRAIL EASEMENT
WHERE ADJACENT TO OPEN SPACE OR WASH CORRIDORS. WHERE
A SHARED-USE PATH IS WITHIN RIGHT-OF-WAY, THE 20-FOOT
PUBLIC SIDEWALK EASEMENT (S.W.E) WIDTH SHALL BE
ULTIMATELY REVIEWED AND APPROVED BY THE STREET
TRANSPORTATION DEPARTMENT AND PLANNING AND
DEVELOPMENT DEPARTMENT DURING REVIEW OF THE
APPLICABLE MASTER DEVELOPMENT PARCEL MASTER PLAN
REVIEW.

PAGE 46, SECTION 4 LAND USE PLAN, 4.7.B TRAILS AND PATHS,
SHARED-USE PATHS AND MULTI-USE TRAILS, SECOND
PARAGRAPH, ADD AS LAST SENTENCE: WHERE A MULTI-USE TRAIL
CROSSES AN ARTERIAL OR COLLECTOR ROADWAYS AT NON-
SIGNALIZED INTERSECTIONS, ALTERNATIVE CROSSING TYPES
SUCH AS GRADE-SEPARATED CROSSINGS, HAWK CROSSINGS OR
OTHER APPROPRIATE CROSSING TYPES UTILIZED BY THE CITY OF
PHOENIX SHALL BE CONSTRUCTED, AS REQUIRED BY THE STREET
TRANSPORTATION DEPARTMENT AND THE PLANNING AND
DEVELOPMENT DEPARTMENT.
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PAGE 46, SECTION 4 LAND USE PLAN, 4.7.B TRAILS AND PATHS,
NORTH PARK LOOP, SECOND PARAGRAPH, SECOND SENTENCE,
REVISE TO: WHERE THE NORTHPARK LOOP CROSSES ARTERIAL
OR COLLECTOR ROADWAYS AT NON-SIGNALIZED INTERSECTIONS,
ALTERNATIVE CROSSING TYPES SUCH AS GRADE-SEPARATED
CROSSINGS, HAWK CROSSINGS OF OTHER APPROPRIATE
CROSSING TYPES UTILIZED BY THE CITY OF PHOENIX SHALL BE
CONSTRUCTED, AS REQUIRED BY THE STREET TRANSPORTATION
DEPARTMENT AND THE PLANNING AND DEVELOPMENT
DEPARTMENT.

PAGE 47, SECTION 4 LAND USE PLAN, 4.7.B TRAILS AND PATHS,
CAP TRAIL, ADD AS LAST SENTENCE: WHERE THE CAP TRAIL
CROSSES AN ARTERIAL ROADWAY AT NON-SIGNALIZED
INTERSECTIONS, ALTERNATIVE CROSSING TYPES SUCH AS
GRADE-SEPARATED CROSSINGS, HAWK CROSSINGS OR OTHER
APPROPRIATE CROSSING TYPES UTILIZED BY THE CITY OF
PHOENIX SHALL BE CONSTRUCTED, AS REQUIRED BY THE STREET
TRANSPORTATION DEPARTMENT, THE PLANNING AND
DEVELOPMENT DEPARTMENT, AND THE CENTRAL ARIZONA
PROJECT.

PAGE 47, SECTION 4 LAND USE PLAN, 4.7.B TRAILS AND PATHS,
NORTHVISTA MULTI-MODAL CORRIDOR: DELETE END OF FIRST
SENTENCE “AND COUPLED WITH THE COMMUNITY PARK
PROPERTY”.

PAGE 58, SECTION 5 LIST OF USES, 5.2 PERMITTED USES, 5.2.D
TRADITIONAL NEIGHBORHOOD (TN): MOVE “6. PRIVATELY OWNED
OR OPERATED PARKS, PLAYGROUNDS AND OTHER
RECREATIONAL USES” BELOW THE LIST OF LOCAL SERVICES USE
RESTRICTIONS. RENUMBER LOCAL SERVICES USE RESTRICTIONS
FROM “A” TO “B”.

PAGE 63, SECTION 5 LIST OF USES, 5.2 PERMITTED USES, 5.2.1
INNOVATION CORRIDOR (IC), ITEM 2.A: REVISE PERCENTAGE TO
60%.

PAGE 63, SECTION 5 LIST OF USES, 5.2 PERMITTED USES, 5.2.1
INNOVATION CORRIDOR (IC), ITEM 2.C: REVISE TO: SUCH USES
SHALL REQUIRE A MINIMUM PROPERTY SETBACK OF 50 FEET
FROM THE LOOP 303 FREEWAY, 51ST AVENUE, 43RD AVENUE, AND
DIXILETA DRIVE.

PAGE 67, SECTION 5 LIST OF USES, 5.3 ACCESSORY USES, 5.3.D
INNOVATION CORRIDOR (IC): DELETE ITEM 1 IN ITS ENTIRETY AND
RENUMBER REMAINING ITEMS.
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PAGE 67, SECTION 5 LIST OF USES, 5.3 ACCESSORY USES, 5.3.D
INNOVATION CORRIDOR (IC), ITEM 3.A.l: REVISE TO: SUCH USES
ARE NOT PERMITTED EAST OF 43RD AVENUE.

PAGE 67, SECTION 5 LIST OF USES, 5.3 ACCESSORY USES, 5.3.D
INNOVATION CORRIDOR (IC), ITEM 3.A.ll: REVISE TO: SUCH USES
SHALL REQUIRE A MINIMUM PROPERTY SETBACK OF 50 FEET
FROM THE LOOP 303 FREEWAY, 51ST AVENUE, 43RD AVENUE, AND
DIXILETA DRIVE.

PAGE 67, SECTION 5 LIST OF USES, 5.3 ACCESSORY USES, 5.3.D
INNOVATION CORRIDOR (IC), ITEM 3.A.lll: REVISE TO: SUCH USES
SHALL BE SCREENED FROM PUBLIC STREETS BY A DECORATIVE
SOLID FENCE OR WALL.

PAGE 67, SECTION 5 LIST OF USES, 5.3 ACCESSORY USES, 5.3.D
INNOVATION CORRIDOR (IC), ITEM 3.B.Il AND ITEM 3.B.lll: DELETE
THESE ITEMS AND RENUMBER ALL REMAINING ITEMS.

PAGE 67, SECTION 5 LIST OF USES, 5.3 ACCESSORY USES, 5.3.D
INNOVATION CORRIDOR (IC), ITEM 3.B.IV: REVISE TO: SUCH USES
SHALL BE SETBACK A MINIMUM OF 50 FEET FROM PROPERTY
LINES.

PAGE 67, SECTION 5 LIST OF USES, 5.3 ACCESSORY USES, 5.3.D
INNOVATION CORRIDOR (IC), ITEM 3.B.V: REVISE TO: SUCH USES
SHALL BE SCREENED FROM PUBLIC STREETS BY A DECORATIVE
SOLID FENCE OR WALL.

PAGE 77, SECTION 6 DEVELOPMENT STANDARDS, 6.1
DEVELOPMENT STANDARDS OF GENERAL APPLICABILITY, 6.1.F
DEVELOPMENT STANDARDS: INNOVATION CORRIDOR, MAXIMUM
BUILDING HEIGHT: REVISE TO: 56 AND 4 STORIES; HEIGHTS UP TO
110 FEET SHALL BE PERMITTED WHEN LOCATED A MINIMUM OF 500
FEET FROM DIXILETA DRIVE; NON-HABITABLE MECHANICAL
EQUIPMENT AND STRUCTURES THAT MAY INCLUDE, BUT ARE NOT
LIMITED TO, ELEMENTS SUCH AS AIR SEPARATORS, EXHAUST
PIPES, AND GAS PROCESSING EQUIPMENT ARE PERMITTED UP TO
225 FEET IN HEIGHT FOR A MAXIMUM OF 25% OF THE ROOF AREA.
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PAGE 82, SECTION 6 DEVELOPMENT STANDARDS, 6.4 ELEVATED
AND PROTECTED BIKE LANES AND STREETSCAPE ZONE, SECOND
PARAGRAPH, FIRST SENTENCE, REVISE TO: THE CIRCULATION
NETWORK, WITH THE PRIMARY OBJECTIVE OF MANAGING VEHICLE
MOVEMENT WITHIN AND THROUGH THE COMMUNITY, WILL ALSO
PRIORITIZE ALTERNATIVE TRANSPORTATION OPTIONS BY
INCLUDING SEPARATED AND ELEVATED BICYCLE LANES,
DETACHED SIDEWALKS, AND THOUGHTFUL INTEGRATION WITH
THE COMPREHENSIVE TRAIL AND PATH NETWORK WITHIN THE
OVERALL COMMUNITY.

PAGE 82, SECTION 6 DEVELOPMENT STANDARDS, 6.4 ELEVATED
AND PROTECTED BIKE LANES AND STREETSCAPE ZONE, SECOND
PARAGRAPH, LAST SENTENCE, REVISE TO: ALL STREET SECTIONS
INCLUDED IN THIS PUD ARE CONCEPTUAL AND SUBJECT TO
CHANGE, EXCLUSIVE OF THE INCLUSION OF THE ELEVATED AND
SEPARATED BIKE LANES.

PAGE 82, SECTION 6 DEVELOPMENT STANDARDS, 6.4 ELEVATED
AND PROTECTED BIKE LANES AND STREETSCAPE ZONE, 6.4.A
ARTERIAL STREETS, ARTERIAL STREET LANDSCAPE SETBACK,
TRAIL AND PATH REQUIREMENTS, SECOND SENTENCE, REVISE TO:
THIS MAY OVERLAP WITH ANY REQUIRED M.U.T.E./S.U.P.E./P.U.ES

PAGE 86, SECTION 6 DEVELOPMENT STANDARDS, TABLE 7
STREETSCAPE, BOTH SIDES OF ALL ARTERIAL STREETS (DIXILETA
DRIVE, 43RD AVENUE, 51ST AVENUE, 67TH AVENUE), 1. BIKE
LANES, SUBSECTION D., REVISE TO: SEPARATED FROM BACK OF
CURB BY A MINIMUM 8-FOOT-WIDE LANDSCAPE STRIP

PAGE 86, SECTION 6 DEVELOPMENT STANDARDS, TABLE 7
STREETSCAPE, BOTH SIDES OF ALL ARTERIAL STREETS (DIXILETA
DRIVE, 43RD AVENUE, 51ST AVENUE, 67TH AVENUE), 3. DETACHED
SIDEWALKS, REVISE TITLE TO: DETACHED SIDEWALKS (WHERE
SUP IS DESIGNATED AND PROVIDED IN PLACE OF A SIDEWALK, NO
ADDITIONAL SIDEWALK IS REQUIRED, BUT THE SUP SHALL ALSO
BE SUBJECT TO THESE STANDARDS):

PAGE 86, SECTION 6 DEVELOPMENT STANDARDS, TABLE 7
STREETSCAPE, BOTH SIDES OF ALL ARTERIAL STREETS (DIXILETA
DRIVE, 43RD AVENUE, 51ST AVENUE, 67TH AVENUE), 3. DETACHED
SIDEWALKS, SUBSECTION A., REVISE TO: MINIMUM WIDTH: 6 FEET,;
SHARED USE PATH 10 FEET.





Z-139-24-1

Planning Commission Backup Memo
December 4, 2025
Page 7 of 17

dd.

ee.

ff.

gg.

hh.

i

PAGE 86, SECTION 6 DEVELOPMENT STANDARDS, TABLE 7
STREETSCAPE, BOTH SIDES OF ALL ARTERIAL STREETS (DIXILETA
DRIVE, 43RD AVENUE, 51ST AVENUE, 67TH AVENUE), 3. DETACHED
SIDEWALKS, SUBSECTION B., REVISE TO: LANDSCAPE STRIP
WIDTH (LOCATED BETWEEN BACK OF BIKE LANE AND
SIDEWALK/SUP): MINIMUM 5 FEET

PAGE 87, SECTION 6 DEVELOPMENT STANDARDS, TABLE 7
STREETSCAPE, BOTH SIDES OF ALL COLLECTOR STREETS, 1. BIKE
LANES, SUBSECTION D., REVISE TO: SEPARATED FROM BACK OF
CURB BY A MINIMUM 7-FOOT-WIDE LANDSCAPE STRIP.

PAGE 87, SECTION 6 DEVELOPMENT STANDARDS, TABLE 7
STREETSCAPE, BOTH SIDES OF ALL COLLECTOR STREETS, 3.
DETACHED SIDEWALKS, SUBSECTION B., REVISE TO: LANDSCAPE
STRIP WIDTH (LOCATED BETWEEN BACK OF BIKE LANE AND
SIDEWALK): MINIMUM 5 FEET

PAGE 89, SECTION 6 DEVELOPMENT STANDARDS, 6.6 FENCES AND
WALLS, B. RESIDENTIAL DEVELOPMENT, ITEM |: DELETE AND
RENUMBER REMAINING ITEMS.

PAGE 91, SECTION 6 DEVELOPMENT STANDARDS, 6.7 AMENITIES, B.
NORTHVISTA MULTI-MODAL CORRIDOR TO LOOP 303 CROSSING,
FIRST SENTENCE: UPDATE “MDP.2” WITH “MDP.1".

PAGE 93, SECTION 6 DEVELOPMENT STANDARDS, 6.9 HILLSIDE
DEVELOPMENT: DELETE THE THIRD SENTENCE.

PAGE 105, SECTION 7 DESIGN GUIDELINES, 7.3 NORTH BLACK
CANYON OVERLAY DISTRICT (NBCOD) DESIGN GUIDELINE
CONFORMANCE, 7.3.A MODIFIED DESIGN GUIDELINES, Il. DESIGN
GUIDELINES COMMON TO ALL DEVELOPMENT AREAS
(RESIDENTIAL AND COMMERCIAL), E. STREETSCAPE, UPDATE ITEM
1 TO: 51ST AVENUE, 43RD AVENUE AND DIXILETA ROAD ARE
PLANNED AS MAJOR ARTERIAL STREETS REQUIRING A MINIMUM
140 FEET OF RIGHT-OF-WAY FOR 6 LANES, WITH ELEVATED AND
SEPARATED BICYCLE LANES AND A SIDEWALK SET BACK FROM
THE CURB. 67TH AVENUE SHALL BE DESIGNED TO INCLUDE
SIMILAR IMPROVEMENTS WITHIN A MINIMUM 130 FEET OF RIGHT-
OF-WAY. PUBLIC TRAILS AND SHARED USE PATHS ARE IDENTIFIED
ON EXHIBIT 10: MASTER TRAILS PLAN, OF THE PUD.
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PAGE 106, SECTION 7 DESIGN GUIDELINES, 7.3 NORTH BLACK
CANYON OVERLAY DISTRICT (NBCOD) DESIGN GUIDELINE
CONFORMANCE, 7.3.A MODIFIED DESIGN GUIDELINES, Il. DESIGN
GUIDELINES COMMON TO ALL DEVELOPMENT AREAS
(RESIDENTIAL AND COMMERCIAL), E. STREETSCAPE, UPDATE ITEM
10 TO: PUBLIC MULTI-USE TRAILS OR SHARED USE PATHS ARE
IDENTIFIED AND ARE TO BE PROVIDED IN CONFORMANCE WITH
EXHIBIT 10: MASTER TRAILS PLAN OF THE PUD, IN ADDITION TO
THE REQUIRED SIDEWALK (EXCEPT WHERE SHARED-USE PATHS
ARE PROVIDED IN LIEU OF A SIDEWALK), WITH THE EXACT
ALIGNMENT TO BE APPROVED BY THE CITY. ADDITIONAL PUBLIC
SHARED USE PATHS OR TRAILS MAY BE ESTABLISHED ALONG
COLLECTOR ROADWAYS THROUGH THE MASTER PLANNING AND
ADMINISTRATION PROCESSES IN SECTION 3.4 OF THIS
NARRATIVE.

PAGE 107, SECTION 7 DESIGN GUIDELINES, 7.4 NORTHPARK
DESIGN GUIDELINES, A. ARTERIAL ROAD BRIDGE CROSSINGS, ADD
ITEM AT THE END NUMBERED VIil, AS FOLLOWS: ALL ARTERIAL
ROAD BRIDGE CROSSINGS SHALL COMPLY WITH CITY OF PHOENIX
ADOPTED STANDARDS AND AS APPROVED BY THE STREET
TRANSPORTATION DEPARTMENT.

PAGE 113, SECTION 7 DESIGN GUIDELINES, 7.4 NORTHPARK
DESIGN GUIDELINES, B. SITE DESIGN/DEVELOPMENT, V.
TRAILS/PATHS, 1. MULTI-USE TRAILS, SHARED-USE PATHS, AND
PEDESTRIAN WALKWAYS, SUBSECTION B., REVISE TO: ALL
SHARED-USE PATHS (SUPS) SHALL BE LOCATED WITHIN MINIMUM
20-FOOT-WIDE SIDEWALK EASEMENTS (S/W E) AND MULTI-USE
TRAILS(MUTS) SHALL BE LOCATED WITHIN MINIMUM 30-FOOT-WIDE
MULTI-USE TRAIL EASEMENTS (MUTES), IN ACCORDANCE WITH
THE MAG SUPPLEMENTAL DETAIL, AND AS APPROVED OR
MODIFIED BY THE STREET TRANSPORTATION DEPARTMENT AND
THE PLANNING AND DEVELOPMENT DEPARTMENT.

PAGE 114, SECTION 7 DESIGN GUIDELINES, 7.4 NORTHPARK
DESIGN GUIDELINES, B. SITE DESIGN/DEVELOPMENT, V.
TRAILS/PATHS, 1. MULTI-USE TRAILS, SHARED-USE PATHS, AND
PEDESTRIAN WALKWAYS, SUBSECTION I., REVISE TO: WHERE SUP
AND MUT ALIGNMENTS CROSS STREETS, ENTRYWAYS, OR
COMMERCIAL DRIVEWAYS, THE USE OF BOLLARDS OR OTHER
SIMILAR ELEMENTS SHALL BE PROVIDED TO ENSURE FOR SAFE
CROSSING ZONES. NO BOLLARDS MAY BE LOCATED WITHIN
PUBLIC RIGHT-OF-WAY AND SHALL MEET ADA ACCESSIBILITY
STANDARDS.
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PAGE 115, SECTION 7 DESIGN GUIDELINES, 7.4 NORTHPARK
DESIGN GUIDELINES, B. SITE DESIGN/DEVELOPMENT, V.
TRAILS/PATHS, 1. MULTI-USE TRAILS, SHARED-USE PATHS, AND
PEDESTRIAN WALKWAYS, SUBSECTION O., REVISE TO: WHERE
PRIMARY PEDESTRIAN PATHWAYS CROSS DRIVE AISLES, PARKING
AREAS, OR STREETS, THEY SHALL BE CONSTRUCTED OF STAMPED
OR COLORED CONCRETE, BRICK, PAVERS, OR AN ALTERNATIVE
DECORATIVE MATERIAL THAT VISUALLY CONTRASTS THE
PARKING AISLE, DRIVE AISLE, OR STREET SURFACE, AS REVIEWED
AND APPROVED BY THE STREET TRANSPORTATION DEPARTMENT
AND THE PLANNING AND DEVELOPMENT DEPARTMENT.

PAGE 115, SECTION 7 DESIGN GUIDELINES, 7.4 NORTHPARK
DESIGN GUIDELINES, B. SITE DESIGN/DEVELOPMENT, V.
TRAILS/PATHS, 2. NORTHPARK LOOP, EXHIBIT 13: NORTHPARK
LOOP: LOCATE NORTHVISTA MULTI-MODAL CORRIDOR ON THE
EAST SIDE OF THE WASH.

PAGE 116, SECTION 7 DESIGN GUIDELINES, 7.4 NORTHPARK
DESIGN GUIDELINES, B. SITE DESIGN/DEVELOPMENT, V.
TRAILS/PATHS, 2. NORTHPARK LOOP, SUBSECTION G., REVISE TO:
WHERE THE LOOP CROSSES STREETS, ENTRYWAYS, OR
COMMERCIAL DRIVEWAYS, THE USE OF BOLLARDS OR OTHER
SIMILAR ELEMENTS SHALL BE PROVIDED TO ENSURE FOR SAFE
CROSSING ZONES. PATH ALIGNMENT MAY ALSO JOG IN ORDER TO
SLOW SPEEDS AND ENSURE PEDESTRIANS AND BICYCLISTS LOOK
TOWARDS VEHICLE TRAFFIC PRIOR TO CROSSING. NO BOLLARDS
MAY BE LOCATED WITHIN PUBLIC RIGHT-OF-WAY AND SHALL MEET
ADA ACCESSIBILITY STANDARDS.

PAGE 118, SECTION 7 DESIGN GUIDELINES, 7.4 NORTHPARK
DESIGN GUIDELINES, B. SITE DESIGN/DEVELOPMENT, VI.
PARKING/CIRCULATION, 3. ACCESS/CIRCULATION, C. TRAFFIC
CALMING, SUBSECTION I., REVISE TO: TRAFFIC CALMING
MEASURES SHALL BE PROVIDED ON PRIVATE PROPERTY AT
ENTRIES AND EXITS ALONG ARTERIAL AND COLLECTOR STREETS
TO SLOW DOWN VEHICULAR SPEEDS AS THEY APPROACH
SIDEWALKS, PATHWAYS, AND TRAILS.

APPENDIX E: OTHER MASTER PLANS: UPDATE THE MASTER
DEVELOPMENT & PHASING PLAN AND THE MASTER OPEN SPACE,
PEDESTRIAN, BICYCLE & TRAILS PLAN PER THE STIPULATIONS
ABOVE.





Z-139-24-1

Planning Commission Backup Memo
December 4, 2025

Page 10 of 17

2.

Overall PUD, Conceptual Master Development Parcel (CMDP), plans for the
entire NorthPark PUD, per the requirements of the Planned Community District
(PCD) per Section 636 of the Phoenix Zoning Ordinance as it relates to the
NorthPark scale community serving infrastructure, shall be submitted to the City
for review and approval prior to submitting Planned Community District (PCD) or
Functional Segment (FS) master plans for any MDP, except for MDP.2. Submitted
PCD of FS master plans must be in general conformance with the CMDP and
approved before submitting any Preliminary Site Plans, for land within that MDP,
as approved by the Planning and Development Department. The PCD and/or FS
master plans shall meet the full requirements of Section 636 regarding master
plans and must be in general conformance with the CMDP. Some MDPs will
require review with and/or approval by other departments or agencies as
applicable for those specific plans or MDP areas. The CMDP may be updated to
reflect more refined PCD or FS master plans of the various MDP areas as the
area develops.

a. The Master Development Plan shall also include a tracking table for the
following items:

I. Locations, minimum acreages, and maximum acreages of the local
services use within the Foothills Residential, Traditional
Neighborhood, and Neighborhood Village Land Use Districts (LUDSs).

ii. The minimum number of units for the Lifestyle Mixed-Use (LMU) and
Freeway Mixed-Use (FMU) LUDs, and the minimum square footage of
commercial uses in the LMU LUD and FMU LUD.

iii.  The minimum area required for vertical mixed-use (residential and
commercial) in the LMU LUD and FMU LUD.

b. The locations of the public bicycle repair stations (“fix it stations”) shall be
identified on all master plans, as required by the PUD.

C. The locations of the proposed Sonoran Preserve and preserved natural
wash/floodplain corridors, shall be identified on the master plans, as
required by the PUD.

d. The locations of the public regional park and public community park shall be
identified on the master plans.

e. The locations of neighborhood parks shall be identified on MDP master
plans and pocket parks shall be identified on Functional Segment master
plans.

f. Locations of Monarch Butterfly gardens, as required by the PUD, shall be

identified and provided within each MDP.
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g. For MDPs that include school sites for reservation for the Deer Valley
Unified School District (DVUSD), the locations of the three school sites, in
locations and acreage to be approved or modified by DVUSD, shall be
identified and shown on the CMDP and the as refined on the PCD or FS
master plans.

h. Location of a fire/mini police station, in a location and acreage to be
approved or modified by the Fire Department and Police Department, shall
be identified and shown on the CMDP and then refined on the PCD or FS
master plans.

I Gateway monuments and project gateway design for entrances into the
NorthPark community shall be identified on the PCD or FS master plans, as
required by the PUD.

3. A Master Streets Plan shall be submitted and approved for the overall North Park
PUD prior to, or concurrent with the initial Conceptual Master Development Parcel
(CMDP) submission, excluding MDP.2. No preliminary approval of plans shall be
granted within an MDP without an approved MDP Traffic Impact Analysis and
associated MDP and/or PCD or FS Master Street Plans.

In addition to the Master Street Plan requirements set forth in the North Park
PUD, the following information shall also be required:

a. A separate signing and striping plan shall be reviewed and approved by the
Street Transportation Department for the separated and elevated bicycle
facilities, as required by Section 6, Table 7 of the PUD.

b. Protected bicycle intersection designs shall be incorporated within each MDP
and guided by NACTO national standards, as approved by the Street
Transportation Department.

c. A Traffic Impact Analysis (TIA) shall be approved for any new submission or
modification to the overall North Park PUD, Master Development Parcel, or
Functional Segment Master Plan along with corresponding updated Master
Streets Plans.

d. Where an arterial or collector street crosses a wash or floodplain corridor, a
100-year storm dry crossing shall be constructed per the City of Phoenix
storm water design manual, as approved by the Planning and Development
Department.

4. A Master Trails Plan shall be submitted and approved to the Planning and
Development and Street Transportation Departments for the overall North Park
PUD prior to, or concurrent with the initial Conceptual Master Development Parcel
submission, excluding MDP.2. The Master Trails Plan shall incorporate the
following elements:
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a. All trails and paths identified on Exhibit 10: Master Trails Plan shall be
publicly accessible through public access easement dedications.

b. Multi-Use Trails, Shared Use Path, and NorthPark Loop crossings at arterial
and collector streets that are away from signalized intersection shall be
identified and above or below grade crossings, HAWKS or similar
pedestrian activated crossings shall be assigned and constructed, as
approved by the Street Transportation Department.

C. Standard details shall be provided for the NorthPark Loop, including
connections that cross wash corridors, as approved by the Planning and
Development Department.

d. Locations of neighborhood and singletrack trails, as required by the PUD,
shall be identified and provided on Functional Segment master plans.

e. Location of the NorthVista Multi-Modal Path Corridor within MDP.1,
generally located east of 43rd Avenue and north of Dixileta Drive,
connecting to the future pedestrian/bicycle bridge over the Loop 303
freeway, shall be identified on the MDP master plans, as required by the
PUD, and shall be provided along the western edge of the 100-year
floodplain corridor, outside of the floodplain boundary.

f. Location of a minor trailhead east of 67th Avenue, south of Dixileta Drive.

5. This parcel is in a Special Flood Hazard Area (SFHA) called Zone A, Zone AE,
and Zone AE floodway, on panels 1255L, 0840L, and 0845L of Flood Insurance
Rate Maps (FIRM) with an effective date of October 16, 2013 and 1260M revised
on September 18, 2020. The following requirements shall apply, as approved by
the Planning and Development Department.

a. The Architect and Engineer are required to show the floodplain boundary
limits on the Site Plan and Grading and Drainage Plan and ensure that
impacts to the proposed facilities are adequately addressed, following
National Flood Insurance Program (NFIP) Regulations (44 CFR Paragraph
60.3). This includes, but is not limited to, provisions in the latest versions of
the Floodplain Ordinance of the Phoenix City Code.

b. A copy of the Grading and Drainage Plan shall be submitted to the
Floodplain Management section of the Street Transportation Department for
review and approval of floodplain requirements.

C. The developer shall provide a FEMA approved CLOMR-F or CLOMR prior
to issuance of a Grading and Drainage permit.
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d. A LOMR application shall be submitted to the Floodplain Management
section of the Street Transportation Department for review and approval
prior to issuance of vertical construction permits.

e. The developer shall provide a FEMA approved LOMR-F or LOMR prior to
issuance of a Certificate of Occupancy.

6. The developer shall reserve approximately 7 acres, generally located at the
northwest corner of 51st Avenue and Dixileta Drive, for a future fire/mini police
station, as approved or modified by the Fire Department, Police Department, and
the Planning and Development Department. The final acreage and configuration
of the property to be reserved, along with the timing of the conveyance, shall be
mutually agreed upon by the developer, the Fire Department, the Police
Department, and the Planning and Development Department.

7. The developer shall reserve approximately 4 acres of the Community Open Space
Land Use District, generally located east of 43rd Avenue and north of Dixileta
Drive, generally shown on Exhibit 8C: Community Open Space of the PUD
Development Narrative date stamped November 6, 2025, to the City of Phoenix
for a future public library, as approved or modified by the Library Department and
the Planning and Development Department. The final acreage and configuration
of the property to be conveyed, along with timing of the conveyance, shall be
mutually agreed upon by the developer, the Library Department, and the Planning
and Development Department.

8. The area designated as Parks/Open Space — Privately Owned, generally located
west of the southwest corner of 51st Avenue and Dixileta Drive, as generally
depicted on Exhibit 5: Proposed General Plan Land Use Map of the PUD
Development Narrative date stamped November 6, 2025, shall be preserved as
permanent undisturbed open space and shall be privately maintained. The area
may include passive recreational features such as trails, seating nodes, or other
elements, provided such improvements are consistent with the intent to maintain
the area as undisturbed open space, as approved by the Planning and
Development Department.

9. The developer shall convey approximately 2,100 acres, generally shown on
Exhibit 8B: Natural Open Space of the PUD Development Narrative date stamped
November 6, 2025, to the City of Phoenix for inclusion in the Sonoran Preserve,
as approved or modified by the Parks and Recreation Department and the
Planning and Development Department. The final acreage and configuration of
the property to be conveyed, along with timing of the conveyance, shall be
mutually agreed upon by the developer, the Parks and Recreation Department,
and the Planning and Development Department.
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10.

11.

12.

13.

14.

The developer shall convey approximately 208 acres, generally shown on Exhibit
8C: Community Open Space of the PUD Development Narrative date stamped
November 6, 2025, to the City of Phoenix for a future public regional park and
community park, as approved or modified by the Parks and Recreation
Department and the Planning and Development Department. The final acreage
and configuration of the property to be conveyed, along with the timing of the
conveyance, shall be mutually agreed upon by the developer, the Parks and
Recreation Department, and the Planning and Development Department.

The developer shall convey approximately 3 acres with less than 10% slope for
each minor trailhead generally shown on Exhibit 10: Master Trails Plan of the
PUD Development Narrative date stamped November 6, 2025, for future minor
trailheads, as approved or modified by the Parks and Recreation Department and
the Planning and Development Department. The final acreage and configuration
of the property to be conveyed, along with the timing of the conveyance, shall be
mutually agreed upon by the developer, the Parks and Recreation Department,
and the Planning and Development Department.

The developer shall convey approximately 5 acres with less than 10% slope for
the major trailhead generally shown on Exhibit 10: Master Trails Plan of the PUD
Development Narrative date stamped November 6, 2025, for a future major
trailhead, as approved or modified by the Parks and Recreation Department and
the Planning and Development Department. The final acreage and configuration
of the property to be conveyed, along with the timing of the conveyance, shall be
mutually agreed upon by the developer, the Parks and Recreation Department,
and the Planning and Development Department.

At the time of conveyance of land for the major trailhead generally shown on
Exhibit 10: Master Trails Plan of the PUD Development Narrative date stamped
November 6, 2025, the major trailhead acreage shall be large enough to
accommodate a minimum of 200 parking spaces and other amenities (restrooms,
ramadas, pedestrian connections, etc.), as approved or modified by the Parks and
Recreation Department and the Planning and Development Department.

All multi-use trails (MUTs), shared-use paths (SUPs), and the NorthPark Loop, as
depicted on Exhibit 10: Master Trails Plan of the PUD Development Narrative
hearing draft date stamped November 6, 2025, shall be constructed outside of
proposed Sonoran Preserve lands. Prior to final site plan approval of any
development east of 51st Avenue and south of Dixileta Drive, the proposed
NorthPark Loop bisecting the Preserve from east to west, south of Mount Ochoa,
shall be constructed by the developer as part of the overall development, in
accordance with the requirements in the PUD, as approved or modified by the
Parks and Recreation Department and the Planning and Development
Department. Upon completion of the NorthPark Loop through the Preserve and
Parks and Recreation Department ownership of the land, the Parks and
Recreation Department will take over maintenance of that portion of the NorthPark
Loop that lies within the Preserve within this one area south of Mount Ochoa.
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15.

16.

17.

18.

19.

The proposed arterial streets (43rd Avenue, 51st Avenue, 67th Avenue, and
Dixileta Drive) shall accommodate transit. Bus pads, conforming with City of
Phoenix Standard Detail P1260, shall be located every one-quarter mile on both
directions of the proposed streets. At intersections, there shall be bus bays that
conform with Standard Detail P1256. The pads and bays shall be located from
intersections according to Standard Detail P1258.

The overall North Park PUD Master Street Plan shall identify and assign 25%
private contribution, NOT TO EXCEED $2,500,000, as determined by the Street
Transportation Department, for the total cost of the multi-modal bridge crossing
over the Loop 303 freeway from the NorthVista Multi-Modal Path Corridor, as
identified in the PUD. THE CITY ACKNOWLEDGES THIS CONTRIBUTION MAY
BE MADE BY A SPECIAL TAXING DISTRICT, IF APPROVED BY THE CITY
COUNCIL.

A minimum of 140 feet of right-of-way shall be dedicated for the full width of 43rd
Avenue from the Loop 303 freeway interchange to Dixileta Drive. 43rd Avenue
shall be assigned and constructed as required per the approved Master
Development Parcel (MDP) Master Street Plans and accepted MDP Traffic Impact
Analysis (TIA), as approved by the Street Transportation Department and the
Planning and Development Department.

A minimum of 140 feet of right-of-way shall be dedicated for the full width of 51st
Avenue from the Loop 303 freeway interchange to the existing Stetson Valley
Parkway, south of the Central Arizona Project (CAP) canal. 51st Avenue shall be
assigned and constructed per the approved Conceptual Master Development
Parcel (CMDP) Master Street Plans and the accepted MDP Traffic Impact
Analysis (TIA), and in compliance with CAP requirements. The PCD or FS Master
Street Plans and TIA’s for each MDP shall establish assignment of MDP funding
and/or construction of improvements over the CAP canal, as approved by the
Street Transportation Department and the Planning and Development
Department.

A minimum of 130 feet of right-of-way shall be dedicated for the full width of 67th
Avenue/Pyramid Peak Parkway from the Loop 303 freeway interchange to the
existing 67th Avenue, south of the Central Arizona Project (CAP) canal. 67th
Avenue/Pyramid Peak Parkway shall be constructed per the approved Conceptual
Master Development Parcel (CMDP) Master Street Plans and the accepted MDP
Traffic Impact Analysis (TIA), and in compliance with CAP requirements. The PCD
or FS Master Street Plans and TIA’s for each MDP shall establish assignment of
MDP funding and/or construction of improvements over the CAP canal, as
approved by the Street Transportation Department and the Planning and
Development Department.
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20.

21.

22.

23.

24.

25.

26.

27.

A minimum of 140 feet of right-of-way shall be dedicated for the full width of
Dixileta Drive from the Interstate 17 interchange to the 67th Avenue/Pyramid Peak
Parkway. Dixileta Drive shall be constructed per the approved Conceptual Master
Development Parcel (CMDP) Master Street Plans and the accepted MDP Traffic
Impact Analysis (TIA), as approved by the Street Transportation Department and
the Planning and Development Department.

The overall North Park PUD Conceptual Master Street Plan and subsequent PCD
or FS Master Street Plan(s) shall identify and assign all modifications and
improvements required for the Dixileta and I-17 traffic interchange, as approved
by the Arizona Department of Transportation and the Street Transportation
Department.

The overall North Park PUD Conceptual Master Street Plan and subsequent PCD
or FS Master Street Plan(s) shall identify and assign all modifications and
improvements required for the 67th Avenue and Loop 303 traffic interchange, as
approved by the Arizona Department of Transportation and the Street
Transportation Department.

Master Development Parcel 2 shall direct large truck traffic to the 303 Freeway
through on-site access control restrictions to discourage south bound access onto
51st Avenue.

Future PCD or FS Master Development Plans shall identify and assign a traffic
signal to be designed, fully funded, and constructed at the intersection of Stetson
Valley Parkway and Inspiration Mountain Parkway/Cortopassi Pass, as approved
by the Street Transportation Department.

Future PCD or FS Master Development Plans shall identify and assign a traffic
signal to be designed, fully funded, and constructed at the intersection of Stetson
Valley Parkway and Inspiration Mountain Parkway(north)/Tombstone Trail, as
approved by the Street Transportation Department. A pedestrian signalized
crossing (e.g. HAWK) may be considered as an interim condition prior to full
signalization of the intersection being warranted.

All mitigation improvements shall be constructed and/or funded as identified in the
accepted PUD, and subsequent Conceptual Master Development Plan and PCD
or FS Segment Traffic Impact Analyses.

All streets within and adjacent to the development shall be constructed with
paving, curb, gutter, sidewalk, curb ramps, streetlights, median islands,
landscaping and other incidentals, as per plans approved by the Planning and
Development Department. All improvements shall comply with all ADA
accessibility standards.
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28.

29.

30.

31.

32.

33.

Prior to the submittal of PCD or FS master plans for Master Development Parcels
1, 3 and 6, as depicted on Exhibit 7: Master Development Parcel Map of the PUD
Development Narrative hearing draft date stamped November 6, 2025, the
applicant shall engage with the Deer Valley Unified School District regarding the
plan of development.

A minimum of three public school sites at locations acceptable to the school
district and the Street Transportation Department shall be reserved for one year
from the date of approval of the PCD or FS master plans; for a maximum 80-acre
high school site in Master Development Parcel 1, for a maximum 20-acre K-8 site
in Master Development Parcel 3, and for a maximum 20-acre K-8 site in Master
Development Parcel 6, as approved by the Planning and Development
Department and Deer Valley Unified School District.

If determined necessary by the Phoenix Archaeology Office, the applicant shall
conduct Phase | data testing and submit an archaeological survey report of the
development area for review and approval by the City Archaeologist prior to
clearing and grubbing, landscape salvage, and/or grading approval.

If Phase | data testing is required, and if, upon review of the results from the
Phase | data testing, the City Archaeologist, in consultation with a qualified
archaeologist, determines such data recovery excavations are necessary, the
applicant shall conduct Phase Il archaeological data recovery excavations.

In the event archaeological materials are encountered during construction, the
developer shall immediately cease all ground-disturbing activities within a 33-foot
radius of the discovery, notify the City Archaeologist, and allow time for the
Archaeology Office to properly assess the materials.

Prior to final site plan approval, the landowner shall execute a Proposition 207
waiver of claims form. The waiver shall be recorded with the Maricopa County
Recorder's Office and delivered to the City to be included in the rezoning
application file for record.

Enclosed:
Correspondence received after staff report (213 pages)

Correspondence received after VPC meeting (106 pages)




https://www.phoenix.gov/content/dam/phoenix/pddsite/documents/planning-zoning-pud/z-139-24-1-ccpsr.pdf

https://www.phoenix.gov/content/dam/phoenix/pddsite/documents/planning-zoning-pud/z-139-24-1-ccpvpc.pdf




3. Aclear plan for preventing further back-door changes in this process.

The City’s handling of this proposal has severely damaged public trust. The December
4th memo only confirmed what many residents already fear: our neighborhood's
concerns are being ignored, and critical decisions are being made behind closed doors.

Respectfully,

-Amanda McGowan
SVOA Board President

After Hours Emergency: 1.800.274.3165
StetsonValleyOA.com [stetsonvalleyoa.com]


https://urldefense.com/v3/__https://www.stetsonvalleyoa.com/home/__;!!LkjWUF49MRd51_ry!YVg36TzzEm67YGJYEXTa3sdg1MfkU4WKtacTe7VqRCvjQNJAKgTzrrYQfqe-r249JCgN9_UXwi54tDkBHWfHvXB9t5lhzGg$

From: Keith Hinrichsen <hinrichsen83@cox.net>

Sent: Thursday, December 4, 2025 6:51 PM
To: PDD Planning Commission
Subject: Happy valley

Hi! | am a resident in Stetson .

Please do not grow this area any more!!

Even without road improvement on happy valley the traffic is Horrendous!!
Please do not extend 51 st or 67 th ave

The whole area cannot contain the traffic

Thank you

Keith Hinrichsen

Sent from my iPhone



From: Amy Eisenberg, Ph.D.

To: Council District 1 PCC; Coundil District 2 PCC; Council District 3 PCC; Coundil District 4; Council District 5 PCC; Council District 6 PCC; Council District 7 PCC; Council District 8 PCC; Ann M Q"Brien; Debra W Stark; Jim Waring; Laura Pastor; Betty S Guardado; Kevin L Robinson; Anna M Hernandez;
Kesha.hod( i i Kesh: i i Mayor Gallego; Mavor Gallego; Adrian G Zambrano; Sarah Stockham; Racelle Escolar; engage@az.gov

Subject: Fwd: Archeological Survey- Pyramid Peak

Date: Friday, December 5, 2025 8:55::

Attachments: State Parks Logo 2024 - sml.ong.
Screenshot 2025-11-24 at 8.12.57PM.ong
NorthPark Notification Letter with Exhibits 09.26.2025.0df

DO RIGHT

SEARCH YOUR SOUL

SAFEGUARD SACRED LANDS

RESPECT OUR MOTHER EARTH WHO SUSTAINS ALL LIFE

Remember, remember the sacredness of life

Amy Eisenberg, Ph.D.
The University of Arizona

Center for World Indigenous Studies Associate Scholar

Jane Goodall Institute grantee for Stewardship and the Preservation of Life
11848 North Labyrinth Drive

Tucson, Arizona 85737

USA
774-777-0173
520-848-6158
dramyeis@yahoo.com
ityofarizona.academia i D i academia.edu]
com/amy.eisenberg.716 [facebook.com]
www.pbase.com/jamato8 [pbase.com]

Elid g Jewed - Respect the Earth
hitp:/fwww. i [tonati gov]

We are given lfe that we may enhance life

Begin forwarded message:

From: Amanda McGowan <amanda@stetsonvalleyoa.com>
Subject: Re: Archeological Survey- Pyramid Peak

Date: November 25, 2025 at 10:48:37 AM MST

To: "Amy Eisenberg, Ph.D." <dramyeis@yahoo.com>

Thank you Amy, we will give them a call. | did hear back from GRIC THPO and they said that unfortunately the AZ State Land Department is not required to consult with them.

I am listing the decision makers who vote on the rezoning for proposed industrial uses adjacent to the preserve area, on top of the archeologically sensitive quarter sections on the land they are selling but have not yet
studied, if anyone is willing to assist with writing to them to discourage it. The project is called Northpark. | have attached the official notice for the project- the purple area labeled MDP 2 would be rezoned to allow TSMC
to build semiconductor factories, as well as data centers and other uses:
council district.1@phoenix.gov
council.district.2@phoenix.gov
council.district. 3@phoenix.gov
councildistrict. 4@phoenix.gov
councildistrict.5@phoenix.gov
council.district.6@phoenix.gov

Ldistrict.7@phoenix.gov

L district 8@ .
Ann.Obrien@phoenix.gov
Debra.Stark@phoenix.gov
lim.waring@phoenix.gov
Laura.pastor@phoenix.gov
Betty.guardado@phoenix.gov
Kevin robinson@phoenix.gov
Anna.hernandez@phoenix.gov
Kesha.h .washington@phoenix.gove

ha.washin, ix.gov

Mayor.gallego@phoenix.gov
Kate.gallego@phoenix.gov
Adrian.zambran: hoenix.gov
Sarah.Stockham@phoenix.gov
Racelle.Escolar@phoenix.gov

ngage@az.gov

Thank you,

-Amanda McGowan

SVOA Board President

After Hours Emergency: 1.800.274.3165

StetsonValleyOA.com [stetsor com]

From: Amy Eisenberg, Ph.D. <dramyeis@yahoo.com>
Sent: Monday, November 24, 2025 8:44:14 PM
To: chaseflorez67@gmail.com <chaseflorez67 @gmail.com>; Eileen Zornow <eileen.zornow@gmail.com>; samuel.fayuant@gmail.com <samuel.fayuant@gmail.com>; John Amato <jamato8@yahoo.com>; Amanda McGowan

amar lleyoa.com; r iologicaldiversity.org <rmcspadden@biologicaldiversity.org>; kleonard ks.gov <kleonar ks.gov>; mwalsh ks.gov <mwalst ks.gov>;
news@kgun9.com <news@kgun9.com>; kenny.darr@kgun9.com <kenny.darr@kgun9.com>; marcusmdeleon@gmail.com <marcusmdeleon@gmail.com>; incomingAZcorr@fws.gov <incomingAZcorr@fws.gov>; julie_mcintyre@fws.gov
<julie_mcintyre@fws.gov>
Subject: Fwd: Archeological Survey- Pyramid Peak

Dear Amanda and Colleagues


https://us-phishalarm-ewt.proofpoint.com/EWT/v1/LkjWUF49MRd51_ry!DuC2L9aNLU1-rTWcA8nMBM6Wbkex18r0LlhRML5esLAlB-UKffavt_x-jmM-f9w7BoDfgpLq85e5hk_dXv-xT8wJbsGnpUNxlenSi3qk5g$
mailto:dramyeis@yahoo.com
mailto:council.district.1@phoenix.gov
mailto:council.district.2@phoenix.gov
mailto:council.district.3@phoenix.gov
mailto:council.district.4@phoenix.gov
mailto:council.district.5@phoenix.gov
mailto:District6@phoenix.gov
mailto:council.district.7@phoenix.gov
mailto:council.district.8@phoenix.gov
mailto:ann.obrien@phoenix.gov
mailto:debra.stark@phoenix.gov
mailto:Jim.Waring@phoenix.gov
mailto:laura.pastor@phoenix.gov
mailto:betty.guardado@phoenix.gov
mailto:kevin.robinson@phoenix.gov
mailto:Anna.Hernandez@phoenix.gov
mailto:Kesha.hodge.washington@phoenix.gove
mailto:Kesha.washington@phoenix.gov
mailto:mayor.gallego@phoenix.gov
mailto:adrian.zambrano@phoenix.gov
mailto:sarah.stockham@phoenix.gov
mailto:racelle.escolar@phoenix.gov
mailto:engage@az.gov
https://urldefense.com/v3/__https://universityofarizona.academia.edu/AmyEisenbergPhD__;!!LkjWUF49MRd51_ry!fgCBUpHCsQhVcd8-ICobYUESGi0a7j5fFf7jahYTzMLLVDYNfVSRSwtN-KP9VQKrqzaPflOOjmtmef37sx1ZUGZBHQ$
https://urldefense.com/v3/__https://www.facebook.com/amy.eisenberg.716__;!!LkjWUF49MRd51_ry!fgCBUpHCsQhVcd8-ICobYUESGi0a7j5fFf7jahYTzMLLVDYNfVSRSwtN-KP9VQKrqzaPflOOjmtmef37sx2wVU9FYw$
https://urldefense.com/v3/__http://www.pbase.com/jamato8__;!!LkjWUF49MRd51_ry!fgCBUpHCsQhVcd8-ICobYUESGi0a7j5fFf7jahYTzMLLVDYNfVSRSwtN-KP9VQKrqzaPflOOjmtmef37sx22lBNuiw$
https://urldefense.com/v3/__http://www.tonation-nsn.gov/nowall/__;!!LkjWUF49MRd51_ry!fgCBUpHCsQhVcd8-ICobYUESGi0a7j5fFf7jahYTzMLLVDYNfVSRSwtN-KP9VQKrqzaPflOOjmtmef37sx2sGuubqw$
mailto:council.district.1@phoenix.gov
mailto:council.district.2@phoenix.gov
mailto:council.district.3@phoenix.gov
mailto:council.district.4@phoenix.gov
mailto:council.district.5@phoenix.gov
mailto:council.district.6@phoenix.gov
mailto:council.district.7@phoenix.gov
mailto:council.district.8@phoenix.gov
mailto:Ann.Obrien@phoenix.gov
mailto:Debra.Stark@phoenix.gov
mailto:Jim.waring@phoenix.gov
mailto:Laura.pastor@phoenix.gov
mailto:Betty.guardado@phoenix.gov
mailto:Kevin.robinson@phoenix.gov
mailto:Anna.hernandez@phoenix.gov
mailto:Kesha.hodge.washington@phoenix.gove
mailto:Kesha.washington@phoenix.gov
mailto:Mayor.gallego@phoenix.gov
mailto:Kate.gallego@phoenix.gov
mailto:Adrian.zambrano@phoenix.gov
mailto:Sarah.Stockham@phoenix.gov
mailto:Racelle.Escolar@phoenix.gov
mailto:engage@az.gov
https://urldefense.com/v3/__https://www.stetsonvalleyoa.com/home/__;!!LkjWUF49MRd51_ry!fgCBUpHCsQhVcd8-ICobYUESGi0a7j5fFf7jahYTzMLLVDYNfVSRSwtN-KP9VQKrqzaPflOOjmtmef37sx0aonUMPw$

STATE PARKS & TRAILS




ADDITIONAL CONDITION(S):
(A) The Patent for the Sale Parcel shall include the following conditions and restrictions:

m

There may be Register Eligible Site or Sites located within the Subject Property, which could
include information significant in this state's history, architecture, archacology, or culture and
may meet eligibility criteria, which the Arizona State Parks Board has established for listing
on the Arizona Register of Historic Places, or which meet eligibility criteria for listing on the
National Register of Historic Places. The successful bidder will be required post auction to
arrange for a permittee of the Arizona State Museum to inspect the area for cultural, historical,
and paleontological remains and submit a PDF copy of the inspection report to the Arizona
State Land Department (“ASLD”) Cultural Resources Section for review and approval within
12-months of auction date and prior to any ground disturbing activities. Thereafter, the
successful bidder will provide the ASLD with any archaeological plans, studies, or reports that
may be needed for ASLD’s use in consultation with the State Historic Preservation Office. If
ground-disturbing activities will or may impact one or more Register Eligible Site or Sites,
patentee shall consult with the State Historic Preservation Office and otherwise take such
actions as are necessary to avoid, preserve, protect, or mitigate impacts on the Register Eligible
Site or Sites. In the event that avoidance, preservation and protection of the Register Eligible
Site or Sites cannot be accomplished, patentee shall implement the plan developed for use in
consultation with and acceptable to, the Arizona State Museum and the State Historic
Preservation Office, or their successor agencies, prior to the Register Eligible Site or Sites
being affected. The artifacts and records recovered from the property shall be curated
according to the Arizona State Museum Conservation and Curation Standards as established
in rules implementing the Arizona Antiquities Act.

If human remains are encountered during ground-disturbing activities, all work must
immediately cease within 30.48 meters (100 feet) of the discovery and the area must be
secured. The Arizona State Museum must be notified of the discovery. All discoveries will be
treated in accordance with Arizona Revised Statutes (A.R.S. § 41-844 and A.R.S. § 41-865)
and work must not resume in this area without authorization from the Arizona State Museum.




BIFISIO

BERGIN, FRAKES, SMALLEY & OBERHOLTZER

September 26, 2025

SUBJECT: Notice of (1) Second Neighborhood Meeting for Planned Unit Development (PUD)
Rezoning Case No. Z-139-24-1, (2) First Neighborhood Meeting for General Plan
Amendment (GPA) Case Nos. GPA-NG-1-24-1 & GPA-NG-2-24-1, and (3)
Scheduled Public Meetings/Hearings: North Gateway Village Planning
Committee for Information and Recommendation, Planning Commission (PC)
Hearing and City Council (CC) Hearing

Dear Property Owner or Neighborhood Association representative:

The purpose of this letter is to inform you that Pulte Homes and TSMC Arizona have filed a rezoning
request for approximately 6,382 acres of Arizona State Trust Land, generally located west of the 1-17
freeway, south of the Loop 303 freeway, north of the Central Arizona Project (CAP) Canal, and east
of western City limits (the “Property”) to change the zoning from S-1 (Ranch or Farm Residence) to
PUD (Planned Unit Development). To facilitate the rezone, two companion minor General Plan
Amendments (GPAs) have additionally been filed for the Property for approximately 7,396 acres.
These applications will facilitate the development of a project known as “NorthPark™ (the “Project”).
The following is a summary of all three companion cases that have been filed:

7-139-24-1 (NorthPark PUD)
e Change From: S-1
e Change To: PUD
e Acreage: 6,381.49
e Proposal: Planned Unit Development for a master planned community including open space,
residential, mixed use, commercial, commerce park, and industrial.

GPA-NG-1-24-1 (Land Use Map, Trails System Map, and Infrastructure Limit Line
Amendment)
e Land Use Map Change From:
o Undesignated Area, Floodplain, Preserves/Floodplain, Parks/Open Space — Publicly
Owned, Parks/Open Space — Future 1 dwelling unit per acre (du/ac), Public/Quasi-
Public, Preserves / Residential O to 1 / Residential 1 to 2 du/ac, Preserves / Residential
2 to 3.5 / Residential 3.5 to 5 du/ac, Preserves / Mixed Use (Area C & D only),
Residential 0 to 2 du/ac, Residential 2 to 3.5 du/ac, Residential 2 to 5 du/ac, Residential
3.5 to 5 du/ac, Residential 5 to 15 du/ac, Residential 15+ du/ac, Mixed Use (North
Gateway and Northwest Area only), Commercial, Commercial / Commerce/Business
Park. See existing General Plan Land Use Map attached.
e Land Use Map Change To:
o Parks/Open Space - Publicly Owned, Parks/Open Space - Privately Owned,
Parks/Open Space - Publicly Owned / Floodplain, Parks/Open Space - Privately Owned
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/ Floodplain, Residential 2 to 5, Residential 2 to 3.5 / Residential 3.5 to 5 / Residential
5 to 10 du/ac / Floodplain, Residential 2 to 3.5 / Residential 3.5 to 5 / Residential 5 to
10 du/ac, Residential 3.5 to 5 / Residential 5 to 10 / Residential 10 to 15 / Residential
15+ du/ac / Floodplain, Residential 3.5 to 5 / Residential 5 to 10 / Residential 10 to 15
/ Residential 15+ du/ac, Floodplain / Mixed Use, Mixed Use, Commercial / Floodplain,
Commercial, Commercial / Commerce/Business Park, Transportation; and expansion
of the infrastructure limit line. See proposed General Plan Land Use Map attached.

e Infrastructure Phasing Overlay / Infrastructure Limit Line Amendment: Removal of the
Infrastructure Phasing Overlay and expansion of the Infrastructure Limit Line. See existing vs.
proposed Infrastructure Phasing Overlay / Infrastructure Limit Line Map attached.

e Trails System Map Amendment: Updates to several trail alignments and types within the
application area (proposed NorthPark development) See existing vs. proposed Trails System
Map attached.

e Acreage: Approximately 7,396 acres.

e Proposal: Minor General Plan Amendment to the Land Use Map, Infrastructure Limit Line,
and Trails System Map.

GPA-NG-2-24-1 (Street Classification Map Amendment)
e Amendment to the Street Classification Map to update several arterial street alignments within

the application area. See existing vs. proposed Street Classification Map attached.

Existing use: The Property is currently vacant Arizona State Trust Land and is zoned S-1 which allows
for development of up to 1 dwelling unit per acre and a variety of non-residential uses such as adult
day care, community residence homes, schools, churches, and various agricultural uses. No land is
zoned for park or preserve use exclusively.

Proposed change: The NorthPark applications would establish a Planned Unit Development (“PUD”)
zoning district for the Property to provide for a master-planned development framework creating six
master development parcels (“MDPs”) that will each allow for a variety of land uses (Natural Open
Space, Community Open Space, Foothills Residential, Traditional Neighborhood, Neighborhood
Village, Lifestyle Mixed-Use, Community Commercial, Freeway Mixed-Use, and Innovation
Corridor). The PUD is structured to allow for a maximum overall gross density of 15,150 dwelling
units which results in a gross density of 2.4 dwelling units per acre (“DU/AC”) inclusive of the overall
6,382-acre Project, and a net density of approximately 4.8 DU/AC when excluding areas designated
Natural Open Space, Community Open Space and Innovation Corridor which do not permit residential
uses. A major component of the NorthPark PUD is the preservation of approximately 2,100 acres of
land for donation and dedication to the City of Phoenix for inclusion in the Sonoran Preserve.
Additionally, approximately 200 acres of Community Open Space will be established within MDP.2
as large open spaces outside of the Preserve boundary.
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We would like to invite you to the following meetings to discuss these applications:
Scheduled Meetings:

e Neighborhood Meeting: The second formal neighborhood meeting for the PUD
application and the first formal neighborhood meeting for the GPA applications.
Date: October 6, 2025 Time: 6:00 p.m.
Location: Goelet A.C. Beuf Community Center, Multi-Purpose Room, 3435 W.
Pinnacle Peak Rd., Phoenix, AZ 85027

e Village Planning Meeting — Village: North Gateway
INFORMATIONAL PRESENTATION
Date: October 9, 2025 Time: 6:00 p.m.
Location: Goelet A.C. Beuf Community Center, Multi-Purpose Room, 3435 W.
Pinnacle Peak Rd., Phoenix, AZ 85027

e Village Planning Meeting — Village: North Gateway

FOR RECOMMENDATION

Date: November 13, 2025 Time: 6:00 p.m.

Location: Goelet A.C. Beuf Community Center, Multi-Purpose Room, 3435 W.
Pinnacle Peak Rd., Phoenix, AZ 85027

e Planning Commission (PC) Hearing
Date: December 4, 2025  Time: 6:00 p.m.
Location: Meeting will be held at the City Council Chambers (200 W. Jefferson St.)
or virtually. For more information, please see
https://www.phoenix.gov/cityclerk/publicmeetings/notices

e City Council (CC) Hearing
Date: December 17,2025 Time: 2:30 p.m.
Location: Meeting will be held at the City Council Chambers (200 W. Jefferson St.)
or virtually. For more information, please see
https://www.phoenix.gov/cityclerk/publicmeetings/notices

You are invited to attend the neighborhood meeting to learn about the Project and proposed
applications. If you are unable to attend, please contact me at cweeks@bfsolaw.com or 602-888-
7855 to learn more about the case and express your concerns. We also invite you to view our
website for the Project: www.NorthParkPHX.com. The website contains the most up-to-date
conceptual master plans for the Project.

In addition to the neighborhood meeting, you are welcome to attend any or all of the subsequent
meetings/hearings to learn about the case and make your opinions known. Please confirm the
meeting details with the City of Phoenix Planning and Development Department before attending
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as they are subject to change. Hearing information may also be found on signs posted on the site
and in the Friday edition of The Record Reporter. You may also make your feelings known on this
case by writing to the City of Phoenix Planning and Development Department, 200 West
Washington Street, 2nd Floor, Phoenix, Arizona 85003, referencing the case number. Your letter
will be made part of the case file.

At the Village Planning “for recommendation” meeting, the North Gateway Village Planning
Committee will forward a recommendation to the Planning Commission after considering
testimony from affected parties and reviewing the staff report prepared by the Planning and
Development Department. The village planner who will staff this meeting is Adrian Zambrano
and can be reached at adrian.zambrano@phoenix.gov or 602-534-6057 to answer your questions
regarding the village review and city hearing processes as well as the staff position once their
report is complete. If a case is not appealed within 7 calendar days after the Planning Commission
decision, it is ratified by the City Council without further discussion.

A copy of the entire PUD Development Narrative containing the complete details of this request
are on file with the City of Phoenix Planning and Development Department and available on-line
at https://www.phoenix.gov/pdd/planning-zoning/pzservices/pud-cases.

Again, I would be happy to answer any questions or hear any concerns that you may have regarding
this proposal. You may reach me at cweeks@bfsolaw.com or 602-888-7855.

Sincerely,
oA y/Jy/
Caleb Weeks

Senior Planner
Attachment(s):

e PUD Master Plans
o Master Development & Phasing Plan
o Master Open Space, Pedestrian, Bicycle, and Trails Plan
o Master Roadway Plan
e Existing & Proposed General Plan Maps:
o General Plan Land Use Map
o Street Classification Map
o Master Trails Plan
o Infrastructure Limit Line Map

For information on this and other projects proposed in your neighborhood, you can visit the City
of Phoenix’s My Community Map website at: https://www.phoenix.gov/pddsite/pages/my-
community-map.aspx.

Learn more at the Project Website: www.NorthParkPHX.com
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PROJECT CONTACT

PREPARED FOR
PULTEGROUP clo Mike Hifler
8605 East Raintree Drive, Suite 300, Scottsdale, AZ 85260
480.391.6251 | mike.hifler@pultegroup.com

ARIZONA STATE LAND DEPARTMENT
1110 W. Washington St, Phoenix, AZ 85007

PREPARED BY:
RVi PLANNING + LANDSCAPE ARCHITECTURE c/o Alex Stedman

4900 N Scottsdale Rd, Suite 1200, Scottsdale, AZ 85051
480.994.0994 | astedman@rviplanning.com

LAND USE DISTRICTS AND UNIT
ALLOCATION TABLE

MASTER | PROPOSED GROSS | GROSS
DEVELOPMENT ~ MAX MDP | MDP

UNITS | AREA |DENSITY
MDP.1 4,150 5196 | 80
MDP.2 0 1111.1| 00
MDP.3 2700" | 8850 | 30
MDP.4 1,000 7560 | 1.3
MDP.5 5000 | 22298 22
MDP.6 2300 8558 | 2.7
TOTAL 15150 | 6,357.2| 24

(1) AMINIMUM OF 200 OF THE UNITS DESIGNATED IN MDP.3 MUST BE
DEVELOPED WITHIN THE LIFESTYLE MIXED USE PARCEL AT THE
NEC OF 67TH AVENUE AND DIXILETA ROAD

LEGEND

GROSS AREA:  6,357.2 ACRE
=== = = == M.D.P. BOUNDARY
MAJOR ARTERIAL
FLOODPLAIN

NOTE: FLOODPLAIN AREA MAY BE SUBJECT TO FUTURE REVISIONS
SUBJECT TO F.EM.A. REQUIREMENTS

\
\
\

LAND USE DISTRICTS

NATURAL OPEN SPACE (NOS)
FOOTHILLS RESIDENTIAL (FR)
TRADITIONAL NEIGHBORHOOD (TN)
NEIGHBORHOOD VILLAGE (NV)
LIFESTYLE MIXED-USE (LMU)
COMMUNITY COMMERCIAL (CC)
FREEWAY MIXED-USE (FMU)
INNOVATION CORRIDOR (IC)

COMMUNITY OPEN SPACE (COS)

A

| CONSENT TO THE REPRODUCTION OF THIS MASTER PLAN FOR THE PURPOSE OF FUTURE
AMENDIMENTS, PROVIDED THAT IF MODIFICATIONS ARE MADE THE ARCHITECTS | ENGINEERS WHO.
MAKE SUCH CHANGES ASSUME FULL RESPONSIBILITY AND LIABILITY FOR THE GHANGES MADE TO
THE PLAN.

ALEX STEDMAN
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| reached out to the Akimel O'odham and left a message for their Cultural Resource Preservation Officer. Fish and Wildlife Service may be able to help. *You are asking important questions, dear Amanda. | admire your perseverance. The Akimel O'odham people must
be consulted and involved.

Arizona Ecological Services Field Office - Phoenix

(602) 242-0210
9828 North 31st AvenueSuite C3Phoenix,AZ85051-2517

Sincerely,
Amy

Remember, remember the sacredness of life

Amy Eisenberg, Ph.D.
The University of Arizona

Center for World Indigenous Studies Associate Scholar

Jane Goodall Institute grantee for Stewardship and the Preservation of Life
11848 North Labyrinth Drive

Tucson, Arizona 85737

UsA

774-777-0173

520-848-6158

dramyeis@yahoo.com

academia. i D I} academia.edu]
‘hitps://www facebook.com/amy.eisenberg.716 [facebook.com]
www. m/jamat m

Elid g Jewed - Respect the Earth
http://www.te i

We are given life that we may enhance life

Begin forwarded message:

From: Amanda McGowan <amanda@stetsonvalleyoa.com>
Subject: Re: Archeological Survey- Pyramid Peak

Date: November 24, 2025 at 8:19:19 PM MST

To: Amanda McGowan <amanda@stetsonvalleyoa.com>

HiMary-Ellen,

Thank you for the clarification. We appreciate your explanation of the process and understand that, under current law, State Trust land must be sold, and that the presence of significant archaeological
resources does not prevent a sale, but rather requires that "appropriate" mitigation be considered. The land sale document (attached, for reference) indicates that a study would be done after sale.

What our community is seeking to understand is why one parcel received extensive study before being offered for sale, while another nearby parcel that is acknowledge both by the City of Phoenix and ASLD as
possibly containing Register Eligible sites- was posted for sale without any study being initiated first. In our discussions with neighbors and elected officials, we were told that the earlier study of 53-

124657 contributed to that area becoming a preservation priority (Class Il Cultural Resource Survey of 139 Acres for the Deem Hills ASLD Parcel Acquisition (Parcel 201-10-987). We’re trying to understand
what triggers the timing of such studies, so the public knows that cultural resources are treated consistently.

The current parcel (53-126033) has been targeted for industrial rezoning. Community members has expressed that such a designation seems inconsistent with the surrounding context, especially given that
the adjacent area is identified in the Sonoran Preserve Master Plan. At a recent public meeting, the developer publicly described the land as “trash,” which has created strong concern among residents. In
response, neighbors have reached out to share land acknowledgments found in the City of Phoenix General Plan, have sent drone footage showing the ecological and scenic value of the property, and have
asked whether tribes have been consulted.

We recognize and respect the confidentiality of site location information and are not requesting anything that would put resources at risk. Instead, we are hoping to better understand how cultural resources
are treated before land is offered for sale, so the community can feel confident that all State Trust parcels are evaluated with consistency, transparency, and respect for their cultural significance.

Thank you again for your time and for your work to protect Arizona’s cultural heritage. Any guidance you can provide regarding the timing or triggering of archaeological studies before sale would be greatly
appreciated. Our neighborhood does regard the preserve land as special and is extremely concerned about the negative impacts of the proposed development.

-Amanda McGowan
SVOA Board President

After Hours Emergency: 1.800.274.3165

0A.com com]

From: Amanda McGowan <amanda@stetsonvalleyoa.com>
Sent: Monday, November 24, 2025 4:51 PM
Subject: Fw: Archeological Survey- Pyramid Peak

-Amanda McGowan
SVOA Board President
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After Hours Emergency: 1.800.274.3165

StetsonValleyOA.com [stetsonvalleyoa.com

From: Mary-Ellen Walsh <mwalsh@azstateparks.gov>
Sent: Monday, November 24, 2025 2:57:13 PM

To: Amanda McGowan <amanda@stetsonvalleyoa.com>
Subject: Fwd: Archeological Survey- Pyramid Peak

Hi Amanda,

Thank you for your inquiry. The State Land Department does need to conduct an archaeological survey for any land sale unless it's completely disturbed. That report would be reviewed by this office as well as the State Museum. If there are
Register-eligible archaeological resources, we would recommend the development of a historic properties treatment plan that would be required to be implemented as a condition of the sale, if those resources could not be avoided by future
activities.

Our records indicate that 53-124657 has been submitted to our office for review and comment pursuant to the State Historic Preservation Act (it's still in the queue). If we determine the sites Register-eligible, our response will be to avoid the sites,
and if avoidance is not possible, to develop and implement the appropriate mitigation before any ground-disturbance occurs. There's no reason not to expect that we will get consultation for 53-126033.

Please note that even though significant sites may be present, there is nothing to stop a land sale. The laws are in place to ensure that alternatives are considered, but sales may move forward with appropriate mitigation.

Site location information is not publicly available.

Please let me know if you have additional questions.
Best,

Mary-Ellen Walsh, M.A.

Cultural Resources Compliance Program Manager
State Historic Preservation Office

1110 West Washington Street, Suite 100

Phoenix, AZ 85007-2957

Phone: 480-202-8914

Email: mwalsh@azstateparks.gov

Web: http:/ com/SHPO com]

ARIZDNA

STATE PARKS & TRAILS

- Forwarded message -

From: AZSHPO - AZPARKS <azshpo@azstateparks.gov>
Date: Mon, Nov 24, 2025 at 1:47 PM

Subject: Fwd: Archeological Survey- Pyramid Peak

To: Mary-Ellen Walsh <mwalsh@azstateparks gov>

- Forwarded message -------

From: Amanda com
Date: Fri, Nov 21, 2025 at 7:17 PM

Subject: Archeological Survey- Pyramid Peak

To: 0 0o

Hello,
Our neighborhood in North Phoenix is adjacent to the CAP canal (near 515t avenue & Happy Valley) and some land that has long been earmarked to be preserved in the Sonoran Preserve Master Plan that city
council adopted in 1998.

However, Pulte Homes (and now TSMC) are interested in rezoning and purchasing the state trust land to build semiconductor manufacturing plants, a data center, house chemical and fuel storage and high-
density housing.

We have had homeowners make us aware that prior city rezoning documents noted the area as "archeologically sensitive" (see attached), however the state land department has put this land up for sale (with
TSMC as the interested buyer, for heavy industrial uses near the preserve) without performing any cultural studies.

Nearby, another area of state trust land had a class Il study done and it's my understanding that whatever was found made it such that the land could not be developed and was instead sold for far less money
to the City of Phoenix this week to preserve.

Can you help to educate me, and our community, on why some areas of land in the same region would be sold with no study (with stipulations recommended to stop if they find human remains in the city of
phoenix rezoning documents), while other areas would be treated differently?

How does one request these types of studies be performed prior to a land sale? Thank you for any information you might provide. | am attaching the relevant land sale notices. 53-126033 is the land TSMC
wants to purchase. | have not been able to find maps showing the area around Pyramid Peak or Mt Ochoa (where Pulte hopes to build homes) on any maps showing archeological studies or sensitivities- do
you know where we could locate that information? The land recently sold for preservation by the city (that had the class IIl study done) was 53-124657.

Thank you for any information or resources. Our neighborhood believes strongly that this land is special and should be preserved and protected from heavy industrial zoning.

Sincerely,

-Amanda McGowan
SVOA Board President

After Hours Emergency: 1.800.274.3165
0OA.com com]
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ADDITIONAL CONDITION(S):
(A) The Patent for the Sale Parcel shall include the following conditions and restrictions:

(1)

There may be Register Eligible Site or Sites located within the Subject Property, which could
include information significant in this state's history, architecture, archaeology, or culture and
may meet eligibility criteria, which the Arizona State Parks Board has established for listing
on the Arizona Register of Historic Places, or which meet eligibility criteria for listing on the
National Register of Historic Places. The successful bidder will be required post auction to
arrange for a permiltee of the Arizona State Museum to inspect the area for cultural, historical,
and paleontological remains and submit a PDF copy of the inspection report to the Arizona
State Land Department (“ASLD”) Cultural Resources Section for review and approval within
12-months of auction date and prior to any ground disturbing activities. Thereafter, the
successful bidder will provide the ASLD with any archaeological plans, studies, or reports that
may be needed for ASLD’s use in consultation with the State Historic Preservation Office. If
ground-disturbing activities will or may impact one or more Register Eligible Site or Sites,
patentee shall consult with the State Historic Preservation Office and otherwise take such
actions as are necessary to avoid, preserve, protect, or mitigate impacts on the Register Eligible
Site or Sites. In the event that avoidance, preservation and protection of the Register Eligible
Site or Sites cannot be accomplished, patentee shall implement the plan developed for use in
consultation with and acceptable to, the Arizona State Museum and the State Historic
Preservation Office, or their successor agencies, prior to the Register Eligible Site or Sites
being affected. The artifacts and records recovered from the property shall be curated
according to the Arizona State Museum Conservation and Curation Standards as established
in rules implementing the Arizona Antiquities Act.

If human remains are encountered during ground-disturbing activities, all work must
immediately cease within 30.48 meters (100 feet) of the discovery and the area must be
secured. The Arizona State Museum must be notified of the discovery. All discoveries will be
treated in accordance with Arizona Revised Statutes (A.R.S. § 41-844 and A.R.S. § 41-865)
and work must not resume in this area without authorization from the Arizona State Museum.



From: ccd0976@aol.com

To: Ann M Q"Brien; Council District 1 PCC; Jim Waring; Council District 2 PCC; Debra W Stark; Council District 3 PCC;
Laura Pastor; Council District 4; Betty S Guardado; Council District 5 PCC; Kevin L Robinson; Council District 6
PCC; Anna M Hernandez; Council District 7 PCC; Kesha Hodge Washington; Council District 8 PCC; PDD North
Gateway VPC; Adrian G Zambrano; Mayor Gallego; Racelle Escolar; Sarah Stockham

Subject: Rezoning Case No. Z-139-24-1 & General Plan Amendment Case Nos. GPA-NG-1-24- 1 & GPA-NG-2-24-1

Date: Friday, December 5, 2025 5:36:23 PM

To ALL WHOM THIS CONCERNS:

As a homeowner in North Phoenix for over 15 years, | strongly oppose the proposed
rezoning for NorthPark, Rezoning Case No. Z-139-24-1 & General Plan Amendment
Case Nos. GPA-NG-1-24-1 & GPA-NG-2-24-1. 4

Please consider peoples LIVES for once and put people over profit. This is our
community, lives and children whom will be effected.

This project represents overdevelopment that will SEVERLY harm our community.

Key concerns include:

1. Flawed traffic study — The analysis assumes 20% of trips stay inside the
community, far above the 5-10% recommended by City guidelines. This
underestimates the true number of cars on our roads.

2. Outdated comparisons — The study relies on traffic data from Anthem (2010-2012),
which is not reflective of today’s congestion, travel patterns, or growth. This was over
13 years ago and we all know the growth this area has seen in that time. Go North.

3. Failing intersections — Critical intersections are projected to fail with long delays
and safety risks which so many already pose.

4. Child safety — With thousands of additional vehicles on Stetson Valley Parkway,
children will not be able to cross safely to schools, parks, or friends’ homes. This
threatens the walkability and livability of our neighborhood. The whole reason we
bought in this area. This is already dangerous enough for the student ridding to
school. These are elementary school kids whom need safety when riding to school
not a throughway.

5. Semi-truck cut-throughs — By opening Stetson Valley Parkway as a north-south
corridor, semi-trucks will be allowed to cut through what is currently a residential
street. This is not acceptable in a family-oriented neighborhood — semi-trucks should


https://us-phishalarm-ewt.proofpoint.com/EWT/v1/LkjWUF49MRd51_ry!DuC4zjYtbUO_DbZ_7YlsBygU6lpYxHpMz1X_JPEsrjGVG33iCdNts5FgslzZDRMwQADRsXpvCRUN0cEtAztqQ8Ts60BbefCjWcrIIHxtjw$
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be prohibited from utilizing this neighborhood road.

6. Unfunded mitigations — The study assumes roadway improvements by 2050 that
are neither funded nor guaranteed. In reality, residents would face years of gridlock
before relief ever comes.

7. Excessive density — Increasing from 1 home per acre to nearly 5 homes per acre
will generate over 160,000 daily vehicle trips, overwhelming neighborhood streets,
arterials, and freeways. This density does not fit the character of our community.

8. Industrial uses disguised as “innovation” — Residents are deeply concerned about
the inclusion of a microchip manufacturing plant or similar heavy industrial use within
this project. Calling this an “innovation corridor” is misleading — it masks the fact that
these are industrial operations, not compatible with nearby residential
neighborhoods.

9. Environmental and quality-of-life impacts — Microchip fabrication facilities are
extremely resource-intensive. They consume vast amounts of water and electricity,
use hazardous chemicals, and generate airborne and wastewater pollutants.
Additionally, they operate 24 hours a day, creating constant noise, lighting, and
vibration impacts that are incompatible with residential living.

10. Inappropriate location for industrial activity — Industrial facilities should be sited in
properly zoned, buffered areas with existing infrastructure to support their energy and
water demands — not adjacent to homes, schools, and parks. Allowing such uses
here would irreversibly alter the character, safety, and livability of our community.

| urge you to DENY this rezoning request. At a minimum, the project should be
significantly reduced in scale and exclude all industrial or manufacturing uses until
traffic, safety, and environmental concerns are fully addressed.

Please protect our community from RECKLESS overdevelopment and incompatible
industrial expansion. Consider our families lives.

Sincerely,
Colleen Devaney
Stetson Valley Mountain Shadows



From: Greg Hunt
Subject: Rezoning Case No. Z-139-24-1 & General Plan Amendment Case Nos. GPA-NG-1-24-1 & GPA-NG-2-24-1
Date: Friday, December 5, 2025 7:04:25 PM

As a homeowner in North Phoenix, | strongly oppose the proposed rezoning for
NorthPark, Rezoning Case No. Z-139-24-1 & General Plan Amendment Case Nos.
GPA-NG-1-24-1 & GPA-NG-2-24-1. This project represents overdevelopment that will
severely harm our community.

Key concerns include:

1. Flawed traffic study — The analysis assumes 20% of trips stay inside the
community, far above the 5-10% recommended by City guidelines. This
underestimates the true number of cars on our roads.

2. Outdated comparisons — The study relies on traffic data from Anthem (2010-2012),
which is not reflective of today’s congestion, travel patterns, or growth.

3. Failing intersections — Critical intersections are projected to fail with long delays
and safety risks.

4. Child safety — With thousands of additional vehicles on Stetson Valley Parkway,
children will not be able to cross safely to schools, parks, or friends’ homes. This
threatens the walkability and livability of our neighborhood.

5. Semi-truck cut-throughs — By opening Stetson Valley Parkway as a north-south
corridor, semi-trucks will be allowed to cut through what is currently a residential
street. This is not acceptable in a family-oriented neighborhood — semi-trucks should
be prohibited from utilizing this neighborhood road.

6. Unfunded mitigations — The study assumes roadway improvements by 2050 that
are neither funded nor guaranteed. In reality, residents would face years of gridlock
before relief ever comes.

7. Excessive density — Increasing from 1 home per acre to nearly 5 homes per acre
will generate over 160,000 daily vehicle trips, overwhelming neighborhood streets,
arterials, and freeways. This density does not fit the character of our community.

8. Industrial uses disguised as “innovation” — Residents are deeply concerned about
the inclusion of a microchip manufacturing plant or similar heavy industrial use within
this project. Calling this an “innovation corridor” is misleading — it masks the fact that
these are industrial operations, not compatible with nearby residential neighborhoods.
9. Environmental and quality-of-life impacts — Microchip fabrication facilities are
extremely resource-intensive. They consume vast amounts of water and electricity,
use hazardous chemicals, and generate airborne and wastewater pollutants.
Additionally, they operate 24 hours a day, creating constant noise, lighting, and
vibration impacts that are incompatible with residential living.

10. Inappropriate location for industrial activity — Industrial facilities should be sited in
properly zoned, buffered areas with existing infrastructure to support their energy and
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water demands — not adjacent to homes, schools, and parks. Allowing such uses
here would irreversibly alter the character, safety, and livability of our community.

| urge you to deny this rezoning request. At a minimum, the project should be
significantly reduced in scale and exclude all industrial or manufacturing uses until
traffic, safety, and environmental concerns are fully addressed.

Please protect our community from reckless overdevelopment and incompatible
industrial expansion.



From: Melodi Brown
Subject: Rezoning Case No. Z-139-24-1 & General Plan Amendment Case Nos. GPA-NG-1-24-1 & GPA-NG-2-24-1
Date: Friday, December 5, 2025 5:29:56 PM

Dear Councilmembers,

As a homeowner in North Phoenix, I strongly oppose the proposed rezoning for NorthPark
(Rezoning Case No. Z-139-24-1 and General Plan Amendment Case Nos. GPA-NG-1-24-1
and GPA-NG-2-24-1). This proposal represents significant overdevelopment that will harm
our community’s safety, livability, and character.

My primary concerns include:

* Flawed traffic assumptions — The traffic analysis assumes that 20% of trips will remain
internal to the community, far above the City’s recommended 5—10%. This artificially lowers
projected traffic volumes and does not reflect real-world conditions.

* Outdated comparison data — The study relies on 2010-2012 traffic data from Anthem,
which does not reflect current congestion patterns, population growth, or roadway usage.

» Failing intersections and safety risks — Several key intersections are projected to fail,
creating long delays, dangerous conditions, and increased risk of accidents.

* Child safety and walkability — With thousands of additional vehicles expected daily on
Stetson Valley Parkway, children will no longer be able to safely walk or bike to schools,
parks, or friends’ homes. This undermines the walkability and family-friendly nature of our
neighborhood.

* Semi-truck cut-through traffic — Opening Stetson Valley Parkway as a north—south
corridor will allow semi-trucks to cut through a residential area. This is inappropriate for a
family neighborhood and must be prohibited.

 Unfunded future mitigations — Many of the proposed roadway improvements are assumed
to occur by 2050, yet they are neither funded nor guaranteed. Residents would face decades of
congestion before any relief.

* Excessive density — Increasing density from 1 home per acre to nearly 5 homes per acre
could generate more than 160,000 daily vehicle trips. This level of density is incompatible
with the existing community and will overwhelm neighborhood streets, arterials, and
freeways.

* Industrial uses disguised as “innovation” — The plan includes potential microchip
fabrication or similar industrial operations under the label of an “innovation corridor.” These
are industrial uses—not appropriate near homes—and the language is misleading to residents.
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* Environmental and quality-of-life impacts — Semiconductor manufacturing facilities
consume large volumes of water and electricity, use hazardous chemicals, and generate air and
wastewater pollutants. Their 24-hour operations also create continuous noise, lighting, and
vibration—conditions wholly incompatible with residential neighborhoods.

* Inappropriate siting for industrial activity — Industrial facilities should be located in
properly zoned areas with existing infrastructure to support heavy resource demands, not
adjacent to homes, schools, and parks. Allowing such uses here would permanently alter the
character and safety of our community.

Given these concerns, I urge you to deny this rezoning request. At a minimum, the project
must be significantly reduced in scale and all industrial or manufacturing uses removed until
traffic, environmental, and safety issues are fully addressed.

Please protect our community from unsafe, incompatible, and irreversible overdevelopment.
Sincerely,

Melodi Brown

Al Bellamy

homeowners in Stetson Valley
26614 N 57th Ave

Phoenix, Az 85083



From: GenrichM

To: engage@az.gov; PDD North Gateway VPC; Adrian G Zambrano; Council District 1 PCC; Sarah Stockham; Racelle
Escolar; Mayor Gallego; Council District 2 PCC; Council District 3 PCC; Council District 4; Council District 5 PCC;
Council District 6 PCC; Council District 8 PCC

Subject: Rezoning Case No. Z-139-24-1 & General Plan Amendment Case Nos. GPA-NG-1-24-1 & GPA-NG-2-24-1

Date: Friday, December 5, 2025 5:42:17 PM

Dear City Officials,

| would like to express my concern and disapproval for the North Park
development. The industrial zoning needs to be removed from the plans
completely. There is not enough infrastructure to support industrial
zoning and no plans to correct that in the future.

The road through the Stetson Valley neighborhood needs to be kept at 4
lanes. This is a nice quiet neighborhood where kids ride bikes to school
and families enjoy walking in the peace and quiet. This is a safety
concern for all families that have lived here peacefully for 20+ years.

There needs to be a real solution to so that semi-trucks do not cut
through the neighborhood. The streets are not built to handle those
larges vehicles and again this will be a safety issue for all families
in the neighborhood.

The Sonoran Preserve land needs to be kept in tact for the wonderful
wildlife that current resides near our community.

Please vote NO to North Park.
Thank you,

Michelle Genrich


https://us-phishalarm-ewt.proofpoint.com/EWT/v1/LkjWUF49MRd51_ry!DuC4btzM7Wl07RWdB2hHBAQv05hNnZY3Xtgvc_lrBolUCC6fbmMgNNwVuHGEV9IDrKmf9xiOOBmc7rQaE2Wu1mFbmJyGj5qEQi2gp0MqRdQ$
mailto:genrichm@gmail.com
mailto:engage@az.gov
mailto:northgatewayvpc@phoenix.gov
mailto:adrian.zambrano@phoenix.gov
mailto:council.district.1@phoenix.gov
mailto:sarah.stockham@phoenix.gov
mailto:racelle.escolar@phoenix.gov
mailto:racelle.escolar@phoenix.gov
mailto:mayor.gallego@phoenix.gov
mailto:council.district.2@phoenix.gov
mailto:council.district.3@phoenix.gov
mailto:council.district.4@phoenix.gov
mailto:council.district.5@phoenix.gov
mailto:District6@phoenix.gov
mailto:council.district.8@phoenix.gov

From: Teri
Subject: Rezoning Case No. Z-139-24-1 & General Plan Amendment Case Nos. GPA-NG-1-24-1 & GPA-NG-2-24-1
Date: Friday, December 5, 2025 9:06:13 PM

As a homeowner in North Phoenix, I strongly oppose the proposed rezoning for
NorthPark, Rezoning Case No. Z-139-24-1 & General Plan Amendment Case Nos.
GPA-NG-1-24-1 & GPA-NG-2-24-1. This project represents overdevelopment that
will severely harm our community.

Key concerns include:

1. Flawed traffic study — The analysis assumes 20% of trips stay inside the
community, far above the 5-10% recommended by City guidelines. This
underestimates the true number of cars on our roads.

2. Outdated comparisons — The study relies on traffic data from Anthem (2010—
2012), which is not reflective of today’s congestion, travel patterns, or growth.

3. Failing intersections — Critical intersections are projected to fail with long
delays and safety risks.

4. Child safety — With thousands of additional vehicles on Stetson Valley
Parkway, children will not be able to cross safely to schools, parks, or friends’
homes. This threatens the walkability and livability of our neighborhood.

5. Semi-truck cut-throughs — By opening Stetson Valley Parkway as a north-
south corridor, semi-trucks will be allowed to cut through what is currently a
residential street. This is not acceptable in a family-oriented neighborhood —
semi-trucks should be prohibited from utilizing this neighborhood road.

6. Unfunded mitigations — The study assumes roadway improvements by 2050
that are neither funded nor guaranteed. In reality, residents would face years of
gridlock before relief ever comes.

7. Excessive density — Increasing from 1 home per acre to nearly 5 homes per
acre will generate over 160,000 daily vehicle trips, overwhelming
neighborhood streets, arterials, and freeways. This density does not fit the
character of our community.

8. Industrial uses disguised as “innovation” — Residents are deeply concerned
about the inclusion of a microchip manufacturing plant or similar heavy
industrial usewithin this project. Calling this an “innovation corridor” is
misleading — it masks the fact that these are industrial operations, not
compatible with nearby residential neighborhoods.

9. Environmental and quality-of-life impacts — Microchip fabrication facilities
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are extremely resource-intensive. They consume vast amounts of water and
electricity, use hazardous chemicals, and generate airborne and wastewater
pollutants. Additionally, they operate 24 hours a day, creating constant noise,
lighting, and vibration impacts that are incompatible with residential living.

10. Inappropriate location for industrial activity — Industrial facilities should
be sited in properly zoned, buffered areas with existing infrastructure to
support their energy and water demands — not adjacent to homes, schools,
and parks. Allowing such uses here would irreversibly alter the character,
safety, and livability of our community.

[ urge you to deny this rezoning request. At a minimum, the project should be
significantly reduced in scale and exclude all industrial or manufacturing uses until
traffic, safety, and environmental concerns are fully addressed.

Please protect our community from reckless overdevelopment and incompatible
industrial expansion.

Sincerely,
Scott & Teri Fyffe

Stetson Valley



From: Amanda McGowan
Subject: Fw: I Am One of the 18,000 Reasons It's Hard to Build a Chip Factory in America...and I have every reason to be
Date: Saturday, December 6, 2025 10:21:08 AM

Peter Goodman’s recent New York Times piece, “18,000 Reasons It’s So Hard to Build a

Chip Factory in America,” cast American residents as obstacles standing in the way of a
booming semiconductor future. | read it from my home in North Phoenix, just miles from
the rapidly expanding TSMC complex. And | want to be very clear:

| am one of the 18,000 reasons.
And | have every reason to be.

For 16 years, this has been my neighborhood. Phoenix is where | grew up, where I’'ve
raised my children, and where | hoped to retire. I’'ve spent countless hours volunteering
in my neighborhood because | believe in the kind of Phoenix that values families as
much as it values growth.

But growth, in Phoenix today, increasingly feels like something happening to us, not
forus.

Goodman’s article included one line that should alarm every parent and policymaker in
this country:

"Last year, the Environmental Protection Agency notified Maricopa County,
which includes Phoenix, that it intended to reclassify the local ozone threat
as serious. That would have made it far harder for TSMC to gain Clean Air Act
approvals. Under President Trump, the agency loosened its standards."

That is not an abstract regulatory footnote.
That is the air our children breathe.

Phoenix already ranks among the most polluted air basins in the nation. Parents in my
neighborhood are regularly told not to let their children play outside because the air is
unsafe. And still- still- city officials are considering a rezoning that would make hundreds
of additional acreage available for semiconductor factories, pushing heavy industrial
uses toward our homes, parks, and the Sonoran Preserve.
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This isn’t visionary economic planning.

This is a neighborhood becoming a casualty of a quiet, bureaucratic war waged through
rushed approvals, staff memos that change requirements overnight, and community
input that is politely heard and procedurally ignored.

Our concerns are not “NIMBY” theatrics. They are the basics every American family
deserves:

Our kids deserve safe routes to school-
not crosswalks crowded with semis hauling hazardous materials.

Our kids deserve clean air and water-
not lowered air-quality standards and untested PFAS emissions, some shielded from
public scrutiny under “trade-secret confidentiality.”

Our city deserves real open space-
not preserve land flattened for the convenience of global developers.

And yes, America needs chips. But America also needs healthy children, functioning
democracies, transparent governments, and neighborhoods that aren’t told to sacrifice
themselves quietly because the nation needs one more glowing ribbon-cutting
ceremony.

Goodman argues that the semiconductor industry struggles because Americans make
demands.

He’s right.

We demand breathable air.

Safe streets.

Respect for the communities that already exist.

Public officials who don’t treat environmental protections as red tape.

And planning processes that treat residents as citizens- not obstacles.

These are not unreasonable expectations.
They are the foundation of responsible governance and responsible growth.

Let me say this plainly: We are not anti-business. We are anti-harm.
We're against allowing multinational corporations to expand without guardrails while the
people who live here are told to take the hits quietly for the greater economic good.

If Phoenix wants to lead the future of microelectronics manufacturing, it must also
commit to leading the future of community-centered planning, environmental
stewardship, and public-health protections. We can have both industry and livability.



But only if elected officials insist on it.

Soyes, we are one of the 18,000 reasons it’s “hard” to build a chip factory in America.
Because if protecting neighborhood children, air quality, water safety, and our last
remaining desert open spaces counts as “making it hard,” then perhaps the problem
isn’t the residents.

Perhaps the problem is that we are the only ones still insisting on being responsible.

-Amanda McGowan

SVOA Board President
https://www.stetsonvalleyoa.com/say-no-to-northpark/ [stetsonvalleyoa.com
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From: Brenda Southall
Subject: Rezoning Case No. Z-139-24-1 & General Plan Amendment Case Nos. GPA-NG-1-24-1 & GPA-NG-2-24-1
Date: Saturday, December 6, 2025 8:33:01 AM

As a homeowner in North Phoenix, | strongly oppose the proposed rezoning for
NorthPark, Rezoning Case No. Z-139-24-1 & General Plan Amendment Case Nos.
GPA-NG-1-24-1 & GPA-NG-2-24-1. This project represents overdevelopment that will
severely harm our community.

Key concerns include:

1. Flawed traffic study — The analysis assumes 20% of trips stay inside the
community, far above the 5-10% recommended by City guidelines. This
underestimates the true number of cars on our roads.

2. Outdated comparisons — The study relies on traffic data from Anthem (2010-2012),
which is not reflective of today’s congestion, travel patterns, or growth.

3. Failing intersections — Critical intersections are projected to fail with long delays
and safety risks.

4. Child safety — With thousands of additional vehicles on Stetson Valley Parkway,
children will not be able to cross safely to schools, parks, or friends’ homes. This
threatens the walkability and livability of our neighborhood.

5. Semi-truck cut-throughs — By opening Stetson Valley Parkway as a north-south
corridor, semi-trucks will be allowed to cut through what is currently a residential
street. This is not acceptable in a family-oriented neighborhood — semi-trucks should
be prohibited from utilizing this neighborhood road.

6. Unfunded mitigations — The study assumes roadway improvements by 2050 that
are neither funded nor guaranteed. In reality, residents would face years of gridlock
before relief ever comes.

7. Excessive density — Increasing from 1 home per acre to nearly 5 homes per acre
will generate over 160,000 daily vehicle trips, overwhelming neighborhood streets,
arterials, and freeways. This density does not fit the character of our community.

8. Industrial uses disguised as “innovation” — Residents are deeply concerned about
the inclusion of a microchip manufacturing plant or similar heavy industrial use within
this project. Calling this an “innovation corridor” is misleading — it masks the fact that
these are industrial operations, not compatible with nearby residential neighborhoods.
9. Environmental and quality-of-life impacts — Microchip fabrication facilities are
extremely resource-intensive. They consume vast amounts of water and electricity,
use hazardous chemicals, and generate airborne and wastewater pollutants.
Additionally, they operate 24 hours a day, creating constant noise, lighting, and
vibration impacts that are incompatible with residential living.

10. Inappropriate location for industrial activity — Industrial facilities should be sited in
properly zoned, buffered areas with existing infrastructure to support their energy and
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water demands — not adjacent to homes, schools, and parks. Allowing such uses
here would irreversibly alter the character, safety, and livability of our community.

| urge you to deny this rezoning request. At a minimum, the project should be
significantly reduced in scale and exclude all industrial or manufacturing uses until
traffic, safety, and environmental concerns are fully addressed.

Please protect our community from reckless overdevelopment and incompatible
industrial expansion.

Sent from my iPad



From: Adrian G Zambrano

To: Adrian G Zambrano
Subject: Rezoning Case No. Z-139-24-1 & General Plan Amendment Case Nos. GPA-NG-1-24-1 & GPA-NG-2-24-1
Date: Monday, December 8, 2025 10:35:31 AM

From: Cole Housley <colehousley@outlook.com>

Sent: Saturday, December 6, 2025 12:32 PM

Subject: Rezoning Case No. Z-139-24-1 & General Plan Amendment Case Nos. GPA-NG-1-24-1 &
GPA-NG-2-24-1

Phoenix City Decision Makers,

My name is Alan Cole Housley, | have lived in Phoenix for 15 years and have enjoyed working
and raising my family here, | definitely consider it my home. The reason for my email is |
wanted to express my concern for what has unfolded with Pulte and TSMC regarding the
North Park development project.

Having attended the 2 formal hearings on this matter, | am disgusted with the lack of
transparency and back-office deals that have taken place between Pulte, committee
members, and TSMC representatives. Facts regarding traffic impacts, what is actually going to
be built by Pulte, and the additional industrial buildings being built by TSMC have not been
brought to the forefront for debate. Conflicts of interest are rampant and obvious. As a
homeowner in the area of Stetson Valley, the neighborhood most impacted by the North Park
development, | understand that additional housing is going to be built, | know that growth is
inevitable, but it should be responsible and fair for existing Phoenix residents. A home is a
person's biggest, lifelong investment, please help me and the rest of the Stetson Valley
residents maintain ours and the great quality of life we have built by opposing what Pulte and
TSMC are irresponsibly proposing. On December 17th, please at least question and
completely understand what is being presented for your vote.

Please don't let the cloud of a billion-dollar company with its power and influence keep you
from doing the right thing. Phoenix will continue to grow, the city will get the revenue it
needs to sustain itself, but let's make it good growth.

Regards,

-ACH
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From: Leah Wyatt

To: engage@az.gov; PDD North Gateway VPC; Adrian G Zambrano; Council District 1 PCC; Sarah Stockham; Racelle
Escolar; Mayor Gallego; Council District 2 PCC; Council District 3 PCC; Council District 4; Council District 5 PCC;
Council District 6 PCC; Council District 8 PCC

Subject: Rezoning Case No. Z-139-24-1 & General Plan Amendment Case Nos. GPA-NG-1-24-1 & GPA-NG-2-24-1
Date: Saturday, December 6, 2025 9:47:18 AM

Good Morning,

As a homeowner in North Phoenix, I strongly oppose the proposed rezoning for NorthPark,
Rezoning Case No. Z-139-24-1 & General Plan Amendment Case Nos. GPA-NG-1-24-1 &
GPA-NG-2-24-1. This project represents overdevelopment that will severely harm our
community.

Key concerns include:

1. Flawed traffic study — The analysis assumes 20% of trips stay inside the community, far
above the 5-10% recommended by City guidelines. This underestimates the true number of
cars on our roads.

2. Outdated comparisons — The study relies on traffic data from Anthem (2010-2012), which
is not reflective of today’s congestion, travel patterns, or growth.

3. Failing intersections — Critical intersections are projected to fail with long delays and safety
risks.

4. Child safety — With thousands of additional vehicles on Stetson Valley Parkway, children
will not be able to cross safely to schools, parks, or friends’ homes. This threatens the
walkability and livability of our neighborhood.

5. Semi-truck cut-throughs — By opening Stetson Valley Parkway as a north-south corridor,
semi-trucks will be allowed to cut through what is currently a residential street. This is not
acceptable in a family-oriented neighborhood — semi-trucks should be prohibited from
utilizing this neighborhood road.

6. Unfunded mitigations — The study assumes roadway improvements by 2050 that are neither
funded nor guaranteed. In reality, residents would face years of gridlock before relief ever
comes.

7. Excessive density — Increasing from 1 home per acre to nearly 5 homes per acre will
generate over 160,000 daily vehicle trips, overwhelming neighborhood streets, arterials, and
freeways. This density does not fit the character of our community.

8. Industrial uses disguised as “innovation” — Residents are deeply concerned about the
inclusion of a microchip manufacturing plant or similar heavy industrial use within this
project. Calling this an “innovation corridor” is misleading — it masks the fact that these are
industrial operations, not compatible with nearby residential neighborhoods.

9. Environmental and quality-of-life impacts — Microchip fabrication facilities are extremely
resource-intensive. They consume vast amounts of water and electricity, use hazardous
chemicals, and generate airborne and wastewater pollutants. Additionally, they operate 24
hours a day, creating constant noise, lighting, and vibration impacts that are incompatible with
residential living.

10. Inappropriate location for industrial activity — Industrial facilities should be sited in
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properly zoned, buffered areas with existing infrastructure to support their energy and water
demands — not adjacent to homes, schools, and parks. Allowing such uses here would
irreversibly alter the character, safety, and livability of our community.

[ urge you to deny this rezoning request. At a minimum, the project should be significantly
reduced in scale and exclude all industrial or manufacturing uses until traffic, safety, and

environmental concerns are fully addressed.

Please protect our community from reckless overdevelopment and incompatible industrial
expansion.

Thank you,

Leah Wyatt
623-512-9677



From: Rich Vosko

To: Rich Vosko
Subject: Rezoning Case No. Z-139-24-1 & General Plan Amendment Case Nos. GPA-NG-1-24-1 & GPA-NG-2-24-1
Date: Saturday, December 6, 2025 9:01:32 AM

Hi,

I am writing as a North Phoenix homeowner to express serious concerns following the Zoning
Commission’s approval of the NorthPark rezoning (Case Z-139-24-1) and, in particular, the
process used at last night’s hearing.

At the meeting, City staff presented a last-minute 17-page memo—handed to commissioners
as the hearing began—which tripled the acreage where semiconductor manufacturing and
other intensive industrial uses would be allowed. There was no advance notice, no public
explanation, and no opportunity for residents to understand or respond to the sweeping
changes introduced. This approach undermines transparency, damages public trust, and leaves
the community feeling blindsided by decisions that will shape our neighborhoods for decades.

Despite the Commission’s vote, I ask the City Council to seriously consider the community’s
ongoing concerns and ensure that the final decision reflects responsible, balanced planning.

Our core requests are clear and reasonable:

* Remove industrial zoning and semiconductor manufacturing uses from the project.
These late additions dramatically change the intent and impact of the development and were
introduced without public engagement or analysis.

* Keep the road through our neighborhood permanently at four lanes and implement real
protections against semi-truck cut-through, which would endanger children walking and
biking to school, parks, and local activities.

* Preserve the natural buffer of Sonoran Preserve land between our neighborhood and
Pyramid Peak. This area includes trails and open desert that many residents—including myself
—use multiple times per week for biking, hiking, and outdoor recreation.

North Phoenix families deserve a transparent process and development decisions that
prioritize safety, livability, and long-term community health. I urge City Council to address
these concerns directly and ensure that the final approval reflects what is best for the
community—not just what is most convenient for the applicant.

Thank you for your attention to these critical issues.

Sincerely,

Richard Voskoboynikov and Mallory Makowsky


https://us-phishalarm-ewt.proofpoint.com/EWT/v1/LkjWUF49MRd51_ry!AGC2YPgmLYJ3YPx07AKlzXN5K26-TfCUNGQZnZdr-4egL27oy75Wml266GdPjo3M1SqWQFfgBW5SobfuWIHK-IJs3cYER3j8RMlZOorVY8myb-IyMnUVdUe1vF2y5nlj5CLY$
mailto:richvosko@gmail.com
mailto:richvosko@gmail.com

From: Sarah Derksen

To: PDD North Gateway VPC
Subject: Stetson valley
Date: Saturday, December 6, 2025 12:56:31 PM

Hi! | am a resident of stetson valley, currently going thru tons of construction and
OVERGROWTH. Ireally feel so strongly and would like to express/reintegrate that we
want the industrial zoning removed from the project, we want the road through our
neighborhood kept at 4 lanes permanently with real solutions for semi-truck cut-through and

we want the buffer of Sonoran Preserve land between our neighborhood and Pyramid Peak
preserved!! | they have been secretive about all of this and have dismissed our concerns it
feels. PLEASE consider our feelings about our neighborhood!

Sarah Derksen

6236704902
sderksendvm@hotmail.com

Get Outlook for Android [aka.ms]


https://us-phishalarm-ewt.proofpoint.com/EWT/v1/LkjWUF49MRd51_ry!AuC0AdehwUN-Arh8zanth9ptXrcjW8_Lm22KD06Wo7eM52F4g0PlMPPnkX-Jhm0XJxUnhbguQGDN8r2tWOuad-NL8aHL8iwcKerkwDiZpWJHbU1qHeIUZTWYAYvkLaeQNSx6yfOMyoWjrVfs8BJwjQ$
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From: Shawn McGowan
Subject: Northpark decision “has already been made”
Date: Sunday, December 7, 2025 4:52:54 PM

Attachments: image.png

image.png

lmage.png
12-7-22 formal minutes.pdf

Dear Mayor and Members of the Phoenix City Council,

I am writing to formally bring to your attention a matter of serious concern related to the
pending Northpark rezoning proposal and public confidence in the City’s decision-making
process.

Attached to this email are screenshots of public comments made online by Mr. Jeff Johnson, a
former member of the North Gateway Village Planning Committee who served from 2022—
2024. In these comments, posted in response to a recent Valley Vibe News article on Facebook
calling for environmental review of the Northpark project, Mr. Johnson identifies himself as a
former member of the North Gateway Village Planning Committee and states that the decision
regarding Northpark “has already been made” and that City Council will approve the project
regardless of community concerns. Attached are the council minutes from when he was sworn
in.

Statements of this nature are deeply troubling. When a former advisory committee member
publicly suggests that public input is completely irrelevant or that City Council approval is a
foregone conclusion, it undermines trust in the integrity, transparency, and fairness of the
public process. Members of the community participate in hearings, submit comments, and
engage in good faith because they believe their voices matter. Assertions that outcomes are
predetermined discourage civic engagement and fuel skepticism about whether the City’s
established processes are being meaningfully followed.

We respectfully request that City Council be aware of these statements as it considers the
Northpark proposal and the broader implications for public confidence. We also ask that the
City reaffirm- both in practice and in public communication- that community input,
environmental review, and adherence to City policy and planning standards genuinely inform
decision-making outcomes. The city doubled-down on the lack of transparency by allowing
the applicant to pretend that changing the industrial entitlements from 20% to 60% at the last
meeting was simply a typo when this was being communicated via email to community
members.

Thank you for your time and attention to this matter. We appreciate your commitment to
transparent governance and to ensuring that residents’ concerns are given thoughtful and fair
consideration.


https://us-phishalarm-ewt.proofpoint.com/EWT/v1/LkjWUF49MRd51_ry!AGC2YPXGZcgWAZbfRsRHq_hNB8bSXXVdYrlYGP6b60C6IcCzsIGYI1ZnZ4maGKP37nOw8olCUk6OnNwNMI7pnDY5RoxWtSi4R-OpcMQcB0C2hMdlip3FF7NYIqSOUCbbT1aJ$
mailto:4shawnmcgowan@gmail.com

‘ Jeff Johnson
That is great, but a delay will not matter! They are going to vote to approve this
regardless of the opposition. City council will do what they have to do regardless of
the commissions recommendations.

3d Like Reply 40

% Randy Durston
Jeff Johnson There are people that don’t want this. For you to say that the

delay does not matter. You're telling us that our voice doesn’t matter. This is the
problem with people like you just letting big corporations just ruin everything.
You're fine with that?! &5

3d Like Reply .

. Jeff Johnson

No | am not - | am just saying (since | was on that committee) that it does
not matter...... The city council will vote to approve it anyway....

3d Like Reply




@

Jennifer Ross
Jeff Johnson Also, when you say "do what they have to do" what exactly does
that mean.

3d Like Reply

. Jeff Johnson

Jennifer Ross show up and complain. Believe me, the decision has
already been made

3d Like Reply




@

@

Valley Vibe's Post

Jennifer Ross
Jeff Johnson You were on which committee? What what it called and how
were individuals selected?

3d Like Reply

Jeff Johnson
Jennifer Ross planning committee

3d Like Reply

Jennifer Ross
Jeff Johnson That's what | thought but wanted to confirm. Thank you.




City Council Chambers
200 W. Jefferson St.

@ City of Phoenix Meeting Location:

City of Phoenix

Minutes Phoenix, Arizona 85003
City Council Formal Meeting
Wednesday, December 7, 2022 2:30 PM phoenix.gov

CALL TO ORDER AND ROLL CALL

The Phoenix City Council convened in formal session on Wednesday
December 7, 2022 at 2:36 p.m. in the Council Chambers.

Present: 8 - Councilwoman Yassamin Ansari, Councilman Sal
DiCiccio, Councilwoman Betty Guardado,
Councilwoman Ann O'Brien, Councilwoman Debra
Stark, Councilman Jim Waring, Vice Mayor Laura
Pastor and Mayor Kate Gallego

Councilwoman Stark attended the meeting virtually. Councilmember Garcia was
absent from the meeting.

Mayor Gallego acknowledged the presence of Mario Barajas, a Spanish
interpreter. In Spanish, Mario Barajas announced his availability to the audience.

An affidavit was presented to the Council by the City Clerk stating that copies of
the titles of Ordinances G-6964 and G-7053 through G-7063, S-48689 and
S-49194 through S-49239, and Resolution 22087 were available to the public in
the office of the City Clerk at least 24 hours prior to this Council meeting and,
therefore, may be read by title or agenda item only pursuant to the City Code.

References to attachments in these minutes relate to items that were attached
to the agenda.

City Attorney Julie Kriegh stated members of the public may speak for up to two
minutes on agenda items and gave direction on appropriate decorum when
providing comments.

BOARDS AND COMMISSIONS
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1 Mayor and Council Appointments to Boards and Commissions

Summary
This item transmits recommendations from the Mayor and Council for
appointment or reappointment to City Boards and Commissions.

The following individuals were recommended for
appointment/reappointment by Mayor Williams and Councilmembers:

Central City Village Planning Committee
Appoint Jeff Sherman, for a term to expire Nov. 19, 2023.

Mayor's Commission on Disability Issues
Appoint Carrie Collins-Fadell, for a term to expire Dec. 7, 2025.
Appoint David Steinmetz, for a term to expire Dec. 7, 2025.

North Gateway Village Planning Committee
Appoint Jeff Johnson, for a term to expire Nov. 19, 2024.

Paradise Valley Village Planning Committee
Appoint Ana Bustamante, for a term to expire Nov. 19, 2024.

Phoenix Parks and Preserve Initiative Oversight Committee
Appoint Patricia Duarte, for a term to expire Dec. 7, 2025.

Mayor Gallego administered the oath of office to the following
appointees:

Jeff Sherman - Central City Village Planning Committee

Carrie Collins-Fadell - Mayor's Commission on Disability Issues
David Steinmetz - Mayor's Commission on Disability Issues

Jeff Johnson - North Gateway Village Planning Committee

Ana Bustamante - Paradise Valley Village Planning Commmittee
A motion was made by Vice Mayor Pastor, seconded by

Councilwoman Ansari, that this item be approved. The motion carried
by the following voice vote:
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Yes: 8 - Councilwoman Ansari, Councilman DiCiccio,
Councilwoman Guardado, Councilwoman O'Brien,
Councilwoman Stark, Councilman Waring, Vice Mayor
Pastor and Mayor Gallego

No: 0
Absent: 1 - Councilmember Garcia

LIQUOR LICENSES, BINGO, AND OFF-TRACK BETTING LICENSE APPLICATIONS

Mayor Gallego requested a motion on liquor license items. A motion was made,
as appears below.

A motion was made by Vice Mayor Pastor, seconded by Councilwoman
Ansari, that items 2-12 be recommended for approval. The motion carried by
the following voice vote:

Yes: 8 - Councilwoman Ansari, Councilman DiCiccio,
Councilwoman Guardado, Councilwoman O'Brien,
Councilwoman Stark, Councilman Waring, Vice Mayor
Pastor and Mayor Gallego

No: 0
Absent: 1 - Councilmember Garcia
2 Liquor License - Mercadito Chapin

Request for a liquor license. Arizona State License Application 206693.

Summary

Applicant
Gilda Schwendener, Agent

License Type
Series 10 - Beer and Wine Store

Location

15420 N. 32nd St., Ste. 4,5
Zoning Classification: C-2
Council District: 2
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This request is for a new liquor license for a convenience store that does
not sell gas. This location was not previously licensed for liquor sales and
does not have an interim permit. This location requires a Use Permit to
allow package liquor sales.

The 60-day limit for processing this application is Dec. 13, 2022.

Pursuant to A.R.S. 4-203, a spirituous liquor license shall be issued only
after satisfactory showing of the capability, qualifications and reliability of
the applicant and that the public convenience and the best interest of the
community will be substantially served by the issuance. If an application
is filed for the issuance of a license for a location, that on the date the
application is filed has a valid license of the same series issued at that
location, there shall be a rebuttable presumption that the public
convenience and best interest of the community at that location was
established at the time the location was previously licensed. The
presumption shall not apply once the licensed location has not been in
use for more than 180 days.

Other Active Liquor License Interest in Arizona
This information is not provided due to the multiple ownership interests
held by the applicant in the State of Arizona.

Public Opinion
No protest or support letters were received within the 20-day public
comment period.

Applicant’s Statement

The applicant submitted the following statement in support of this
application. Spelling, grammar and punctuation in the statement are
shown exactly as written by the applicant on the City Questionnaire.

| have the capability, reliability and qualifications to hold a liquor license
because:

“I have the capability, reliability to hold a liquor license because | currently
hold 4 Series 10 license and one series 12. Two are in Mesa and Four
are in Phoenix, AZ. | have been operating liquor licenses since 2016 with
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no violation. | follow all laws and make sure all my stores and restaurant
follow the regulations and responsibilities of holding a liquor license.”

The public convenience requires and the best interest of the community
will be substantially served by the issuance of the liquor license because:
“My convenience store will provide a safe and secure place for the
neighborhood to buy beer and wine. We will specialties in beer from
other countries like Guatemala, El Salvador, and Honduras.”

Staff Recommendation

Staff recommends approval of this application noting the applicant must
resolve any pending City of Phoenix building and zoning requirements,
and be in compliance with the City of Phoenix Code and Ordinances.

Attachments
Liquor License Data - Mercadito Chapin
Liquor License Map - Mercadito Chapin

This item was recommended for approval.
3 Liquor License - Sicilian Butcher

Request for a liquor license. Arizona State License Application 210804.

Summary

Applicant
Andrea Lewkowitz, Agent

License Type
Series 12 - Restaurant

Location

15530 N. Tatum Blvd., Ste. 160
Zoning Classification: C-1
Council District: 2

This request is for a new liquor license for a restaurant. This location was
previously licensed for liquor sales and may currently operate with an
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interim permit.
The 60-day limit for processing this application is Dec. 11, 2022.

Pursuant to A.R.S. 4-203, a spirituous liquor license shall be issued only
after satisfactory showing of the capability, qualifications and reliability of
the applicant and that the public convenience and the best interest of the
community will be substantially served by the issuance. If an application
is filed for the issuance of a license for a location, that on the date the
application is filed has a valid license of the same series issued at that
location, there shall be a rebuttable presumption that the public
convenience and best interest of the community at that location was
established at the time the location was previously licensed. The
presumption shall not apply once the licensed location has not been in
use for more than 180 days.

Other Active Liquor License Interest in Arizona
This information is not provided due to the multiple ownership interests
held by the applicant in the State of Arizona.

Public Opinion
No protest or support letters were received within the 20-day public
comment period.

Applicant’s Statement

The applicant submitted the following statement in support of this
application. Spelling, grammar and punctuation in the statement are
shown exactly as written by the applicant on the City Questionnaire.

| have the capability, reliability and qualifications to hold a liquor license
because:

“‘Applicant is committed to upholding the highest standards for business
and maintaining compliance with applicable laws. Managers and staff will
be trained in the techniques of legal and responsible alcohol sales and
service.”

The public convenience requires and the best interest of the community
will be substantially served by the issuance of the liquor license because:
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“The Sicilian Butcher is a casual family-friendly neighborhood restaurant
featuring a variety of quality, fresh menu items, including hand-crafted
meatballs, homemade pastas and house-cured meats. Applicant would
like to continue to offer its guests 21 and over the opportunity to enjoy
alcoholic beverages as an incident to their favorite menu items.”

Staff Recommendation
Staff recommends approval of this application.

Attachments
Liquor License Data - Sicilian Butcher
Liquor License Map - Sicilian Butcher

This item was recommended for approval.

4 Liquor License - Yasha from Russia

Request for a liquor license. Arizona State License Application
10076743S.

Summary

Applicant
Nerik Gadaev, Agent

License Type
Series 10S - Addition of Sampling Privileges for a Beer and Wine Store

Location

10240 N. 32nd St.
Zoning Classification: C-1
Council District: 3

This request is for the addition of Sampling Privileges to an existing liquor
license for a beer and wine store. This location is currently licensed for

liquor sales.

The 60-day limit for processing this application is Dec. 19, 2022.
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Pursuant to A.R.S. 4-203, a spirituous liquor license shall be issued only
after satisfactory showing of the capability, qualifications and reliability of
the applicant and that the public convenience and the best interest of the
community will be substantially served by the issuance. If an application
is filed for the issuance of a license for a location, that on the date the
application is filed has a valid license of the same series issued at that
location, there shall be a rebuttable presumption that the public
convenience and best interest of the community at that location was
established at the time the location was previously licensed. The
presumption shall not apply once the licensed location has not been in
use for more than 180 days.

Other Active Liguor License Interest in Arizona

The ownership of this business has an interest in other active liquor
license(s) in the State of Arizona. This information is listed below and
includes liquor license violations on file with the AZ Department of Liquor
Licenses and Control and, for locations within the boundaries of Phoenix,
the number of aggregate calls for police service within the last 12 months
for the address listed.

Yasha from Russia (Series 10)
10240 N. 32nd St., Phoenix
Calls for police service: 4
Liquor license violations: None

Public Opinion
No protest or support letters were received within the 20-day public
comment period.

Applicant’s Statement

The applicant submitted the following statement in support of this
application. Spelling, grammar and punctuation in the statement are
shown exactly as written by the applicant on the City Questionnaire.

| have the capability, reliability and qualifications to hold a liquor license
because:

“I have been in this business for almost 20 years and have never had any
previous complaints and violations.”
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The public convenience requires and the best interest of the community
will be substantially served by the issuance of the liquor license because:
“We will provide the public (of drinking age) to taste and experience what
the Eastern European Market offers. We have been part of this
community for almost 20 years and are well known in the neighborhood.”

Staff Recommendation
Staff recommends approval of this application.

Attachments
Liquor License Data - Yasha from Russia
Liquor License Map - Yasha from Russia

This item was recommended for approval.
5 Liquor License - Special Event - Arizona Matsuri

Request for a Series 15 - Special Event liquor license for the temporary
sale of all liquors.

Summary

Applicant
llene Takiguchi

Location
300 E. Indian School Road
Council District: 4

Function
Japanese Cultural Festival

Date(s) - Time(s) / Expected Attendance
Feb. 25, 2023 - 10 a.m. to 5 p.m. / 20,000 attendees
Feb. 26, 2023 - 10 a.m. to 5 p.m. / 15,000 attendees

Staff Recommendation
Staff recommends approval of this application.
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This item was recommended for approval.

6 Liquor License - Marz Market

Request for a liquor license. Arizona State License Application 211337.

Summary

Applicant
Ziyad Abdulmunem, Agent

License Type
Series 10 - Beer and Wine Store

Location

4111 N. 19th Ave.
Zoning Classification: C-2
Council District: 4

This request is for a new liquor license for a convenience store that does
not sell gas. This location was not previously licensed for liquor sales and
does not have an interim permit. This location requires a Use Permit to
allow package liquor sales.

The 60-day limit for processing this application is Dec. 11, 2022.

Pursuant to A.R.S. 4-203, a spirituous liquor license shall be issued only
after satisfactory showing of the capability, qualifications and reliability of
the applicant and that the public convenience and the best interest of the
community will be substantially served by the issuance. If an application
is filed for the issuance of a license for a location, that on the date the
application is filed has a valid license of the same series issued at that
location, there shall be a rebuttable presumption that the public
convenience and best interest of the community at that location was
established at the time the location was previously licensed. The
presumption shall not apply once the licensed location has not been in
use for more than 180 days.
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Other Active Liquor License Interest in Arizona
This applicant does not hold an interest in any other active liquor license
in the State of Arizona.

Public Opinion
No protest or support letters were received within the 20-day public
comment period.

Applicant’s Statement

The applicant submitted the following statement in support of this
application. Spelling, grammar and punctuation in the statement are
shown exactly as written by the applicant on the City Questionnaire.

| have the capability, reliability and qualifications to hold a liquor license
because:

“I hold a certificate for The Basic Liquor Law Training. This training
provided me the opportunity of learning the importance and significance
of obtaining a beer and wine license. | have never been involved in any
criminal activity, no record of getting in trouble with law and authorities.”

The public convenience requires and the best interest of the community
will be substantially served by the issuance of the liquor license because:
“This store will provide a safe and secure place for the neighborhood
who may not have access to transportation. Adding the long time
experience of the owner with running a store while upholding all the laws
and regulations, the store will be safe, secure and convenience place for
customers to purchase quality liquor.”

Staff Recommendation

Staff recommends approval of this application noting the applicant must
resolve any pending City of Phoenix building and zoning requirements,
and be in compliance with the City of Phoenix Code and Ordinances.

Attachments
Liquor License Data - Marz Market
Liquor License Map - Marz Market

This item was recommended for approval.
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Liquor License - Special Event - Arizona Super Bowl Host

Committee

Request for a Series 15 - Special Event liquor license for the temporary

sale of all liquors.

Summary

Applicant
Jay Parry

Location
67 W. Culver St.
Council District: 7

Function
Super Bowl Experience

Date(s) - Time(s) / Expected Attendance

Feb. 8, 2023 - 5 p.m. to 9 p.m. / 300 attendees

Feb. 9, 2023 - 2 p.m. to 10 p.m. / 25,000 attendees
Feb. 10, 2023 - 2 p.m. to 10 p.m. / 25,000 attendees
Feb. 11, 2023 - 10 a.m. to 10 p.m. / 25,000 attendees
Feb. 12,2023 -11 a.m. to 9 p.m. / 25,000 attendees

Staff Recommendation
Staff recommends approval of this application.

This item was recommended for approval.

Liquor License - 125 Lounge

Request for a liquor license. Arizona State License Application

06070007.

Summary

Applicant
Amy Nations, Agent
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License Type
Series 6 - Bar

Location

188 E. Jefferson St.

Zoning Classification: DTC-Downtown Core
Council District: 7

This request is for an acquisition of control of an existing liquor license
for a bar. This location is currently licensed for liquor sales.

The 60-day limit for processing this application is Dec. 13, 2022.

Pursuant to A.R.S. 4-203, consideration should be given only to the
applicant's personal qualifications.

Other Active Liquor License Interest in Arizona

The ownership of this business has an interest in other active liquor
license(s) in the State of Arizona. This information is listed below and
includes liquor license violations on file with the AZ Department of Liquor
Licenses and Control and, for locations within the boundaries of Phoenix,
the number of aggregate calls for police service within the last 12 months
for the address listed.

Torch Cigar Bar (Series 6)

5450 E. High St., #115, Phoenix
Calls for police service: 16
Liquor license violations: None

Public Opinion
No protest or support letters were received within the 20-day public
comment period.

Applicant’s Statement

The applicant submitted the following statement in support of this
application. Spelling, grammar and punctuation in the statement are
shown exactly as written by the applicant on the City Questionnaire.
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| have the capability, reliability and qualifications to hold a liquor license
because:

“Harrington Acquisitions hold and manages other liquor establishments.
We will be hiring servers and bartenders that will be required to attend
ongoing liquor law training to ensure compliance of all liquor laws. The
lounge is located inside an apartment complex for the need a
convenience of the residence and others who choose to patronize our
business.”

Staff Recommendation

Staff recommends approval of this application noting the applicant must
resolve any pending City of Phoenix building and zoning requirements,
and be in compliance with the City of Phoenix Code and Ordinances.

This item was recommended for approval.
9 Liquor License - Miel de Agave

Request for a liquor license. Arizona State License Application 210150.

Summary

Applicant
Theresa Morse, Agent

License Type
Series 12 - Restaurant

Location

705 N. 1st St., Ste. 110

Zoning Classification: DTC-Evans Churchill West
Council District: 7

This request is for a new liquor license for a restaurant. This location was
previously licensed for liquor sales and may currently operate with an

interim permit.

The 60-day limit for processing this application is Dec. 10, 2022.
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Pursuant to A.R.S. 4-203, a spirituous liquor license shall be issued only
after satisfactory showing of the capability, qualifications and reliability of
the applicant and that the public convenience and the best interest of the
community will be substantially served by the issuance. If an application
is filed for the issuance of a license for a location, that on the date the
application is filed has a valid license of the same series issued at that
location, there shall be a rebuttable presumption that the public
convenience and best interest of the community at that location was
established at the time the location was previously licensed. The
presumption shall not apply once the licensed location has not been in
use for more than 180 days.

Other Active Liquor License Interest in Arizona
This information is not provided due to the multiple ownership interests
held by the applicant in the State of Arizona.

Public Opinion
No protest or support letters were received within the 20-day public
comment period.

Applicant’s Statement

The applicant submitted the following statement in support of this
application. Spelling, grammar and punctuation in the statement are
shown exactly as written by the applicant on the City Questionnaire.

| have the capability, reliability and qualifications to hold a liquor license
because:

‘I have ownership in several restaurants with liquor licenses and have
knowledge of the Arizona Liquor Laws as required. The staff at this new
location will receive liquor law training to ensure they are familiar with the
laws; specifically which ID's are valid, checking young looking customers
ID, preventing obvious intoxication and protecting the health safety and
welfare of our customers and any Arizona citizen by taking pro-active
action.”

The public convenience requires and the best interest of the community
will be substantially served by the issuance of the liquor license because:
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“This location had a restaurant liquor license in the past however it was
not operating as a restaurant. We have purchase all new kitchen
equipment and table/chairs for dining at this location. We are confident
due to the location and our extensive menu that the community will
support our restaurant and the atmosphere. We will maintain relationships
with any neighbors or community organizations and encourage the use of
our restaurant for neighborhood meetings.”

Staff Recommendation

Staff recommends approval of this application noting the applicant must
resolve any pending City of Phoenix building and zoning requirements,
and be in compliance with the City of Phoenix Code and Ordinances.

Attachments
Liquor License Data - Miel de Agave
Liquor License Map - Miel de Agave

This item was recommended for approval.
10 Liquor License - Sauvage Wine Bar + Shop

Request for a liquor license. Arizona State License Application
07070138.

Summary

Applicant
Andrea Lewkowitz, Agent

License Type
Series 7 - Beer and Wine Bar

Location

149 W. McDowell Road

Zoning Classification: DTC - McDowell Corridor HP
Council District: 7

This request is for an ownership and location transfer of a liquor license
for a beer and wine bar. This location was not previously licensed for
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liquor sales and does not have an interim permit.
The 60-day limit for processing this application is Dec. 11, 2022.

Pursuant to A.R.S. 4-203, a spirituous liquor license shall be issued only
after satisfactory showing of the capability, qualifications and reliability of
the applicant and that the public convenience and the best interest of the
community will be substantially served by the issuance. If an application
is filed for the issuance of a license for a location, that on the date the
application is filed has a valid license of the same series issued at that
location, there shall be a rebuttable presumption that the public
convenience and best interest of the community at that location was
established at the time the location was previously licensed. The
presumption shall not apply once the licensed location has not been in
use for more than 180 days.

Other Active Liquor License Interest in Arizona

The ownership of this business has an interest in other active liquor
license(s) in the State of Arizona. This information is listed below and
includes liquor license violations on file with the AZ Department of Liquor
Licenses and Control and, for locations within the boundaries of Phoenix,
the number of aggregate calls for police service within the last 12 months
for the address listed.

So Far, So Good/ Brill Line/ Sauvage Bottle Shop at the Churchill (Series
6)

901 N. 1st St., Phoenix

Calls for police service: 17

Liquor license violations: None

Public Opinion
No protest or support letters were received within the 20-day public
comment period.

Applicant’s Statement

The applicant submitted the following statement in support of this
application. Spelling, grammar and punctuation in the statement are
shown exactly as written by the applicant on the City Questionnaire.
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| have the capability, reliability and qualifications to hold a liquor license
because:

“‘Applicant is committed to upholding the highest standards for business
and maintaining compliance with applicable laws. Managers and staff will
be trained in the techniques if legal and responsible alcohol sales .”

The public convenience requires and the best interest of the community
will be substantially served by the issuance of the liquor license because:
“Sauvage Wine Bar and Shop will introduce a wide variety of wines from
throughout the world, encouraging guests to learn about and experience
the culture that created them.”

Staff Recommendation

Staff recommends approval of this application noting the applicant must
resolve any pending City of Phoenix building and zoning requirements,
and be in compliance with the City of Phoenix Code and Ordinances.

Attachments
Liquor License Data - Sauvage Wine Bar + Shop
Liquor License Map - Sauvage Wine Bar + Shop

This item was recommended for approval.
11 Liquor License - Selection Sauvage

Request for a liquor license. Arizona State License Application 210490.

Summary

Applicant
Timothy Geis, Agent

License Type
Series 4 - Wholesaler

Location
625 S. 27th Ave., Ste. 130-B SS
Zoning Classification: A-2
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Council District: 7

This request is for a new liquor license for a wholesaler. This location was
not previously licensed for liquor sales and does not have an interim
permit.

The 60-day limit for processing this application is Dec. 9, 2022.

Pursuant to A.R.S. 4-203, consideration should be given only to the
applicant's personal qualifications.

Other Active Liguor License Interest in Arizona

The ownership of this business has an interest in other active liquor
license(s) in the State of Arizona. This information is listed below and
includes: information about any liquor license violations on file with the AZ
Department of Liquor License and Control and, for locations within the
boundaries of Phoenix, the number of aggregate calls for police service
within the last 12 months for the address listed.

Selection Sauvage (Series 4)

2440 W. Lincoln St., Ste. 170S, Phoenix
Calls for police service: 3

Liquor License Violations: None

Public Opinion
No protest or support letters were received within the 20-day public
comment period.

Applicant’s Statement

The applicant submitted the following statement in support of this
application. Spelling, grammar and punctuation in the statement are
shown exactly as written by the applicant on the City Questionnaire.

| have the capability, reliability and qualifications to hold a liquor license
because:

"l am a responsible adult who has more than 10 years in the liquor
industry. | recently passed the sommelier exam and have proven myself
in the restaurant industry with my sales abilities and managerial style. |
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take pride in my professionalism and my sense of urgency and | feel that

| am completely capable of holding a liquor license. | intend on enriching
the Arizona wine community by importing the wholesaling craft and natural
wines."

Staff Recommendation
Staff recommends approval of this application.

This item was recommended for approval.

Liquor License - Special Event - Community Food Connections,
Inc.

Request for a Series 15 - Special Event liquor license for the temporary
sale of all liquors.

Summary

Applicant
Tanya Chakravarty

Location
720 N. 5th St.
Council District: 8

Function
Arts and Crafts Market

Date(s) - Time(s) / Expected Attendance
Dec. 14, 2022 - 5 p.m. to 10 p.m. / 4,000 attendees
Dec. 15, 2022 - 5 p.m. to 10 p.m. / 5,000 attendees

Staff Recommendation
Staff recommends approval of this application.

This item was recommended for approval.

ORDINANCES, RESOLUTIONS, AND NEW BUSINESS
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Mayor Gallego requested a motion on the remaining agenda items. A motion
was made, as appears below.

A motion was made by Vice Mayor Pastor, seconded by Councilwoman
O'Brien, that items 13-84 be approved or adopted, except items 20-21, 31, 37,
39, 47, 57, 64, 73-74 and 80-85; noting items 20 and 84 are as revised; Item 78
is continued to the February 15, 2023 City Council Formal Meeting; items 52
and 79 are withdrawn; and Item 85is an add-on. The motion carried by the
following vote:

Yes: 8 - Councilwoman Ansari, Councilman DiCiccio,
Councilwoman Guardado, Councilwoman O'Brien,
Councilwoman Stark, Councilman Waring, Vice Mayor
Pastor and Mayor Gallego

No: 0

Absent: 1 - Councilmember Garcia

Items 13-18, Ordinance S-49194 was a request to authorize the City Controller
to disburse funds, up to amounts indicated on items, for the purpose of paying
vendors, contractors, claimants and others, and providing additional payment
authority under certain existing city contracts. This section also requested
continuing payment authority, up to amounts indicated below, for the following
contracts, contract extensions and/or bids awarded. As indicated below, some
items below require payment pursuant to Phoenix City Code section 42-13.

13 Baggage Airline Guest Services, Inc.

For $90,000.00 in payment authority for a one-time service for the

remote bag check-in service for the Aviation Department at Phoenix Sky
Harbor International Airport (PHX) Consolidated Rental Car Center (RCC)
and an additional location at 44th Street Sky Train station if operations
warrant the need to support Super Bowl LVII 2023. The service will be
provided to the traveling public at both locations to reduce high levels of
passenger traffic in the terminals on the day after the Super Bowl. The
service will provide PHX passengers an option to avoid busy terminal
activities and have their luggage delivered to their selected airline carrier.

This item was adopted.

14 GBD Labs, LLC doing business as Crosswalk Labs
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For $36,300.00 in payment authority for a study of Phoenix's greenhouse
gas (GHG) emissions for the Office of Environmental Programs. The
2021 Climate Action Plan, approved by the City Council on Oct. 21,
2021, set reduction goals for GHG emissions to be achieved by 2030
and 2050. However, current GHG emissions data for the City is
calculated as a total and does not provide a detailed breakdown of
emissions sources, creating inefficiencies in climate planning. By
leveraging previous data from Northern Arizona University's Vulcan and
Hestia Projects, the study will produce GHG emissions data for 2018,
2019, and 2020 that is source-specific, policy-relevant, and will be
presented to the Environmental Quality and Sustainability Commission.
This will support the creation of targeted action items to meet the City's
reduction goals for GHG emissions efficiently. Funding for this purchase
is available through the Office of Environmental Programs' air quality
budget for the Fiscal Year 2022-23.

This item was adopted.
15 Phoenix Sister Cities, Inc.

For $20,000.00 in payment authority for sponsorship of Phoenix Sister
Cities' El Grito celebration. El Grito is a special tradition to celebrate
Mexican Independence Day and kick off Hispanic Heritage Month. The
sponsorship ensures the event will be able to accommodate over 6,000
attendees in Downtown Phoenix, provide proper security, and construct
the stage for various performers.

This item was adopted.
16 BTE Body Company, Inc.

For $25,000.00 in payment authority for a new contract to be entered into
on or about Nov. 16, 2022, for a term of five years for Cement Silo
Inspection and Maintenance Services for the Street Transportation
Department. The cement silo is utilized to load cement directly into a
mobile mix concrete truck that is used to deliver concrete materials to
field staff to maintain various structures.

This item was adopted.
17 Settlement of Claim(s) Espinoza v. City of Phoenix

To make payment of up to $65,000.00 in settlement of claim(s) in
Espinoza v. City of Phoenix, CV2019-015303, 18-1114-002, AU, BI, for
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the Finance Department pursuant to Phoenix City Code Chapter 42. This
is a settlement for a bodily injury claim arising from a motor vehicle
accident on Dec. 12, 2018, involving the Public Works Department.

This item was adopted.

Settlement of Claim(s) Miller v. City of Phoenix

To make payment of up to $750,000.00 in settlement of claim(s) in Miller
v. City of Phoenix, CV2020-092847, 19-0351-001, GL, BI, for the
Finance Department pursuant to Phoenix City Code Chapter 42. This is a
settlement for a bodily injury claim incident on April 14, 2019, involving
the Street Transportation Department.

This item was adopted.

Canvass of Vote - November 2022 City Council Election

Canvass of the vote for the Tuesday, Nov. 8, 2022 City Council Election
for the City Council to canvass the votes and announce and declare the
results of the election.

Summary

On Tuesday, Nov. 8, 2022, the City of Phoenix held a City Council
Election for registered voters in Phoenix Council Districts 2, 4, 6 and 8 to
elect council members for full four-year terms. There was no election for
Mayor or council members in Districts 1, 3, 5 and 7 because the terms of
the city council members are staggered. This Council Election was
conducted by Maricopa County as part of the 2022 State General
Election.

Citizen Notification

Voters on the Active Early Voting List (AEVL) received notification of the
election from Maricopa County in early May 2022, and early ballots were
mailed approximately 27 days before the election. The City mailed a
Publicity Pamphlet in late September before early ballots were mailed, to
each household with an eligible registered voter. The Pamphlet contained
general information about the election, including the deadline to return
early ballots by mail, in-person voting options, and voter identification
requirements. The Pamphlet also contained a list of names of the
qualified candidates for Council. Election information was available at
phoenix.gov/elections and maricopa.vote. Additionally, information was
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provided through multiple publications, news releases, and the official
Phoenix election Twitter account, @PHXClerk. All election information
was available at phoenix.gov/elections and provided in English and
Spanish.

Concurrence
Maricopa County was responsible for the tabulation of ballots and
provided election results for the City Council races.

This item was approved.

22 Acceptance and Dedication of Easements and Deeds for Sidewalk,
Public Utility and Roadway Purposes (Ordinance S-49207)

Request for the City Council to accept and dedicate easements and
deeds for sidewalk, public utility and roadway purposes; further ordering
the ordinance recorded.

Summary

Accepting the property interests below meets the Planning and
Development Department's Single Instrument Dedication Process
requirement prior to releasing any permits to applicants.

Easement (a)

Applicant: United EM Holding, Inc., its successor and assigns
Purpose: Sidewalk

Location: 777 W. Alameda Road

File: FN 220054

Council District: 1

Easement (b)

Applicant: Richard N Reese Family Limited Liability Company, LLC, its
successor and assigns

Purpose: Sidewalk

Location: 2302 E. Thomas Road

File: FN 220084

Council District: 4

Easement (c)
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Applicant: Daniel Stone, its successor and assigns
Purpose: Public Utility

Location: 4737 E. Hubbell St.

File: FN 220080

Council District: 6

Deed (d)

Applicant: Daniel Stone, its successor and assigns
Purpose: Roadway

Location: 4737 E. Hubbell St.

File: FN 220080

Council District: 6

Deed (e)

Applicant: Loftsphx at Roosevelt LLC, its successor and assigns
Purpose: Roadway

Location: 1150 E. Roosevelt St.

File: FN 220082

Council District: 8

Easement (f)

Applicant: Loftsphx at Roosevelt LLC, its successor and assigns
Purpose: Sidewalk

Location: 1150 E. Roosevelt St.

File: FN 220082

Council District: 8

Easement (q)

Applicant: F & F 2, LLC, its successor and assigns
Purpose: Public Utility

Location: 2329 N. 29th St.

File: FN 220088

Council District: 8

This item was adopted.

Acceptance of an Access Easement Between 50th Street and
Interstate 10 from Kyrene Elementary School District No. 28
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(Ordinance S-49210)

Request for the City Council to accept an access easement between
50th Street and Interstate 10, North of East Chandler Boulevard from
Kyrene Elementary School District No. 28; further ordering the ordinance
recorded.

Summary

The approximate 20-foot easement provides access to a water and
sewer easement located along the west side of Interstate 10 (I-10). The
access easement is within Maricopa County Assessor's parcel number
301-84-002F between South 50th Street and 1-10, further described in
the legal description to be recorded with the ordinance.

Financial impact
Kyrene Elementary School District No. 28 donated the access easement
at no cost to the City.

Location
Between South 50th Street and 1-10, north of East Chandler Boulevard.
Council District: 6

This item was adopted.

Authorization to Sell City-owned Real Property Near 75th Avenue
and Baseline Road to Salt River Project (Ordinance S-49198)

Request to authorize the City Manager, or his designee, to sell
City-owned real property to Salt River Project. Further request
authorization for the City Treasurer to accept all funds related to this item.

Summary

The land to be sold to Salt River Project (SRP) is an approximate
146,904 square foot site fully encumbered by multi-use easement
granted to SRP for access, operation, and maintenance of irrigation
facilities supporting the Laveen Area Conveyance Channel (LACC). The
land is improved with an SRP holding pond that acts as a water storage
facility that collects water from storm runoff and a fenced well station. The
easement and SRP improvements significantly limit the utility of the site
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for any other purpose or development.

SRP will acquire the land for purposes of managing their existing
improvements and drilling a new well site. The City will retain the LACC
and a 55-foot strip of land along the north side of the property for the
future Baseline Road right-of-way (ROW). SRP will have access across
the 55-foot strip of land at the current access point until such time the
roadway is constructed, and right-of-way is dedicated. The City will also
reserve a 30-foot trail easement, along 55-foot strip of right-of-way, for
connection to the trail east of this property and any future trails to the west
and along the LACC. As a condition of the sale, SRP will remove
infrastructure, if any, from the 55-foot strip of land to be retained for future
right-of-way and the 30-foot trail easement.

The City and SRP will enter into an agreement for the purchase and sale
of City-owned property, containing terms and conditions deemed
necessary and appropriate by the City. The land will be conveyed by
special warranty deed subject to all existing easements and
encumbrances, including reservation of the 30-foot trail easement. The
purchase price will be based on the appraised value of the land, and SRP
will pay all closing costs.

Financial Impact
Revenue will be reflective of the appraised value.

Location

Along the south side of Baseline Road, approximately 155 feet west of
75th Avenue, identified by Maricopa County assessor parcel number
300-01-006B.

Council District: 7

This item was adopted.

Acquisition of Real Property for Roadway Improvements along the
Grand Canal at Indian School Road (Ordinance S$-49200)

Request to authorize the City Manager, or his designee, to acquire all real
property and related property interests required by donation, purchase
within the City's appraised value, or by the power of eminent domain for
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roadway improvements along the Grand Canal at Indian School Road.
Further request to authorize dedication of land with roadway and/or public
improvements to public use for right of way purposes via separate
recording instrument. Additionally request to authorize the City Controller
to disburse all funds related to this item.

Summary

Acquisition of real property is required for the installation of roadway
improvements along the Grand Canal to enhance the safety of
pedestrians and bicyclists crossing Indian School Road. Improvements
include Americans with Disabilities Act compliant sidewalks, ramps,
landscaping, lighting, and two High-Intensity Activated Crosswalk (HAWK)
signals.

The parcels affected by this project and included in this request are
identified by Maricopa County Assessor's parcel numbers 155-04-001
located at 4212 N. 16th St. and 118-01-101 located at 1551 E. Indian
School Rd.

Financial Impact
Funding is available in the Street Transportation Department's Capital
Improvement Program budget.

Location
Along the Grand Canal at E. Indian School Rd.
Council District: 4

This item was adopted.

Acquisition of Real Property for a Pedestrian and Bicycle Path
along the Grand Canal between 47th and 75th Avenues (Ordinance
$-49212)

Request to authorize the City Manager, or his designee, to acquire all real
property and related property interests required by donation, purchase
within the City's appraised value, or by the power of eminent domain for a
pedestrian and bicycle path along the Grand Canal between 47th and
75th avenues. Further request to authorize dedication of land with
roadway and/or public improvements to public use for right-of-way
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purposes via separate recording instrument. Additionally request to
authorize the City Controller to disburse all funds related to this item.

Summary

Acquisition of real property is required to accommodate a new pedestrian
and bicycle path along the Grand Canal between 47th and 75th avenues.
Improvements include lighting, landscaping and six High-Intensity
Activated Crosswalk (HAWK) signals to enhance user safety.

The parcels affected by this project are identified in Attachment A.

Financial Impact
Funding is available in the Street Transportation Department's Capital
Improvement Program budget.

Location
Along the Grand Canal between 47th and 75th avenues.
Council Districts: 4 and 5

This item was adopted.

Acquisition of Real Property for Sidewalk Improvements along 7th
Avenue from Mountain View Road to Cheryl Drive, and along
Mountain View Road from 7th Avenue to 3rd Drive (Ordinance
$-49208)

Request to authorize the City Manager, or his designee, to acquire all real
property and related property interests required by donation, purchase
within the City's appraised value, or by the power of eminent domain for
sidewalk improvements along 7th Avenue from Mountain View Road to
Cheryl Drive, and along Mountain View Road from 7th Avenue to 3rd
Drive. Further request to authorize dedication of land with roadway and/or
public improvements to public use for right-of-way purposes via separate
recording instrument. Further request authorization for the City Controller
to disburse all funds related to this item.

Summary
Acquisition of real property is required to accommodate sidewalk
improvements along 7th Avenue from Mountain View Road to Cheryl
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Drive, and along Mountain View Road from 7th Avenue to 3rd Drive. The
improvements will enhance pedestrian, bicyclist, and vehicular traffic
safety, and include new curbs and gutter and upgrading sidewalks to
comply with Americans with Disabilities Act.

The parcels affected by this project are identified in Attachment A.

Financial Impact
Funding is available in the Street Transportation Department's Capital
Improvement Program budget.

Location

Along N. 7th Avenue from W. Mountain View Road to W. Cheryl Drive,
and along W. Mountain View Road from N. 7th Avenue to N. 3rd Drive.
Council Districts: 3

This item was adopted.

Service and Repair of Appliances - IFB 18-213 - Amendment
(Ordinance S$-49216)

Request to authorize the City Manager, or his designee, to allow
additional expenditures under contract 149044 with Byassee Equipment,
Inc for the purchase of maintenance and repair services for appliances
for Citywide departments. Further request to authorize the City Controller
to disburse all funds related to this item. The additional expenditures will
not exceed $90,000.

Summary

This contract will provide service and repair of commercial, residential
and miscellaneous appliances, including gas and electric stoves and
ranges that are used to support the public after school programs and
Citywide projects for multiple departments. Primary users of the contract
are the Fire, Human Services, and Parks and Recreation departments
and this change will ensure sufficient funds over the remaining contract
term.

Contract Term
The contract term remains unchanged, ending on Dec. 31, 2023.
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Financial Impact

Upon approval of $90,000 in additional funds, the revised aggregate
value of the contract will not exceed $440,000. Funds are available in the
various department budgets.

Concurrence/Previous Council Action
The City Council previously reviewed this request:
* Service and Repair of Appliances 149044 (S-45254) on Dec. 12, 2018.

This item was adopted.

Citywide Fence Supply and Service - Requirements Contract - IFB
18-207 - Amendment (Ordinance S-49223)

Request to authorize the City Manager, or his designee to allow additional
expenditures under contracts 147320 with Western Fence Co., Inc;
147321 with Phoenix Fence Company; and 147322 with LP Steel
Industries, LLC. for the purchase of fencing supplies and services

related to installation, repair, and replacement of chain-link, block, and
ornamental fencing, gates, and fencing rental for Citywide use. Further
request to authorize the City Controller to disburse all funds related to this
item. The additional expenditures will not exceed $942,000.

Summary

This contract will provide fencing that is routinely used to secure City
facilities from vandalism and theft. The contracts are also used to secure
and mitigate risk at City-operated construction sites and have been
amended to include fencing for the Gated Alley Program. Fire, Parks and
Recreation, and Public Works departments have been identified as the
primary departmental users of this contract.

Additional funds are needed due to higher than anticipated usage of
these contracts and anticipated spend for the Gated Alley Program.

Contract Term
The contract term remains unchanged, ending on April 30, 2023.

Financial Impact
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Upon approval of $942,000 in additional funds, the revised aggregate
value of the contract will not exceed $6,477,000. Funds are available in
the various department budgets.

Concurrence/Previous Council Action

The City Council previously reviewed this request:

» Citywide Fence Supply and Services Contracts 147320, 147321, and
147322 (Ordinance S-44486) on April 18, 2018;

* Increase Expenditure Authority for Citywide Fence Supply and Services
Contracts 147320, 147321, and 147322 (Ordinance S-46556) on May 6,
2020;

» Fence Supply and Services Contracts 147320, 147321, and 147322
(Ordinance S-47987) on Oct. 6, 2021.

This item was adopted.

Real-Time Captioning (CART) and Sign Language Interpreter
Services - ADSPO 13-00002282 - Amendment (Ordinance S-49232)

Request to authorize the City Manager, or his designee to allow additional
expenditures under Contract 147846 with Arizona Interpreting Services,
Inc, and Contract 147847 with Karla M. Martin, RPR, CSR, CR, and to
extend contract term. Further request to authorize the City Controller to
disburse all funds related to this item. The additional expenditures will not
exceed $650,000.

Summary

This contract will provide onsite and remote interpreter and captioning
services to include sign language interpreters, oral interpreters, Video
Remote Interpreting (VRI) and real-time captioning or communication
access real-time translation (CART) services on an as-needed basis to
all City departments. Interpreter and captioning services will support the
City's efforts to remove language and other communication barriers
during public, private and community meetings and events in addition to
complying with the provisions of the Americans with Disabilities Act.
Extending these contracts and adding funds will enable the various
departments to provide uninterrupted services to the residents of the
City.
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Contract Term
Upon approval these contracts will be extended through April 30, 2024.

Financial Impact

Upon approval of $650,000 in additional funds, the revised aggregate
value of the contracts will not exceed $675,000. Funding is available in
the various department budgets.

Concurrence/Previous Council Action

The City Council previously reviewed this request:

* Real-time Captioning (CART) and Sign Language Interpreter Services
Contract 147846,147847 (Ordinance S-44494) on April 18, 2018.

This item was adopted.

Background Screening and In-Processing/Onboarding Services
Contract (Ordinance S$-49219)

Request to authorize the City Manager, or his designee, to execute an
amendment to Contract 146656 with Sterling Infosystems, Inc., d/b/a
Sterling to extend the contract term for three additional months. Further
request to authorize the City Controller to disburse all funds related to this
item. The additional expenditures will not exceed $30,000.

Summary

This contract will provide background screening and
in-processing/onboarding services for employees and volunteers. The
costs for employee and volunteer background services are paid by the
departments utilizing these services. The Human Resources Department
issued a Request for Proposals, however, additional time is needed for
the evaluation process and to ensure there is no interruption of services.

Contract Term
Upon approval, the contract will be extended through April 4, 2023.

Financial Impact

Upon approval of $30,000 in additional funds, the revised aggregate
value of the contract will not exceed $524,000. Funds are available in
various City departments' budgets.
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Concurrence/Previous Council Action

The City Council previously reviewed this request:

Background Screening and In-Processing/Onboarding Services
(Ordinance S-43751) on June 28, 2017.

Additional payment authority: Sterling Infosystems, Inc., d/b/a Sterling
Contract 146656 (Ordinance S-48392-0018) on March 23, 2022.

This item was adopted.

Transfer of Retirement Funds to Arizona State Retirement System
(Ordinance S$-49204)

Request to authorize the City Manager, or his designee, to transfer
retirement funds for Milo Neild in the amount of $7,239.15 to the Arizona
State Retirement System. Further request to authorize the City Controller
to disburse the funds.

Summary

Pursuant to Arizona Revised Statutes, sections 38-730 and 38-922,
retirement service credits for former members of the City of Phoenix
Employees’ Retirement System (COPERS) may be transferred to the
Arizona State Retirement System upon approval by the City Council. The
following former City of Phoenix employee has requested transfer of the
balance of their credited service:

Neild, Milo: $7,239.15

Concurrence/Previous Council Action
This item was approved by the COPERS Board at the Nov. 3, 2022
meeting.

This item was adopted.

Transfer of Retirement Funds to Arizona State Retirement System
(Ordinance S$-49215)

Request to authorize the City Manager, or his designee, to transfer
retirement funds for Morgan Bowers in the amount of $12,104.76 to the
Arizona State Retirement System. Further request to authorize the City
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Controller to disburse the funds.

Summary

Pursuant to Arizona Revised Statutes, sections 38-730 and 38-922,
retirement service credits for former members of the City of Phoenix
Employees’ Retirement System (COPERS) may be transferred to the
Arizona State Retirement System upon approval by the City Council. The
following former City of Phoenix employee has requested transfer of the
balance of their credited service:

Bowers, Morgan: $12,104.76

Concurrence/Previous Council Action
This item was approved by the COPERS Board at the Nov. 3, 2022
meeting.

This item was adopted.

35 Request to Enter Into a Lease Agreement with the Deer Valley
Unified School District for a Modular Classroom for the Head Start
Birth to Five Program and to Sublease to Head Start Birth to Five
Program Partners (Ordinance $-49202)

Request to authorize the City Manager, or his designee, to enter into an
agreement with the Deer Valley Unified School District (Deer Valley) to
lease a modular classroom for the Head Start Birth to Five Program.
Further request to authorize the City Manager, or his designee, to enter
subleases with Head Start Birth to Five subrecipients and contractors to
allow them to use the modular classroom for Head Start Birth to Five
activities.

Summary

The Human Services Department requests to enter into a 15-year
property lease agreement with Deer Valley for a modular classroom at
Sunrise Elementary School to operate the Head Start Birth to Five
Preschool Program. The Human Services Department further requests
authority to enter subleases to allow Head Start Birth to Five
subrecipients and contractors to use the modular classroom for
purposes consistent with the Head Start Birth to Five program, for a
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maximum term of five years per sublease.

In 1994, the City of Phoenix purchased a modular classroom for Head
Start preschool programming and placed it on the Sunrise Elementary
School campus. The current modular classroom requires extensive
repair. Due to the age of the structure, a new modular classroom will be
placed on the same site, ensuring continuity of services for children and
families in the area.

The Office of Head Start requires a property lease agreement for a
minimum of 15 years for any modular classroom purchased with Head
Start grant funds and placed on land owned by another entity. The City
will lease the modular from Deer Valley to ensure the modular is used for
Head Start activities for a 15-year period.

The lease at Sunrise Elementary School includes plumbing, electricity,
water, fencing, parking, a playground and access to the main campus.

Contract Term

The term of the property lease agreement will be 15 years from the
installation of the modular classroom, beginning on or about Jan. 1, 2023,
and ending on or about Jan. 1, 2038.

Financial Impact

The Deer Valley Unified School District does not charge a lease amount
or taxes for the property where the modular classroom will be placed.
Consideration for any subleases to Head Start Birth to Five subrecipients
and contractors will be the subleasee's performance of Head Start Birth
to Five activities within the modular classroom.

Location
17624 N. 31st Ave.
Council District: 1

This item was adopted.

Request to Enter Into an Agreement to Provide Caregiver
Supportive Services with A.T. Still University of Health Sciences -
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CarePlaCe Program (Ordinance S-49209)

Request to authorize the City Manager, or his designee, to enter into an
agreement with A.T. Still University of Health Sciences - CarePlaCe
Program for supportive services for individuals caring for loved ones
affected by dementia and other related conditions. Further request to
authorize the City Controller to disburse all funds related to this item for
the life of the contract. Funding is available from the City's allocation of
the American Rescue Plan Act (ARPA) received from the federal
government and is part of the Memory Cafe program of the strategic
plan.

Summary

In April 2020, Phoenix became the largest city in the nation to be
designated a Dementia Friendly City. Dementia-friendly cities foster the
ability of individuals living with dementia to remain, thrive, and feel part of
the community in which they live. During the COVID-19 pandemic,
individuals living with dementia and their caregivers were
disproportionately impacted as they lost access to resources, supportive
services, in-person programs, and recreational activities. Caregivers also
lack opportunities to learn self-care strategies and to build their own
support systems resulting in chronic conditions, depressive symptoms,
and mental health concerns.

Through the Memory Cafe Program, the CarePlaCe program will
enhance services for caregivers by expanding their capabilities and
better equipping them with tools needed to best meet the needs of
individuals living with dementia and other related conditions. Supportive
services, include but are not limited to: program intake and assessments;
home evaluations; care plan development; educational modules; classes
for caregivers; and follow-up services which will assist in mitigating the
impacts of the COVID-19 pandemic by improving the quality of life and
care for individuals living with dementia and their caregivers.

Contract Term
The contract term will begin on or about Dec. 1, 2022, and expire on Dec.
31, 2023.
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Financial Impact

The total value of the contract will not exceed $400,000. There is no
impact to the General Fund. Funding is available through the City’s ARPA
allocation.

This item was adopted.

Request to Retroactively Accept and Disburse Nina Mason Pulliam
Charitable Trust Grant Funds (Ordinance S-49224)

Request to authorize the City Manager, or his designee, to retroactively
accept a grant award in the amount of $22,800 from the Nina Mason
Pulliam Charitable Trust. Further request to authorize the City Treasurer
to accept, and the City Controller to disburse, all funds related to this
item.

Summary

The Nina Mason Pulliam Charitable Trust has donated holiday funds to
the City of Phoenix Human Services Department for several years. The
funds are specifically targeted to assist low-income individuals and
families by removing housing barriers through rental assistance and
eviction prevention services during the Thanksgiving and Christmas
holiday months. This donation will allow the Human Services Department
to assist approximately 12 households to remain safely housed during
the upcoming holiday season. Notice of this grant award was received on
Oct. 31, 2022, with a requirement to sign and accept the grant by Nov. 7,
2022.

Financial Impact
No General Funds are required to receive this funding of $22,800 from
the Nina Mason Pulliam Charitable Trust.

This item was adopted.

Request to Retroactively Accept American Association of Retired
Persons Foundation Digital Skills Ready@50+ Grant Funds
(Ordinance S$-49228)

Request to authorize the City Manager, or his designee, to retroactively
accept a grant award in the amount of $4,000 from the American
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Association of Retired Persons (AARP) Foundation. Further request
authorization for the City Treasurer to accept, and the City Controller to
disburse, all funds related to this item.

Summary

The AARP Foundation provides micro grants to non-profits, public
agencies, and other organizations to support the facilitation of Digital
Skills Ready@50+ workshops and lectures. The Digital Skills
Ready@50+ program offers free digital training to seniors to develop the
digital confidence and skills necessary to thrive in today's society.
Workshops will be offered at five of the City of Phoenix Senior Centers to
registered senior center participants. The workshops will be delivered
virtually by Older Adults Technology Services. This micro grant will
enable the Human Services Department to facilitate training to a minimum
of 50 older adults through this program. Notice of the grant award was
received on Oct. 19, 2022, with a requirement to sign and accept the
grant by Oct. 25, 2022.

Financial Impact
The is no General Fund impact.

This item was adopted.

Request to Enter into an Agreement with Vander Weele Group,
LLC for Home Visit Rating Scale Observation Services (Ordinance
S-49231)

Request to authorize the City Manager, or his designee, to enter into an
agreement with Vander Weele Group, LLC to conduct observations
utilizing the Home Visit Rating Scales-3 (HOVRS3) tool for their Head
Start Birth to Five Programs Home-Based option in an amount not to
exceed $764,170 for a five-year period. Further request to authorize the
City Controller to disburse all funds related to this item.

Summary

The City of Phoenix Head Start Birth to Five Program is a high-quality
early education and child development program whose goal is to prevent
and eliminate a learning gap for low-income families. Early Head Start
serves 300 infants, toddlers, and pregnant women through home
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visitation and monthly socialization groups, emphasizing the parent's role
as their child's first and most important teacher. Services are delivered
using a developmental parenting approach through weekly, 90-minute
home visits and monthly socialization groups. The consultant will provide
reliable observers to administer and complete the HOVRSS3 to measure
the quality of home visit practices and engagement for the Head Start
Program Home-Based option.

Procurement Information
A Request for Proposal procurement was conducted in accordance with
City of Phoenix Administrative Regulation 3.10.

One proposal was received and deemed responsive and responsible. An
evaluation committee of City staff evaluated the offer based on the
following criteria with a maximum possible point total of 1,000:

Method of Approach and Service Implementation (500 points);
Experience and Qualifications of Key Staff (400 points); and
Fee Schedule (100 points).

After reaching consensus, the evaluation committee recommends
contract award to the following offeror:

Vander Weele Group, LLC.

Contract Term
The contract term will begin on or about Jan. 2, 2023, for a five-year term
with no options to extend.

Financial Impact

Expenditures shall not exceed $764,170 over the life of the contract.
Funding is available from the U.S. Department of Health and Human
Services, Administration of Children, Youth and Families. No additional
General Funds are required.

Concurrence/Previous Council Action
On Dec. 13, 2021, the Head Start Birth to Five Policy Council approved
the request to release the Home Visit Rating Scale Observation Services
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RFP.

This item was adopted.

Phoenix Public Library's Fiscal Year 2022-23 Application for
Arizona State Library's State Grants-In-Aid Funds

Request to authorize the City Manager, or his designee, to apply for
Fiscal Year 2022-23 Arizona State Library's State Grants-in-Aid (SGIA)
grant funds in an amount of $74,440 for use by Phoenix Public Library.
Further request to authorize the City Treasurer to accept and the City
Controller to disburse all funds for purposes of this ordinance.

Summary

Arizona State Grants-in-Aid are allocated annually to the Library based on
a per capita distribution of funds by the Arizona State Legislature through
the Arizona State Library, Archives and Public Records. The amount
allocated for Phoenix Public Library this year is $74,440.

For the ninth year running, the above funds will be utilized to assist
Phoenix Public Library with its efforts in the areas of Workforce
Assistance and Early Literacy Outreach. A portion of the funds will be
used for continued funding of a part time employee to assist with the
implementation of workforce literacy classes and drop in workforce
assistance at the Ocotillo Library and Workforce Literacy Center. The
Ocaotillo Library and Workforce Literacy Center assists job seekers by
offering classes in resume writing, interviewing skills, and computer use.
It also offers PHXWorks, which is a collection of materials to support
workforce needs including resume writing, occupational testing, language
learning and computer skills.

Additionally, a portion of the funds will be used to continue to fund two part
time Early Literacy Outreach employees to conduct outreach into the
communities of the Harmon, Cesar Chavez, Palo Verde, Ocotillo and Desert
Sage libraries. SGIA funds allow Phoenix Public Library to extend critical
early literacy outreach into areas of the City identified with the most need.

Finally, a portion of the funds will be used to pay for employee mileage
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incurred.

Concurrence/Previous Council Action
This item was recommended for approval at the Community and Cultural
Investment Subcommittee on Nov. 2, 2022, by a vote of 4-0.

Financial Impact
The amount allocated for Phoenix Public Library this year is $74,440 and
no matching funds are required. There is no impact to the general fund.

Location

Ocotillo Library and Workforce Literacy Center - 102 W. Southern Ave.
Harmon Library - 1325 S. 5th Ave.

Cesar Chavez Library - 3635 W. Baseline Road.

Palo Verde Library - 4402 N. 51st Ave.

Desert Sage Library - 7602 W. Encanto Blvd.

Council Districts: 5, 7, 8

This item was approved.

43 Maintenance of Environmental Units at Pueblo Grande Museum
Requirements Contract - IFB 23-024 Request for Award (Ordinance
S$-49211)

Request to authorize the City Manager, or his designee, to enter into a
contract with Crawford Mechanical Services, LLC. to provide preventative
maintenance services for the Parks and Recreation Department. Further
request to authorize the City Controller to disburse all funds related to this
item. The total value of the contract will not exceed $300,000.

Summary

This contract will provide the City of Phoenix Parks and Recreation
Department’s Pueblo Grande Museum with preventative maintenance
and repairs for temperature control units installed at the museum.
Collections and artifacts in the museum are best preserved when the
environment is kept within professional best practices and standards.
Preventative maintenance services for environmental units are crucial to
maintaining the archaeological artifacts curated by the Pueblo Grande
Museum.
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Procurement Information
An Invitation for Bid procurement was processed in accordance with City
of Phoenix Administrative Regulation 3.10.

One vendor submitted a bid deemed to be responsive to posted
specifications and responsible to provide the required goods and
services. Following an evaluation based on comparisons with market
prices and previous contracts for these services, the procurement officer
recommends award to the following vendor:

Crawford Mechanical Services, LLC

Contract Term

The term of the contract will be two years with three optional years to
extend for a maximum of five years, beginning on or about Dec. 15,
2022.

Financial Impact
The aggregate contract value will not exceed $300,000. Funding is
available in the Parks and Recreation Department's budget.

Location
The Pueblo Grande Museum is located at 4619 E. Washington St.
Council District: 8

This item was adopted.
First Things First Grant Application and IGA (Ordinance S-49230)

Request to authorize the City Manager, or his designee, to apply for,
accept, and expend First Things First (FTF) grant funds for both Phoenix
Public Library's (PPL) Early Literacy Outreach Team (ELOT) and the City
of Phoenix Youth and Education Office's Phoenix Families First
Resource Centers and to enter into an Intergovernmental Agreement with
the Arizona Early Childhood Development and Health Board regarding
the same. PPL requests approval to apply for up to $2.6 million total for
the life of the agreement, to be expended over a four-year grant cycle (up
to $650,000 annually), to support ELOT efforts; and Phoenix Families
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First Resource Centers requests approval to apply for up to $3.2 million
total for the life of the agreement, to be expended over a four-year grant
cycle (up to $800,000 annually), beginning in City of Phoenix Fiscal Year
(FY) 2023-24.

Summary

Phoenix Public Library Early Literacy Outreach Team

Phoenix Public Library has maintained a productive partnership and
received grant funding from Arizona's First Things First in support of
PPL's Early Literacy Outreach Team since 2009. PPL/FTF outreach
workshops for parents and caregivers focus on strategies to help
children get ready to read by kindergarten. Hands-on workshops guide
parents and caregivers in assisting children with critical pre-literacy skills
such as letter knowledge, print awareness, developing a rich vocabulary
and comprehension. In addition, when visiting neighborhood events and
organizations, library staff present parents with a coupon that can be
redeemed at any PPL location for a free children's book, further
encouraging families to regularly visit the library and begin building a book
collection for the home.

Phoenix Families First Resource Centers

The Human Services Department and Youth and Education Office
entered into an intergovernmental agreement with First Things First in
July 2018 to create four Family Resource Centers in current City facilities
controlled by the Library, Housing, and Parks and Recreation
departments. The Phoenix Families First Resource Centers increase
families' access to concrete support and services in times of need;
improve knowledge of parenting and child development; foster parental
resilience and successfully connect families to support in the community;
and promote social and emotional competence in children.

Contract Term

In January of 2023, First Things First will start the funding cycle for
Arizona state fiscal years 2024 through 2027 by formally issuing requests
for proposals. FTF Regional Councils vote to approve proposals by May
and then all funding plans go to the First Things First State Board for final
approval in June for contracts that will begin in July 2023 and end in June
2027.
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Concurrent/Previous Council Action
This item was recommended for approval at the Community and Cultural
Investment Subcommittee on Nov. 2, 2021, by a vote of 4-0.

Financial Impact

The amount of the two grants: PPL's ELOT up to $2.6 million total and to
be expended over a four-year grant cycle (up to $650,000 annually) and
Phoenix Families First Resource Centers up to $3.2 million total and to
be expended over a four-year grant cycle (up to $800,000 annually)
beginning in FY 2023-24, and no matching funds are required.

Location
Phoenix Public Library ELOT
Citywide

Phoenix Families First Resource Centers

Goelet A.C. Beuff Community Center - 3435 W. Pinnacle Peak Road
Burton Barr Central Library - 1221 N. Central Ave.

Cesar Chavez Library - 3635 W. Baseline Road

Aeroterra Housing Community - 675 N. 16th St.

Council Districts: 1, 7, and 8

This item was adopted.

Community Development Block Grant Funded Housing
Rehabilitation Americans with Disabilities Act Modifications
Program Request For Proposal Issuance Request

Request City Council approval to issue the Community Development
Block Grant (CDBG) Housing Rehabilitation Americans with Disabilities
Act (ADA) Modifications Program Request for Proposals (RFP). The total
allocation available for the RFP is $200,000.

Summary

On May 4, 2022, the City Council approved the 2022-23 Annual Action
Plan, which outlined the broad activity areas for CDBG funding and
included an allocation for the CDBG Home ADA Modifications Program.
The program is intended to provide home accessibility modification
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services to low- and moderate-income disabled residents of Phoenix.

Procurement Information

The proposed RFP seeks non-profits, neighborhood organizations, and
faith-based organizations to provide accessibility modification services
for income eligible physically, visually, and hearing impaired Phoenix
residents. The RFP will be available for download December 2022. A
review committee consisting of City of Phoenix employees and
community stakeholders will evaluate each proposal using a 1,000 point
scale. NSD will seek City Council approval to award and enter into an
agreement with the panel recommended proposer.

Public Outreach
The CDBG Housing Rehabilitation ADA Modifications Program will be
publicly advertised in local publications and online.

This item was approved.

Flood Irrigation Repair and Replacement Services Contract
(Ordinance S$-49225)

Request retroactive authorization for the City Manager, or his designee,
to enter into a one-year contract with Premier Irrigation LLC to provide
Flood Irrigation Repair and Replacement Services for the Parks and
Recreation Department. Further request to authorize the City Controller to
disburse all funds related to this item. The total value of the contract will
not exceed $150,000.

Summary

The contract with Premier Irrigation, LLC is needed immediately to
provide flood irrigation repair and replacement services due to the
unexpected early termination of the current contract with Luebkin &
Walker Enterprises, Inc dba Salt River Irrigation. These services are
necessary to maintain the irrigation system for water flow to the turf, trees,
shrubs and other plant material in City parks.

Procurement Information
This item was procured in accordance with AR 3.10. Premier Irrigation,
LLC was the second lowest bidder in the previous competitive

City of Phoenix Page 46





City Council Formal Meeting Minutes December 7, 2022

48

procurement process in which the awarded contractor has since
terminated their agreement.

Contract Term

The term of the contract will be retroactive to June 1, 2022, for a
one-year term with no options to extend. The one-year agreement will
give the Parks and Recreation Department time to begin a competitive
procurement process.

Financial Impact

The aggregate contract value for will not exceed $150,000 for the
one-year aggregate term. Funding is available in the Parks and
Recreation Department's Operating Budget.

This item was adopted.

Amend Ordinance - Redevelopment and Purchase Agreement (City
Contract No. 147086) with High Street Fillmore, LLC. and High
Street Fillmore Phase 2, LLC. (Ordinance S-49222)

Request to authorize the City Manager, or his designee, to amend the
Redevelopment and Purchase Agreement (RPA), City Contract 147086
(Agreement) with High Street Fillmore, LLC, and High Street Fillmore
Phase 2, LLC, (Developer) to modify performance benchmarks and
project descriptions as needed to allow for development of city-owned
parcels located between 4th and 6th Avenues, on the south side of
Fillmore Street in downtown Phoenix. There is no expense impact as a
result of this action.

Summary

In November 2015, the Community and Economic Development
Department issued a Request for Proposals (RFP) for the disposition
and redevelopment of City-owned parcels located between 4th and 6th
Avenues, on the south side of Fillmore Street (collectively "Fillmore
Properties" or "Site") in downtown Phoenix. On July 6, 2017, the City
Council authorized the City Manager to enter into the Agreement with the
successful proposer for the sale and redevelopment of the Site through
Ordinance S-43802 (Ordinance).
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The Developer chose to develop the site in several phases: Phases 1
and 2, on the east and west side of 5th Avenue, north of Taylor Street,
with approximately 659 market-rate units in a seven-story podium
apartment building with ground-floor retail; Lot 4, on the west side of 5th
Avenue and south of Taylor Street, with a use to be determined at a later
date; and Lot 5 ("Condo Site") with "for sale" residential uses. The
Developer completed construction of Phase 1, on the east side of 5th
Avenue, and is working to commence Phase 2 construction, located on
the west side of 5th Avenue, in the summer 2023. Development plans for
the Condo Site, have been submitted to the Planning and Development
Department and are currently under review. The Developer has also
completed construction of Taylor Street, per the City's specifications for
the Taylor Street Paseo concept, and has dedicated the street as public
right-of-way.

The Developer intends to assign development rights to Lots 4 and 5 to
Cardon Development Group (Cardon) which will construct six three-store
townhomes on the west portion of the Condo Site (Lot 5 West), and a
seven-story for-sale multifamily residential building on the east portion of
the Condo Site (Lot 5 East). Cardon is the successor in interest to
Metrowest Development, a partner in the RFP proposal. Cardon will work
with the community and City staff to develop a development plan for Lot 4
which will be brought back before City Council at a later date. The
Developer is nearing completion of the design and permitting of the
Condo Site and has spent significant funds toward the redevelopment of
the Site and on public right-of-way improvements. As plans are solidified
for the future phases of the project, Developer has requested to amend
the Agreement to better accommodate development of the Condo Site
and Lot 4.

If approved, this amendment will:

Assign the Condo Site to Cardon Development Group, LLC.

Modify the project description for the Condo Site.

Modify Section 401.3 of the RPA to modify Condo Site construction
commencement date.

Modify Section 401.1 of the RPA to change the Condo Site and Future
Phase completion dates.

Amend Section 409.1 of the RPA to define Condo Site Completion.
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Financial Impact
There is no expense impact as a result of this action.

Concurrence/Previous City Council Action
The City Council approved Ordinance S-43802 on July 6, 2017.

Location

Several properties located between 4th and 6th Avenues, south of
Fillmore Street in downtown Phoenix. Parcel Nos.: 111-41-183,
111-41-184, 111-41-185, 111-41-186 and 111-41-187.

Council District: 7

This item was adopted.

Authorization to enter into a license with Steel & Spark, LLC for the
installation of Temporary Structures for Activation of City-Owned
Lots in Downtown Phoenix (Ordinance S-49226)

Authorize the City Manager, or his designee, to enter into a license and
other agreements as necessary with Steel & Spark, LLC. for the
installation of temporary structures on vacant City-owned property in
downtown Phoenix between Jan. 1, 2023, and Jun. 30, 2023. Further
request authorization for the City Treasurer to accept all necessary funds
related to this item. No impact to the General Fund.

Summary

The Community and Economic Development Department (CEDD)
manages three City-owned parcels in the heart of the Roosevelt Row
Arts District in downtown Phoenix, on 2nd Street, north of Roosevelt
Street. The parcels have been vacant since 2007 until they were
developed as a temporary parking lot in 2016. CEDD is seeking to
activate these lots so that they may contribute to the vitality of the
downtown community. The installation of the temporary structures
manufactured by a local downtown business, Steel & Spark LLC., has
been identified as a solution to create short term activation of the site.

Steel & Spark, LLC. manufactures SPARKBOXES, which are building
structures made from repurposed shipping containers. The company has

City of Phoenix Page 49





City Council Formal Meeting Minutes December 7, 2022

several successful installations in the City of Phoenix, including living
spaces for residential back yards, to larger commercial developments
such as The Churchill, located at the northeast corner of 1st Street and
McKinley Street. The interior space of SPARKBOXES can be used for a
variety of uses, such as living space, retail or restaurant space, art
galleries, and many more.

The Community and Economic Development Department requests
authorization to enter into a license to install these temporary structures
on the three City-owned lots in downtown Phoenix to allow for a rotation
of pop-up uses that will support the local downtown community and
economy. Steel & Spark, LLC will be responsible for the installation,
maintenance, and programming of the site.

Contract Term
The term of the license is between Jan. 1, 2023 through Jun. 30, 2023.

Financial Impact

The license fee will be based on market rent and/or other valuable
consideration, and any fees received will go into the City's Downtown
Community Reinvestment Fund.

Location
1016, 1020, and 1024 N. 2nd St.
Council District: 7

This item was adopted.

50 Theatrical Spotlights Contract - IFB 20-006 Request for Award
(Ordinance S-49203)

Request to authorize the City Manager, or his designee, to enter into a
contract with Barbizon Light of the Rockies Inc. to provide Theatrical
Spotlights for the Orpheum Theatre and Symphony Hall. Further request
to authorize the City Controller to disburse all funds related to this item.
The total value of the contract will not exceed $252,000.00.

Summary
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This contract will provide replacement spotlights for current equipment
that has exceeded the manufacture expected lifecycle. The spotlights are
used in the Orpheum Theatre and Symphony Hall for stage
performances. The spotlights are manually operated and used to
"spotlight" performers as they move around the stage. The replacement
units will be 50-75 percent brighter than the current equipment in order to
better highlight specific areas and performers during live performances.
Manually operated spotlights are a standard fixture in theatrical venues.

Procurement Information
An Invitation for Bid procurement was processed in accordance with City
of Phoenix Administrative Regulation 3.10.

One vendor submitted a bid deemed to be responsive to the posted
specifications and responsible to provide the required goods and
services. Following an evaluation based on price, the procurement officer
recommends award to the following vendor:

Barbizon Light of the Rockies, Inc.: $190,511.20.

Contract Term
The contract will begin on or about Jan. 1, 2023, for a five-year term with
no options to extend.

Financial Impact
The aggregate contract value will not exceed $252,000.00.

Funding is available in the Phoenix Convention Center Department's
operating budget.

Location:

Orpheum Theatre, 203 W. Adams St.
Symphony Hall, 75 N. 2nd St.
Council District: 7

This item was adopted.

51 Operable Wall Inspection, Maintenance and Repair Contract - RFA
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PCC 22-007 Request for Award (Ordinance S-49214)

Request to authorize the City Manager, or his designee, to enter into a
contract with Sunstate Installations, Inc. to provide operable walls
maintenance, inspection, and repair for the Phoenix Convention Center
Department (PCCD). Further request to authorize the City Controller to
disburse all funds related to this item. The total value of the contract will
not exceed $750,000.

Summary

This contract will provide inspection, maintenance and repair services for
operable walls in the South, West and North buildings on an as-needed
basis. Operable walls are used inside meeting rooms, ballrooms and
exhibit halls to divide space into multiple sections, which provides greater
versatility of the space. Services include: labor, transportation, supplies,
materials, parts, tools, machinery, lifts, employee safety equipment,
equipment lubricant, and supervision.

Procurement Information

In accordance with AR 3.10, standard competition was waived as a result
of an approved Determination Memo based on the following reason:
Emergency Procurement. PCCD has 85 operable walls which require
annual maintenance and repairs on an as-needed basis to ensure safe
and reliable operation. PCCD recently learned when scheduling annual
inspection and maintenance, that the existing contractor, Hufcor, went out
of business without notice. Due to the criticality of these services and the
potential impact and loss of revenue to the City should the walls become
inoperable, there is an urgent need to award a contract in lieu of the
standard procurement process. We have been informed and have
confirmed that Sunstate Installations, Inc. purchased Hufcor's equipment
and hired most of Hufcor's technicians, making them a viable option to fill
this urgent need.

Contract Term
The contract will begin on or about Dec. 12, 2022, for a five-year term
with no options to extend.
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Financial Impact
The aggregate contract value will not exceed $750,000 for the five-year
aggregate term.

Funding is available in the Phoenix Convention Center Department's
Operating budget.

Location
100 North 3rd. Street, Phoenix, AZ 85004.
Council District: 7 and 8

This item was adopted.

(CONTINUED FROM JUNE 1 AND SEPT. 21, 2022) - Sale of
Unclaimed and Forfeited Firearms Contract - Requirements
Contract - RFP 22-113 (Ordinance S-48689)

Request to authorize the City Manager, or his designee, to enter into a
contract with Sierra Tactical Auctions, Inc. to provide auctioneering
services for unclaimed and forfeited firearms on an as-needed basis for
the Phoenix Police Department (PPD). Further request to authorize the
City Treasurer to accept funds related to this item.

Summary

This contract will provide auctioneering services to facilitate the sale of
forfeited and unclaimed firearms. The City is required to sell forfeited and
unclaimed firearms to a federally licensed firearms dealer pursuant to
A.R.S. § 13-3105 and A.R.S. § 12-945, respectively, unless the firearms
are prohibited from being sold under federal or state law. The contract
will be paid through proceeds received from the sale of the City's
property and revenue will be deposited to the City's General Fund
account.

Procurement Information

RFP 22-113 was conducted in accordance with Administrative
Regulation 3.10. There were three offers received by the Procurement
Division on March 11, 2022. The notification was sent to 136 suppliers
and was publicly posted and available for download from the City's
website.
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The proposals were scored by a three-member evaluation panel on the
following criteria:

Experience and Qualifications: 400 points
Method of Approach: 350 points
Price: 250 points

After reaching consensus, the evaluation committee recommends award
to the following vendor:

Sierra Tactical Auctions, Inc: 912.5 total points

The Assistant Finance Director recommends that the offer from Sierra
Tactical Auctions, Inc. be accepted as the highest scored, responsive,
and responsible offer most advantageous to the City.

Contract Term
The contract will begin on or about June 1, 2022, for a five-year term with
no options to extend.

Financial Impact

The aggregate contract value of the revenue generated for the City of
Phoenix is approximately $750,000, with estimated annual revenues of
$150,000. No public funds will be expended.

This item was withdrawn.

53 Aircraft Parts and Services- IFB 18-137 - Amendment (Ordinance
$-49197)

Request to authorize the City Manager, or his designee, to allow
additional expenditures under Contract 148992 with Airbus Helicopters,
Inc.; Contract 148977 with Precision Heli-Support, LLC; Contract 148991
with AgustaWestland Philadelphia Corp.; and Contract 148978 with Able
Aerospace Services for the purchase of various aircraft parts and
services for the Phoenix Police Department. Further request authorization
for the City Controller to disburse all funds related to this item. The
additional expenditures will not exceed $5,775,270.
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Summary

This contract will provide aircraft parts and services to operate and
maintain the fleet of Airbus AS350B3 (A-Star) helicopters. Currently, the
Air Support Unit has five Airbus helicopters that provide airborne
surveillance and patrol support to bureaus and precincts of the Police
Department. In accordance with Federal Aviation Administration (FAA)
mandates, routine maintenance and overhauls must be performed to
ensure the safe operation of the aircraft fleet. The protocols of routine
preventative maintenance require scheduled and unscheduled aircraft
maintenance on each of the helicopters. The additional funds for
continued preventative maintenance and repair work is critical to prevent
the helicopters, that are vital to public safety, from being grounded for
long periods of time.

Contract Term
The contract term remains unchanged, ending on Nov. 30, 2023.

Financial Impact

Upon approval of $5,775,270 in additional funds, the revised aggregate
value of the contract will not exceed $9,275,270. Funds are available in
the Police Department's budget.

Concurrence/Previous Council Action

The City Council approved the original request:

Aircraft Parts and Services - Contract 148992, 148991, 148977, 148978
(Ordinance S-45150) on Nov. 14, 2018.

This item was adopted.

Fixed Wing Airplane Contract RFP 22-094 - Request for Award
(Ordinance S-49201)

Request to authorize the City Manager, or his designee, to enter into a
contract with Pilatus Business Aircraft, Ltd. for the purchase of a fixed
wing airplane for the Police Department. Further request authorization for
the City Controller to disburse all funds related to this item. The total
value of the contract will not exceed $18 million.
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Summary

This contract will provide the Police Department's Air Support Unit (ASU)
with a new fixed wing airplane, including all necessary pilot and mechanic
training to operate and maintain the aircraft. The contractor will manage
and oversee completion of the aircraft and its installation of specific
mission configurations. The new fixed wing airplane will be used in
observation and apprehension of known violent offenders, transport of
department personnel in furtherance of ongoing criminal investigations,
and transport of City and department-owned cargo and property. This will
replace ASU's two Cessna airplanes that can no longer provide the
required level of service the City needs. The current airplanes have
become expensive to operate due to increased maintenance and
inspections resulting in reduced aircraft availability and mission
effectiveness.

Procurement Information
A Request for Proposal (RFP) procurement was processed in
accordance with City of Phoenix Administrative Regulation 3.10.

One vendor submitted a proposal deemed responsive and responsible.
An evaluation committee of City staff evaluated the offer based on the
following criteria with a maximum possible point total of 1,000:

Performance and Safety: 0- 275 points

Aircraft and Mission Configuration: 0-250 points
Experience and Qualifications: 0-200 points
Method of Approach: 0-150 points

Pricing: 0-125 points

After reaching consensus, the evaluation committee recommends
awarding to Pilatus Business Aircraft, Ltd., which received 781 points.

Contract Term
The contract will begin on or about Dec. 1, 2022, for a five-year term with
no options to extend.

Financial Impact
The aggregate contract value will not exceed $18 million. Funding is
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available in the Police Department's budget.

Concurrence/Previous Council Action

This request is based on the Council-approved Public Safety Aerial Fleet
replacement plan. This plan was approved by Public Safety and Justice
Subcommittee on Dec. 9, 2020 and City Council on Jan. 6, 2021.

This item was adopted.
Fire Department Automatic Aid Agreement (Ordinance S-49233)

Request to authorize the City Manager, or his designee, to enter into an
intergovernmental agreement (IGA) for automatic aid with 23 cities,
towns, fire districts, and governmental jurisdictions in the Phoenix
metropolitan area. If approved, the term of the agreement will be from
Dec. 20, 2022, through Dec. 19, 2032.

Summary

The City of Phoenix has been a leader and participant in the automatic aid
system since the 1970s and spearheaded a more formalized
arrangement amongst the membership in 1997. Today, there are 23 fire
response providers that are part of the automatic aid system, which is a
system that is unique to the Phoenix metropolitan area. The automatic aid
agreement calls for the automatic dispatch of fire apparatus and other fire
resources to an emergency incident without regard to jurisdictional
boundary.

Standards for Fire Department deployment, suppression, and
emergency medical operations of career fire departments, including in
Phoenix and surrounding communities, are established by the National
Fire Protection Association (NFPA) Standard 1710. The standard
addresses response times, numbers of personnel, minimum equipment
required on various apparatus, and other critical aspects of fire response.
In order to meet NFPA Standard 1710, amendments to the 1997
agreement are proposed to add certain requirements to the levels of
apparatus staffing and equipment provided by each participant, in order
to meet NFPA Standard 1710.

A 2011 Efficiency Study of the Fire Department, conducted by
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Management Partners, Inc., recognized the Phoenix Fire Department's
current automatic aid system as outstanding and stated, "If this system
was diluted, Phoenix as well as other surrounding cities could have to
expend more resources to obtain the same level of system
performance."

Automatic aid systems result in significant savings to the taxpayers of
participating jurisdictions through the sharing of resources and avoiding
the need to build redundant capital facilities. In addition, residents also
receive a standard level of response across jurisdictional boundaries.

The current Automatic Aid System participants include 23 regional Fire
Departments:

Arizona Fire and Medical Authority, Avondale Fire and Medical, Buckeye
Fire and Medical, Buckeye Valley Fire District, Chandler Fire, Health &
Medical, Daisy Mountain Fire and Medical, El Mirage Fire Department,
Goodyear Fire Department, Gilbert Fire Department, Glendale Fire
Department, Guadalupe Fire Department, Maricopa Fire Department,
Mesa Fire and Medical, Peoria Fire and Medical, Phoenix Fire
Department, Queen Creek Fire Department, Rio Verde Fire District,
Scottsdale Fire Department, Sun City Fire District, Superstition Fire and
Medical District, Surprise Fire and Medical, Tempe Fire and Medical, and
Tolleson Fire Department.

Contract Term
The term for the Automatic Aid Agreement will be from Dec. 20, 2022,
through Dec. 19, 2032.

Financial Impact
There is no financial impact to the City to authorize the automatic aid
agreement.

This item was adopted.

56 Intergovernmental Agreement with Maricopa County for
Participation in the Securing the Cities Program (Ordinance
S-49234)

Request to authorize the City Manager, or his designee, to enter into an
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intergovernmental agreement with Maricopa County for participation in the
Maricopa County Securing the Cities (“STC”) Program. The term for the
agreement will be upon execution by all the Principal Partners and remain
in effect for the duration of the performance period of the grant.

Summary

This agreement establishes the formal commitment and active
participation of participants in the Maricopa County Securing the Cities
(“STC”) Program. The STC Program is a regional effort geared to
enhance radiological and nuclear detection and interdiction (Preventative
Radiological and Nuclear Detection or “PRND”) capabilities in Maricopa
County. The Maricopa County STC Program is funded by the STC
Program grant from the United States Department of Homeland Security
Countering Weapons of Mass Destruction Office. The grant is awarded
to Maricopa County to assist participants in acquiring equipment, training,
and support to enhance PRND capabilities in Maricopa County. By
entering into this agreement, each Participant agrees to commit
personnel, equipment, and other support for the development and
sustainment of the STC Program and to accomplish the goals of the
program.

Participants include Maricopa County, Arizona State University, Arizona
Department of Military Affairs, Arizona Department of Health Services,
Arizona Department of Public Safety, Arizona Fire Medical Authority,
Town of Gilbert, City of Buckeye, City of Tempe, and the City of
Scottsdale. The agencies collectively are the Principal Partners or
Participants.

As the primary applicant and recipient of the grant, Maricopa County shall
be the fiscal agent and serve as the lead agency with regards to the use
of grant funds for the STC Program. All fiscal matters regarding the grant
funds and its use in the STC Program shall be managed and overseen by
Maricopa County. Further, the procurement of any equipment and
services, including trainings and exercises, acquired with grant funds
shall be managed and overseen by Maricopa County.

Contract Term
The term of the agreement will begin upon execution by all the Principal
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Partners and remain in effect for the duration of the performance period
of the grant.

Financial Impact

As the primary applicant and recipient of the grant, Maricopa County shall
be the fiscal agent and serve as the lead agency with regards to the use
of grant funds in the STC Program. All fiscal matters regarding the grant
funds and its use in the STC Program shall be managed and overseen by
Maricopa County. There is no financial impact to the City.

This item was adopted.

Wiretap Intercept System - Requirements Contract - RFA 19-015 -
Amendment (Ordinance S-49206)

Request to authorize the City Manager, or his designee, to execute an
amendment to Contract 149174 with JSI Telecom, Inc. to extend the
contract term. Further request authorization for the City Controller to
disburse all funds related to this item. The additional expenditures will not
exceed $126,571.

Summary

This contract will provide additional support and maintenance to include
warranties on all software, hardware technical support, engineering
support, and upgrades for the existing wire intercept system. The Police
Department's Drug Enforcement Bureau utilizes wire intercept systems to
conduct joint complex conspiracy investigations with the United States
Drug Enforcement Administration and other federal, state, and local
agencies. The wiretap system will provide the ability to continue utilizing
the wire intercepts, geo-locate cellular phones, locate endangered
citizens, and investigate a variety of crimes. The amendment is
necessary to provide more time to prepare for re-solicitation.

The use of this system requires a department or agency to present
evidence to a judge or magistrate and a search warrant to be issued. The
request must include the criminal offense under investigation, the type of
intercept device, the physical location of the device and the duration of
intercept.
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This item has been reviewed and approved by the Information
Technology Services Department.

Contract Term
Upon approval, the contract will be extended through Dec. 12, 2023.

Financial Impact

Upon approval of $126,571 in additional funds, the revised aggregate
value of the contract will not exceed $1,042,571. Funds are available in
the Police Department’s budget.

Concurrence/Previous Council Action

The City Council previously reviewed this request:

Wiretap Intercept System, Contract 149174 (Ordinance S-45216) on
Dec. 5, 2018.

This item was adopted.
Hydrant Fueling System Modification (Ordinance S-49196)

Request to authorize the City Manager, or his designee, to enter into a
sale and purchase agreement and to amend Hydrant and Fueling
Agreement Lease No 57871-ARL with the Arizona Fueling Facilities
Corporation (AFFC) for the modification of the fuel line hydrant system at
Phoenix Sky Harbor International Airport.

Summary

The AFFC is a consortium of airlines that operates under a ground lease
for its piping system which allows the airlines to fuel their aircraft at the
gates from hydrants tied to the system. The hydrant fueling system at
Terminal 3 was modified and extended during the terminal modernization
and inner ramp reconstruction projects to provide fueling service to six
(6) additional gates on the South Concourse and to reconfigure the
existing system on the North Concourse to accommodate a greater fleet
mix. To facilitate the accelerated schedule for the projects, the Aviation
Department included the design and construction of the hydrant fuel line
into its building contract. Having completed both projects, the Aviation
Department wishes to recover the cost of the improvements from AFFC
through the sale of the assets.

City of Phoenix Page 61





City Council Formal Meeting Minutes December 7, 2022

Financial Impact

The total cost for design and construction is approximately $4.9 million.
Following receipt of final payment by AFFC, the Aviation Department will
transfer pipeline ownership by a bill of sale.

Concurrence/Previous Council Action

The City Council approved Ordinance S-38281 allowing the City to enter
into amended and restated Lease Agreement No. 57871 with AFFC on
Nov. 2, 2011.

The Business Development Subcommittee recommended approval of
the item on Nov. 3, 2022 by a vote of 3-0.

The Phoenix Aviation Advisory Board recommended approval of this item
on Nov. 17, 2022 by a vote of 9-0.

Location
Phoenix Sky Harbor International Airport, 3400 E. Sky Harbor Blvd.
Council District: 8

This item was adopted.

60 Heating, Ventilation, Air Conditioning, Refrigeration Systems,
Components, Equipment/Controls, Maintenance, Repair, and
Installation Services - AVN RFP 19-009 - Amendment (Ordinance
S-49221)

Request to authorize the City Manager, or his designee, to allow
additional expenditures under Contracts 149505 with Climatec, LLC and
149506 with Mesa Energy Systems, Inc. dba EMCOR Services Arizona
for the purchase of Heating, Ventilation, Air Conditioning, and
Refrigeration (HVACR) systems, components, equipment or controls or
both, maintenance, repair, and installation services for the Aviation
Department. Further request to authorize the City Controller to disburse
all funds related to this item. The additional expenditures will not exceed
$1,690,000.

Summary
These Contracts will provide HVACR systems, components, equipment
or controls or both, maintenance, repair, and installation services on an
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as-needed basis at Phoenix Sky Harbor International Airport, Phoenix
Deer Valley Airport, and Phoenix Goodyear Airport. The Contracts will
establish full-service maintenance of all three airports’' HVACR systems
and related equipment and controls, water treatment equipment and
Building Automation Systems (BAS) to ensure the equipment operates at
peak efficiency and optimal energy and water efficiency 24 hours-a-day,
everyday, all year round.

The purpose of this request is to provide additional funds to pay for
unforeseen expenditures for emergency repair or replacement or both of
failed equipment, the installation of new equipment related to water
conservation and energy management as part of the City's goal for the
sustainability program, and increases in price due to inflation and rising
costs of materials. Additionally, in the third year of the contracts, two
additional Aviation-owned central plants were added to the monthly
maintenance expenditures.

Contract Term

The contract terms for both Contracts remain unchanged, ending on
March 31, 2023, with one additional option to extend the terms through
March 31, 2024.

Financial Impact

Upon approval of $1,690,000 in additional funds, the revised value of the
contracts will not exceed $9,790,000 for the aggregate contract terms.
Funds are available in the Aviation Department’s budget.

Concurrence/Previous Council Action

The City Council previously reviewed this request:

* HVACR Systems, Components, Equipment/Controls, Maintenance,
Repair, and Installation Services Contracts 149505, 149506 (Ordinance
S-45454) on March 20, 2019.

Location

Phoenix Sky Harbor International Airport - 2485 E. Buckeye Rd.
Council District: 8

Phoenix Deer Valley Airport - 702 W. Deer Valley Rd.
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Council District: 1
Phoenix Goodyear Airport - 1658 S. Litchfield Rd., Goodyear
Council District: Out of City

This item was adopted.

61 Ground Lease with KOR Medical Arizona, LLC. (Ordinance
S-49235)

Request to authorize the City Manager, or his designee, to enter into a
Ground Lease with KOR Medical Arizona, LLC (KOR Medical) for 56,628
square feet (1.3 acres) of Phoenix Sky Harbor International Airport (PHX)
owned vacant property at 120 S. & 130 S. 29th St., Phoenix, Ariz.

Summary

PHX acquired 120 S. 29th St. (APN 121-60-011) in October 2001 and
130 S. 29th St. (APN 121-60-013B) in January 2000. Since acquisition,
both properties have been vacant. KOR Medical owns the building at 175
S. 29th St., a property across the street from the PHX owned property.
KOR Medical is requesting to enter into a Ground Lease with PHX for the
purpose of constructing a paved employee parking lot in support of KOR
Medical’s business. KOR Medical will have one year to construct a paved
parking lot on the premises in strict compliance with the Phoenix City
Code. KOR Medical’s paved parking lot improvements are subject to the
Aviation Department’s Tenant Improvement Process.

Contract Term

The lease term will be two years, with five one-year options to renew, to
be exercised at the sole discretion of the Director of Aviation Services.
The term and rent shall commence upon the Tenant's receipt of a
Certificate of Completion for the development of the parking lot.

Financial Impact

Rent for the first year of the lease will be approximately $59,459.40 per
year ($1.05 per square foot). Rent will be adjusted annually commencing
one year after the Rent Commencement date based on the Consumer
Price Index for Phoenix-Mesa-Scottsdale, not to exceed three percent
during any given year. Total anticipated rent from this lease over the term,
if all options are exercised, will be approximately $416,215.80, not
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including CPI.

Concurrence/Previous Council Action

The Business and Development Subcommittee recommended approval
of this item on Nov. 3, 2022 by a vote of 3-0.

The Phoenix Aviation Advisory Board recommended approval of this item
on Nov. 17, 2022 by a vote of 9-0.

Location

Phoenix Sky Harbor International Airport - 120 S. & 130 S. 29th St.,
Phoenix, Ariz.

Council District: 8

This item was adopted.

Geosynthetic Liner Purchase for State Route 85 Landfill, Cell 2 -
IFB 23-SW-019 Requirements Contract (Ordinance S-49199)

Request to authorize the City Manager, or his designee, to enter into an
agreement with PBR, Inc. dba SKAPS Industries, to provide various
geosynthetic liners for the State Route 85 (SR 85) Landfill, Cell Two.
Further request authorization for the City Controller to disburse all funds
related to this item. The aggregate value of the agreement will not
exceed $3,000,000.

Summary

The agreement will provide various layers of the geosynthetic liner for the
SR 85 Landfill design and construction project for cell two, phases one
and two. The various layers of the liner conform to all industry standards
and meet federal and state requirements for groundwater monitoring. The
geosynthetic liner consists of approximately 2,522,700 square feet and
ensures landfill leachate does not contaminate groundwater sources.

Procurement Information

Invitation for Bid (IFB) 23-SW-019 was conducted in accordance with
Administrative Regulation 3.10. Four offers were evaluated based on
price for the estimated square footage of the project, responsiveness to
all specifications, terms and conditions, and responsibility to provide the
required goods. The offers submitted by PBR, Inc. dba SKAPS
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Industries were deemed fair and reasonable.
See Attachment A for the bid summary of offers submitted for lines 1-4.

Contract Term
The agreement will begin after Council approval for an initial three-year
term with two one-year options to extend.

Financial Impact
The aggregate value of the agreement, including all option years, will not
exceed $3,000,000.

Funding is available in the Public Works Department's Capital
Improvement Program budget.

Location
SR 85 Landfill, 28633 W. Patterson Road, Buckeye
Council District: Out of City

This item was adopted.

63 Fuel Terminal Services - Contract Recommendation (Ordinance
S-49220)

Request to authorize the City Manager, or his designee, to enter into an
agreement with Caljet of America, LLC to provide fuel storage and
pipeline space. Further request to authorize the City Controller to
disburse all funds related to this item. The aggregate contract value will
not exceed $432,000.

Summary

The City of Phoenix Public Works Department is responsible for
procuring fuel for the majority of the City. This fuel must be moved
through a pipeline, as well as stored and blended locally for fuel trucks to
distribute to designated citywide fuel sites. This contract will provide
pipeline receipts, guaranteed storage space, as well as loading services
at the rack with additive injection capabilities.
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Procurement Information

In accordance with Administrative Regulation 3.10, normal competition
was waived as the result of a determination memo citing unusual nature.
The City of Phoenix requests storage space, blending and loading
capabilities that are only provided by a limited number of vendors, and
due to the volume of fuel purchased, fuel storage terminal services
connected to the pipeline are currently required.

Contract Term
This contract will be begin on or about Dec.1, 2022, for a one-year term.

Financial Impact
The aggregate contract value will not exceed $432,000.

Funding is available in the Public Works Department's budget.

This item was adopted.

Answering and Dispatching Services - RFP 63-2307 - Request for
Award (Ordinance S-49195)

Request to authorize the City Manager, or his designee, to enter into a
contract with Contact One Call Center, Inc., to provide answering and
dispatch services for the Street Transportation, Public Works, Water
Services, and Planning and Development departments. Further request
to authorize the City Controller to disburse all funds related to this item.
The total value of the contract will not exceed $320,000.

Summary

This contract will provide answering and dispatch services for emergency
and non-emergency calls 24 hours per day, 7 days per week, as needed.
These calls include but are not limited to traffic signal malfunctions at
intersections; debris blocking the roadways or sidewalks; burst water
pipes; construction noise complaints; and plumbing, electrical, and HVAC
issues for Public Works buildings.

Procurement Information
The Street Transportation Department conducted a Request for
Proposals (RFP) procurement in accordance with City of Phoenix Code
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Chapter 43 and Administrative Regulation 3.10.

Three vendors submitted proposals deemed responsive and
responsible. The panel consisted of staff from the Water Services,
Public Works, Street Transportation, and Planning and Development
departments. Each proposal was evaluated and scored on the following
criteria (1,000 total possible points):

Experience and Qualifications (400 points)
Method of Approach (350 points)
References (100 points)

Price (150 points)

After reaching consensus, the evaluation committee recommends award
to the following vendor:

Vendor Selected
Contact One Call Center, Inc.: Rank 1

Additional Proposers
Daupler, Inc.: Rank 2
Quik Pik, LLC.: Rank 3

Contract Term
The contract will begin on or about Jan. 1, 2023, for a maximum five-year
term with no options to extend.

Financial Impact

The aggregate contract value will not exceed $320,000. Funding is
available in the Street Transportation, Planning and Development, Water
Services, and Public Works departments' operating budgets.

This item was adopted.

66 Street Transportation Department Soils and Materials Testing
On-Call Services for Calendar Years 2023-24 (Ordinance S-49217)

Request to authorize the City Manager, or his designee, to enter into
separate agreements with the fifteen consultants listed on Attachment A
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to provide Soils and Materials Testing On-Call services for the Street
Transportation Department for projects citywide. Further request to
authorize execution of amendments to the agreements as necessary
within the Council-approved expenditure authority as provided below, and
for the City Controller to disburse all funds related to this item. The total
fee for services will not exceed $22.5 million.

Additionally, request to authorize the City Manager, or his designee, to
take all action as may be necessary or appropriate and to execute all
design and construction agreements, licenses, permits, and requests for
utility services relating to the development, design, and construction of
the project. Such utility services include, but are not limited to, electrical,
water; sewer; natural gas; telecommunications; cable television; railroads;
and other modes of transportation. Further request the City Council to
grant an exception pursuant to Phoenix City Code 42-20 to authorize
inclusion in the documents pertaining to this transaction of indemnification
and assumption of liability provisions that otherwise should be prohibited
by Phoenix City Code 42-18. This authorization excludes any transaction
involving an interest in real property.

Summary

The On-Call consultants will be responsible for providing On-Call Soils
and Materials Testing services that include miscellaneous geotechnical,
materials testing and laboratory services including, but not limited to,
sampling; laboratory and field testing of soil, concrete and asphalt;
asphalt, concrete and aggregate plan inspections; and analysis and
preparation of reports. The consultants will have appropriate certifications
such as Occupational Safety and Health Administration Trench Safety,
Mine Safety Health Administration, American Concrete Institute, Concrete
and Cement Reference Laboratory, American Association of State
Highway and Transportation Officials, and American Society for Testing
and Materials.

Procurement Information

The selections were made using a qualifications-based selection
process set forth in section 34-604 of the Arizona Revised Statutes
(A.R.S.). In accordance with A.R.S. section 34-604(H), the City may not
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publicly release information on proposals received or the scoring results
until an agreement is awarded. Twenty firms submitted proposals and are
listed in Attachment A.

Contract Term

The term of each agreement is up to two years, or up to $1.5 million,
whichever occurs first. Work scope identified and incorporated into the
agreement prior to the end of the term may be agreed to by the parties,
and work may extend past the termination of the agreement. No additional
changes may be executed after the end of the term.

Financial Impact

The agreement value for each of the On-Call consultants will not exceed
$1.5 million, including all subconsultant and reimbursable costs. The total
fee for all services will not exceed $22.5 million.

Funding is available in the Street Transportation Department’s Capital
Improvement Program and Operating budgets. The Budget and
Research Department will review and approve funding availability prior to
issuance of any On-Call task order of $100,000 or more. Payments may
be made up to agreement limits for all rendered agreement services,
which may extend past the agreement termination.

This item was adopted.

Salt River Project Construction License for Subsurface Utility
Excavation Purposes for Lift Station 48 Redundant Force Main -
WS90501007-1 (Ordinance S-49229)

Request to authorize the City Manager, or his designee, to enter into a
Construction License with Salt River Project for Substance Utility
Excavation purposes. Further request the City Council to grant an
exception pursuant to Phoenix City Code 42-20 to authorize inclusion in
the pertaining to this transaction to indemnification and assumption of
liability provisions that otherwise should be prohibited by Phoenix City
Code 42-18.

Summary
The purpose of this license is to allow the City's on-call contractor to
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perform Subsurface Utility Excavation (SUE) to determine the depth of
Salt River Project irrigation facilities. It is expected that these facilities are
within the scope of the City's design for project WS90501007-1 Lift
Station 48 Redundant Force Main on Camelback Road from 99th and
105th avenues. Depth verification allows the City to design accordingly to
avoid underground utility conflicts.

Contract Term

The term of the Construction License is one year, beginning when the
Notice to Proceed date is issued to the on-call SUE contractor, on or
about Dec. 16, 2022.

Financial Impact
There is no financial impact to the City of Phoenix.

Location
Camelback Road from 99th and 105th avenues.
Council District: 5

This item was adopted.

68 Arizona Department of Transportation Off System Bridge Program
Call for Projects through Maricopa Association of Governments in
Federal Fiscal Year 2023 (Ordinance S-49236)

Request to authorize the City Manager, or his designee, to apply for,
accept, and if awarded, enter into agreements for fiscal year 2023
transportation funding through the Maricopa Association of Governments
Call for Projects for the Arizona Department of Transportation Off
System Bridge Program. Further request an exemption from the
indemnification prohibition set forth in the Phoenix City Code section
42-18 for a governmental entity pursuant to Phoenix City Code section
42-20. Additionally request to authorize the City Treasurer to accept and
the City Controller to disburse all funds related to this item. Funding for
this grant opportunity is available through the Infrastructure Investment
and Job Act, Federal Bipartisan Infrastructure Law. If awarded the
maximum $6.7 million, the City's estimated cost share would not exceed
$381,900.
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Summary

On Oct. 3, 2022, the Maricopa Association of Governments (MAG)
announced a call for projects for the Arizona Department of
Transportation (ADOT) Off System Bridge (OSB) Program. The purpose
of the OSB Program is to fund the design and construction for
replacement, rehabilitation, preservation, and protection of roadway
bridges over waterways, other topographic barriers, other roadways, and
railroads and canals for bridges specifically not on the Federal-aid
highway system, which means bridges over local roads or minor rural
collectors.

There are two separate funding programs available for the OSB Program:
the Surface Transportation Block Grant Program (STBG) and the Bridge
Formula Program (BFP). Both opportunities utilize federal funding under
the Infrastructure Investment and Job Act, Bipartisan Infrastructure Law,
and the funding can be used for replacement, rehabilitation and/or
strengthening a bridge in either poor or fair condition having a load
capacity rating that requires the bridge to be posted for weight
restrictions based on the National Bridge Inspection Standards. Funding
can also be used for preservation, prevention maintenance, or protection
measures. Under the STBG program, the local participation is 5.7
percent of the total project cost. Under the BFP program, no local match
is required. The maximum award under the OSB Program is up to $6.7
million of federal funds that can be used for the whole project, including
both design and construction phases. All other funding must come from
another source such as local funding. Staff is reviewing program details
to determine which city bridge program would be most competitive.

Financial Impact

The maximum federal participation and the local match requirements vary
with each program. For the STBG program, the City contribution is
estimated at 5.7 percent of the total project cost. The total opportunity is
up to $6.7 million. If the City were to be awarded the full amount, the City
share would be up to $381,900. Funds are available in the Street
Transportation Department's Capital Improvement Program. If BFP funds
are pursued, there would be no local match required.

This item was adopted.
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69 End Shores Contract - IFB 2223-WDD-512 - Request for Award
(Ordinance S-49205)

Request to authorize the City Manager, or his designee, to enter into an
agreement with United Rentals (North America), Inc. to provide End
Shores for the Water Services Department. Further request to authorize
the City Controller to disburse all funds related to this item. The
agreement will not exceed $3,000,000.

Summary

This agreement will provide hydraulic shoring systems which consist of
end shores, corrugated sheeting, struts, and sheeting guides which will
be used while performing excavations in trenches for the Water Services
Department management of water for City of Phoenix residents.

Procurement Information
An Invitation for Bid procurement process was used in accordance with
City of Phoenix Administrative Regulation 3.10.

Two vendors submitted bids. One vendor was deemed responsive and
responsible, listed below.

Selected Bidder
United Rentals (North America), Inc.: $2,446,148

Agreement Term
The agreement will begin on or about Dec. 1, 2022 for a five-year
aggregate term with no options to extend.

Financial Impact
The aggregate value for United Rentals (North America), Inc. will not

exceed $3,000,000.

Funding is available in the Water Services Department operating budget.

This item was adopted.

70 Final Plat - Desert Park 5 - PLAT 220009 - Northwest Corner of
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Desert Park Lane and 14th Street

Plat: 220009

Project: 20-4406

Name of Plat: Desert Park 5

Owner: Chadwic Gifford

Engineer: Thomas L. Rope, RLS
Request: A Five Lot Residential Plat
Reviewed by Staff: Nov. 9, 2022

Final Plat requires Formal Action Only

Summary

Staff requests that the above plat be approved by the City Council and
certified by the City Clerk. Recording of the plat dedicates the streets and
easements as shown to the public.

Location

Generally located at the northwest corner of Desert Park Lane and 14th
Street

Council District: 6

This item was approved.

7 Final Plat - 7th St. Industrial-Phase 2 - PLAT 220021 - Northeast
Corner of 10th Street and Hammond Lane

Plat: 220021

Project: 17-1149

Name of Plat: 7th St. Industrial-Phase 2
Owner: Prologis, LP

Engineer: James A. Brucci, RLS
Request: One-Lot Commercial Plat
Reviewed by Staff: Oct. 30, 2022

Final Plat requires Formal Action Only

Summary

Staff requests that the above plat be approved by the City Council and
certified by the City Clerk. Recording of the plat dedicates the streets and
easements as shown to the public.

Location
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Generally located at the Northeast corner of 10th Street and Hammond
Lane
Council District: 8

This item was approved.

Final Plat - Elevate on the Preserve Amended - PLAT 220098 -
Southeast Corner of Central Avenue and Dobbins Road

Plat: 220098

Project: 19-1716

Name of Plat: Elevate on the Preserve
Owner: Alydar Ventures, LLC
Engineer: David S. Klein, RLS
Request: A 38-Lot Residential Plat
Reviewed by Staff: Nov. 15, 2022
Final Plat requires Formal Action Only.

Summary

Staff requests that the above plat be approved by the City Council and
certified by the City Clerk. Recording of the plat dedicates the streets and
easements as shown to the public.

Location

Generally located at the southeast corner of Central Avenue and Dobbins
Road

Council District: 8

This item was approved.

Amend City Code - Ordinance Adoption - Rezoning Application
Z-57-22-4 - Southeast Corner of 7th Street and Whitton Avenue
(Ordinance G-7060)

Request to amend the Phoenix Zoning Ordinance, Section 601, the
Zoning Map of the City of Phoenix, by adopting Rezoning Application
Z-57-22-4 and rezone the site from C-2 (Intermediate Commercial) and
R1-6 (Approved P-1) (Single-Family Residence District, Approved
Passenger Automobile Parking, Limited) to C-2 (Intermediate
Commercial) and R-3 (Multifamily Residence District) to allow multifamily
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residential.

Summary

Current Zoning: C-2 (0.76 acres) and R1-6 (Approved P-1) (0.15 acres)
Proposed Zoning: C-2 (0.76 acres), R-3 (0.15 acres)

Acreage: 0.91 acres

Proposal: Multifamily residential

Owner: Winnie Tang
Applicant: EAPC Architects Engineers
Representative: Michelle Bach

Staff Recommendation: Approval, subject to stipulations.

VPC Action: The Encanto Village Planning Committee heard this case on
Oct. 10, 2022, and recommended approval, per the staff
recommendation with an additional stipulation, by a vote of 14-0.

PC Action: The Planning Commission heard this case on Nov. 3, 2022,
and recommended approval, per the Encanto Village Planning
Committee recommendation, by a vote of 9-0.

Location

Southeast corner of 7th Street and Whitton Avenue
Council District: 4

Parcel Address: 3543 N. 7th St.

This item was adopted.

Amend City Code - Ordinance Adoption - Rezoning Application
Z-41-22-8 (2333 Thomas PUD) - Approximately 270 Feet West of the
Southwest Corner of 24th Street and Thomas Road (Ordinance
G-7057)

Request to amend the Phoenix Zoning Ordinance, Section 601, the
Zoning Map of the City of Phoenix, by adopting Rezoning Application
Z-41-22-8 and rezone the site from C-2 (Intermediate Commercial
District) to PUD (Planned Unit Development) to allow multifamily
residential and commercial uses.

Summary
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Current Zoning: C-2

Proposed Zoning: PUD

Acreage: 3.79 acres

Proposal: Multifamily residential and commercial uses

Owner: Thomas 24 JL, LLC
Applicant: Jason Morris, Withey Morris, LLC
Representative: Jason Morris, Withey Morris, LLC

Staff Recommendation: Approval, subject to stipulations.

VPC Info: The Camelback East Village Planning Committee heard this
case on Aug. 2, 2022 for information only.

VPC Action: The Camelback East Village Planning Committee heard this
case on Oct. 11, 2022 and recommended approval, per the staff
recommendation, by a vote of 15-0.

PC Action: The Planning Commission heard this case on Nov. 3, 2022
and recommended approval, per the Camelback East Village Planning
Committee recommendation, by a vote of 9-0.

Location

Approximately 270 feet west of the southwest corner of 24th Street and
Thomas Road

Council District: 8

Parcel Address: 2323, 2333, and 2337 E. Thomas Rd.

This item was adopted.

Amend City Code - Ordinance Adoption - Rezoning Application
Z-58-22-8 - Southeast Corner of 44th Street and Mckinley Street
(Ordinance G-7061)

Request to amend the Phoenix Zoning Ordinance, Section 601, the
Zoning Map of the City of Phoenix, by adopting Rezoning Application
Z-58-22-8 and rezone the site from C-2 M-R (Intermediate Commercial,
Mid-Rise District), P-2 (Parking), and R-3 (Approved C-2 HR) (Multifamily
Residence District, Approved Intermediate Commercial, High-Rise and
High Density District) to WU Code T5:6 GW (Walkable Urban Code,
Transect 5:6 District, Transit Gateway Character Area) to allow multifamily
residential.
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Summary

Current Zoning: C-2 M-R (1.30 acres), P-2 (1.82 acres), and R-3
(Approved C-2 HR) (3.02 acres)

Proposed Zoning: WU Code T5:6 GW

Acreage: 6.14 acres

Proposed Use: Multifamily residential

Owner: LDAC Holdings, LLLP
Applicant: Investment Development Management
Representative: Jason Morris, Withey Morris, PLC

Staff Recommendation: Approval, subject to stipulations.

VPC Action: The Camelback East Village Planning Committee heard this
case on Oct. 11, 2022, and recommended approval, per the staff
recommendation, by a vote of 15-0.

PC Action: The Planning Commission heard this case on Nov. 3, 2022,
and recommended approval, per the Camelback East Village Planning
Committee recommendation, by a vote of 8-1.

Location

Southeast corner of 44th Street and McKinley Street

Council District: 8

Parcel Address: 4425, 4441, 4447, 4455, 4501, 4511, and 4525 E.
McKinley St.

This item was adopted.

(CONTINUED FROM OCT. 12, 2022) - Public Hearing - Appeal of
Hearing Officer Decision - Abandonment of Right-of-Way - ABND
220011 - 4640 East Camelback Heights Way

Abandonment: ABND 220011

Project: 99-3459

Abandonment Applicant: Lauren Proper Potter

Date of Abandonment Hearing Officer’s Decision:

Appellant: Benjamin Graff, Quarles & Brady, LLP on Behalf of Kim
Komando & Barry Young
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Summary

Rationale: The subject of the abandonment is a portion of land at North
Camelback Canyon Drive and East Camelback Heights Way, located
directly across from the Appellant's home (the “Abandonment Area”).
The abandonment was approved on April 14, 2022, despite opposition
from the Appellant and a request to continue the case to allow for further
discussions between the neighbors. The Applicant would not agree to a
continuance and the Hearing Officer forwarded a recommendation of
approval to the City Council. Since April 14, 2022, the entire
neighborhood along Camelback Heights Way (six parcel owners in total),
have expressed opposition. One hundred percent of the property owners
located along Camelback Heights Way, with the exception of the
Applicant, and an additional property owner on Camelback Canyon Drive
(directly north of the Applicant’s home) have joined in this appeal and
respectfully request the Phoenix City Council overturn the Hearing
Officer's approval and deny the requested abandonment.

Location
4640 East Camelback Heights Way
Council District: 6

This item was continued to the Feb. 15, 2023 City Council Formal
Meeting.

(CONTINUED FROM MARCH 2, APRIL 6, JUNE 1 AND SEPT. 7, 2022)
- Public Hearing and Ordinance Adoption - Rezoning Application
Z-20-21-4 - Approximately 1,300 Feet North of the Northeast Corner
of Central Avenue and Indian School Road (Ordinance G-6964)

Request to hold a public hearing and amend the Phoenix Zoning
Ordinance, Section 601, the Zoning Map of the City of Phoenix, by
adopting Rezoning Application Z-20-21-4 and rezone the site from UR
TOD-1 (Urban Residential, Interim Transit-Oriented Zoning Overlay
District One) to PUD (Planned Unit Development) to allow multifamily and
single-family attached residential.

Summary
Current Zoning: UR TOD-1
Proposed Zoning: PUD
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Acreage: 4.34 acres
Proposed Use: Multifamily and single-family attached residential

Owner: Midtown Central Hotel Corporation
Applicant: Cresleigh Homes Arizona, LLC
Representative: Alan Beaudoin, Norris Design

Staff Recommendation: Approval, subject to stipulations.

VPC Info: The Encanto Village Planning Committee heard this case on
June 7, 2021, for information only.

VPC Action: The Encanto Village Planning Committee heard this case on
Sept. 13, 2021, and recommended approval, per the staff
recommendation, by a vote 11-3.

PC Action: The Planning Commission heard this case and continued the
item on Oct. 7, Nov. 4, Dec. 2, 2021; and Jan. 6, 2022. The Planning
Commission heard this case on Feb. 3, 2022, and recommended
approval, per the Addendum A Staff Report, with an additional and
modified stipulation by a vote of 6-2.

CC Action: The City Council continued the request on March 2, 2022 to
April 6, 2022 to allow the item to be posted for a Public Hearing.

Location

Approximately 1,300 feet north of the northeast corner of Central Avenue
and Indian School Road

Council District: 4

Parcel Address: 4325 N. Central Ave.

This item was withdrawn.

Union Comments on Proposed Changes to Memoranda of
Understanding

Under the terms of the Meet and Confer Ordinance, employee
organizations are afforded an opportunity to comment after having
submitted proposed changes to existing Memoranda of Understanding
(MOUs) by Dec. 1, 2022.

This item on the agenda allows the unions to inform the City Council as to
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their priorities, concerns, and general goals for the Meet and Confer
process.

The Meet and Confer Ordinance also requires that the public be given an
opportunity to make comments on the union proposals at the Dec. 14,
2022, City Council meeting.

Discussion
Mayor Gallego asked if there were any union representatives in the
audience that would like to make a comment.

Mayor Gallego noted that on December 14th, 2022 the public would have
the opportunity to comment on the proposals from labor organizations.

A motion was made by Vice Mayor Pastor, seconded by

Councilwoman O'Brien, that this item be approved as revised. The
motion carried by the following vote:

Yes: 8 - Councilwoman Ansari, Councilman DiCiccio,
Councilwoman Guardado, Councilwoman O'Brien,
Councilwoman Stark, Councilman Waring, Vice Mayor
Pastor and Mayor Gallego

No: 0
Absent: 1 - Councilmember Garcia

Proposed 35th Avenue and Carter Road Annexation - Public
Hearing

A public hearing, as required by Arizona Revised Statutes section 9-471,
on the proposed 35th Avenue and Carter Road Annexation. This public
hearing allows the City Council to gather community input regarding this
annexation proposal. The City Council will not act on the proposed
annexation at this public hearing. Formal adoption of this proposed
annexation will be considered at a later date.

Summary

This annexation was requested by Reese Anderson and Jon Gillespie
with Pew & Lake, PLC for the purpose of receiving City of Phoenix
services. The proposed annexation conforms to current City policies and
complies with Arizona Revised Statutes section 9-471 regarding
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annexation. Additionally, the annexation is recommended for adoption per
the attached Task Force Analysis Report (Attachment A).

Public Outreach

Notification of the public hearing was published in the Arizona Business
Gazette newspaper, and was posted in at least three conspicuous places
in the area proposed to be annexed. Also, notice via first-class mail was
sent to each property owner within the proposed annexation area.

Location

The proposed annexation area includes parcel 105-89-013L, located at
35th Avenue and Carter Road (Attachment B). The annexation area is
approximately 4.93 acres (0.0077 sg. mi.) and the population estimate is
zero individuals.

Council District: 7

Mayor Gallego declared the public hearing open.

Mayor Gallego decalred the public hearing closed.
The hearing was held.

Printing of Optical Scan Ballots and Ballot Packet Assembly
Contract - EXC 20-060 - Request for Award (Ordinance S$-49238)

Request to authorize the City Manager, or his designee, to enter into a
contract with Runbeck Election Services Inc. to provide printing of optical
scan ballots and ballot packet assembly for the City Clerk Department.
Further request to authorize the City Controller to disburse all funds
related to this item. The total value of the contract[s] will not exceed
$10,000,000.

Summary

This contract will provide printing of optical scan ballots and ballot packet
assembly for use in City of Phoenix elections. The ballots are issued to
voters through mail ballot packets, in-person early voting and at voting
centers. The optical scan ballots must be compatible with the
State-certified ballot tabulation systems from Dominion Voting Systems
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(DVS) that is currently being used for City of Phoenix elections. The
vendor will also prepare early ballot packets, which contain an optical
scan ballot, an affidavit envelope, a frequently asked questions (FAQ)
flyer, and a voting instructions sheet, and will send to voters voting by
mail.

Procurement Information

In accordance with AR 3.10, standard competition was waived as a result
of an approved Determination Memo based on the following reason:
Special Circumstances Without Competition. City conducted election
ballots must be created to meet very unique specifications and
requirements to be able to work with the existing tabulation equipment.
Additionally, there are specific legal and technical packet assembly and
mailing requirements. Contracting with Runbeck Election Services Inc.
will ensure consistency and compatibility with current systems in place.

Contract Term
The contract will begin on or about Dec. 15, 2022, for a five-year term
with no options to extend.

Financial Impact
The aggregate contract value for will not exceed $10,000,000 for the
five-year aggregate term.

Funding is available in the City Clerk Department's Operating budget.

A motion was made by Vice Mayor Pastor, seconded by
Councilwoman Ansari, that this item be adopted. The motion carried
by the following vote:

Yes: 7 - Councilwoman Ansari, Councilman DiCiccio, Councilwoman
Guardado, Councilwoman O'Brien, Councilwoman Stark, Vice
Mayor Pastor and Mayor Gallego

No: 1 - Councilman Waring
Absent: 1 - Councilmember Garcia

Request to Amend Contract with Community Bridges, Inc for
COVID-19 Related Homeless Services - Street Outreach
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(Ordinance S-49213)

Request to authorize the City Manager, or his designee, to amend
Contract 154940 with Community Bridges, Inc. (CBI) for COVID-19
Related Homeless Services - Street Outreach to add $595,670 for a new
contract total of $2,881,649. The additional funding is applicable for the
period Oct. 1, 2022, to June 30, 2023. Funding is available from the
Community Development Block Grant-CV. There is no impact to the
General Fund.

Summary

CBI provides essential services to address issues related to
homelessness at and around the area of the Human Services Campus.
CBI provides case management, navigation services and transportation
for participants in the new project as part of the continuing efforts to
address unsheltered homelessness in the City of Phoenix. This funding
provides multiple outreach teams, each paired with Emergency Medical
Technicians (EMT) to immediately respond to health concerns of
unsheltered individuals in the area around the Human Services Campus.
Funding is used to prevent, prepare for, and mitigate the effects of the
Coronavirus pandemic among individuals and/or families experiencing
homelessness who are at greater risk of exposure and susceptibility to
alleviate the impacts of COVID-19 within the community.

Contract Term
The contract term will remain unchanged, ending on Sept. 30, 2023.

Financial Impact

The initial authorization for Contract 154940 was for an expenditure
not-to-exceed $785,979. An additional $1.5 million was authorized per
Ordinance S-48547. This amendment will increase the authorization for
the contract by an additional $595,670, for a new total not-to-exceed
aggregate contract value of $2,881,649.

There is no impact to the General Funds. The additional funding is
available from the Community Development Block Grant-CV.

Concurrence/Previous Council Action
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The City Council approved Contracts 154922, 154923, 154921, 155179,
154939, 154940, 154968, 154969, 154962, and 154896 (Ordinance
S-47793) on July 1, 2021.

The City Council approved additional funding for CBI 154940 (Ordinance
S-48547) on April 20, 2022.

The City Council approved contract extension through Sept. 30, 2023, for
Contracts 154922, 154923, 154921, 155179, 154939, 154940,
154968, 154969, 154962, and 154896 (Ordinance S-48975) on Sept.
7, 2022.

A motion was made by Vice Mayor Pastor, seconded by
Councilwoman Ansari, that this item be adopted. The motion carried
by the following vote:

Yes: 7 - Councilwoman Ansari, Councilwoman Guardado,
Councilwoman O'Brien, Councilwoman Stark,
Councilman Waring, Vice Mayor Pastor and Mayor

Gallego
No: 1 - Councilman DiCiccio
Absent: 1 - Councilmember Garcia

Request to Enter into Agreements to Provide Refugee and
Immigrant Services (Ordinance S-49227)

Request to authorize the City Manager, or his designee, to enter into
agreements with the International Rescue Committee, Inc. (IRC), Arizona
Immigration and Refugee Services, Inc. (AIRS), Catholic Charities
Community Services, Inc. (Catholic Charities) and Lutheran Social
Services of the Southwest (Lutheran Social Services) to provide refugee
and immigrant services for an aggregate amount not to exceed $5.3
million. Further request to authorize the City Controller to disburse all
funds related to this item for the life of the contracts. Funding is available
through the City’s allocation of the American Rescue Act Plan (ARPA)
funding received from the federal government and is under the City’s
Financial Assistance for Phoenix Refugee and Asylee Community.

Summary
Funding provided to IRC, AIRS, Catholic Charities and Lutheran Social
Services will assist to mitigate the impact of the COVID-19 pandemic by
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maintaining critical humanitarian aid. Funding will provide support in areas
where there are critical gaps in services to comprehensively address the
needs of refugees and immigrants in the areas of housing, medical case
management, employment, access to benefits, and legal aid. Many
refugee and immigrant populations have been disproportionately
impacted by the recent housing crisis with rising rent costs and lack of
affordable housing. Those with medical, dental, or behavioral health
needs need support in navigating complex systems to access care and
financial assistance for non-Medicaid eligible services. Other services will
include increasing access to English as Second Language (ESL)
classes, citizenship education, and food assistance programs. Due to the
COVID-19 pandemic, the need for these services has increased
substantially.

Contract Term
The term for each contract will be for two years beginning on or about
Dec. 1, 2022, and ending on Dec. 31, 2024.

Financial Impact
Aggregate expenditures will not exceed $5.3 million over the life of the
agreements. Funding breakdown for each agreement is as follows:

IRC: $2.3 million;

AIRS: $1 million;

Catholic Charities: $1 million; and
Lutheran Social Services: $ 1 million.

There is no impact to the General Fund. Funding is available through the
City’s allocation of ARPA funding received from the federal government
and is under the City’s Financial Assistance for Phoenix Refugee and
Asylee Community.

Discussion

Councilwoman Ansari commented on her support for the item. She
explained the partnership with the International Rescue Committee and
similar organizations who would be beneficiaries of the agreement. She
detailed that the agreement was for up to 5.3 million dollars of
emergency funding to prevent homelessness and would provide critical
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services like legal aide and medical case management. She stated that
there was a large population of refugees in Phoenix and many who had
arrived. She indicated the importance for Phoenix to be welcoming and
inclusive for everyone.

A motion was made by Vice Mayor Pastor, seconded by

Councilwoman Ansari, that this item be adopted. The motion carried
by the following vote:

Yes: 8 - Councilwoman Ansari, Councilman DiCiccio,
Councilwoman Guardado, Councilwoman O'Brien,
Councilwoman Stark, Councilman Waring, Vice Mayor
Pastor and Mayor Gallego

No: 0
Absent: 1 - Councilmember Garcia

Arizona Office of Economic Opportunity AZQUEST Grant
(Ordinance S$-49218)

Request to authorize the City Manager, or his designee, to enter into an
intergovernmental agreement (IGA) with the Arizona Office of Economic
Opportunity (OEQ) and accept up to $6 million to administer the Arizona
Quality Jobs, Equity, Strategy, and Training (AZQUEST) Disaster
Recovery National Dislocated Worker Grant in Phoenix. Further request
authorization to enter into a separate IGA with the Maricopa County
Community College District (Maricopa Community Colleges) to
implement the AZQUEST training and authorization for the City Treasurer
to accept and the City Controller to disburse funds related to this item.

Summary

The U.S. Department of Labor (USDOL) Employment and Training
Administration issued $199 million in Quality Jobs, Equity, Strategy, and
Training (QUEST) Disaster Recovery National Dislocated Worker Grants
to provide employment and training services to individuals and industries
impacted by COVID-19. For these grants, OEO designed the AZQUEST
program in partnership with staff from the City of Phoenix Business and
Workforce Development (PBWD) Board in the Community and
Economic Development Department and other local workforce area
boards and was subsequently awarded a two-year $15 million QUEST
grant. With its allocation of AZQUEST funding, the City of Phoenix Local
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Workforce Area will provide more than 900 eligible participants with
tuition assistance at Maricopa Community Colleges, stipends to cover
non-training expenses, and support services, and will fund administrative
costs for managing the program. To assist with the implementation of this
program, this request includes authorization to fund one full-time
temporary Accountant Il and the equivalent of one full-time Case Worker
I, that may be filled as temporary full-time City staff positions or through
the City's contracted employment services providers. AZQUEST grant
dollars will also be used to pay 10 percent of the costs associated with
the full-time Workforce Development Supervisor who will oversee this
program.

The goal of the AZQUEST program is to enable individuals who have
been adversely affected by the COVID-19 pandemic, and the social and
economic inequities that the pandemic exacerbated, to enter, return to, or
advance in high-quality jobs in growth industries/infrastructure-related
sectors, including manufacturing, construction, communications,
transportation, distribution, and logistics. The program will serve
individuals whose employment has been negatively impacted by the
pandemic, including individuals from historically marginalized and
under-served populations who have been disproportionately impacted.
These include women, immigrants, lower-wage earners, people of color,
people with disabilities, individuals who were formerly incarcerated, and
others from historically marginalized communities that are more likely to
face unsafe working conditions, be laid off, or forced to leave the
workforce to protect the health and safety of themselves or care for
family members.

This project supports and leverages Workforce Innovation and
Opportunity Act (WIOA) grant funding, which is supported by the USDOL.
The long-term sustainability plan for AZQUEST is to integrate this service
delivery model with the City's existing dislocated worker programs, for
which the PBWD Board contracts with the Business and Workforce
Development Division of the Human Services Department (HSD), to
continue building an industry pipeline to meet businesses’ post
COVID-19 employment and hiring needs.

Procurement Information
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IGAs are excluded from the Procurement Code per Administrative
Regulation 3.10 Section | (2) (B) (2).

Contract Term
If approved, the contract term will be for two years: September 2022-24.

Financial Impact
No impact to the General Fund. OEO and WIOA grant funding will be
used for this program.

Public Outreach
The PBWD Board approved the receipt of these funds at its Nov. 10
meeting.

Discussion
Mayor Gallego noted that Vice Mayor Pastor would not participate on the
item.

A motion was made by Councilwoman Stark, seconded by
Councilwoman O'Brien, that this item be adopted. The motion carried

by the following vote:
Yes: 7 - Councilwoman Ansari, Councilman DiCiccio,

Councilwoman Guardado, Councilwoman
O'Brien, Councilwoman Stark, Councilman
Waring and Mayor Gallego

No: 0
Conflict: 1 - Vice Mayor Pastor
Absent: 1 - Councilmember Garcia

Add Sworn Positions in Fire Department for Staffing Relief
(Ordinance S-49237)

Request to authorize the City Manager, or his designee, to allow the
Phoenix Fire Department to add positions to provide sworn staffing relief.
The estimated annual cost of these additions is $7,800,000.

Summary
As discussed at the October 12 and November 9 Public Safety and
Justice Subcommittee meetings, the Phoenix Fire Department is working
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to address sworn staffing challenges, high call volume, and longer than
desired response times. Due to these challenges, a comprehensive plan
was developed to address current and ongoing needs.

As part of this comprehensive plan, the City Council previously approved
the addition of 19 sworn positions for the current FY 2022-23 budget and
the award acceptance of the 2021 SAFER Grant providing an additional
32 sworn positions.

To continue addressing the Fire Department's current and ongoing
needs, staff requests City Council authorization of funding to add a total
of 58 sworn positions to the Fire Department's FY 2023-24 budget. This
recommended funding request includes adding 31 new sworn positions
and ongoing funding for 27 existing positions that were previously grant
funded.

This recommendation will add 58 positions by:

Providing sworn staffing of Fire Station 62 with 24 new General Fund
positions;

Funding seven new positions for Aviation to support 24-hour operation of
Rescue 19; and

Authorizing General Fund funding to continue 27 positions currently being
supported by the 2019 SAFER Grant.

If approved, the City Council will have authorized funding for an additional
109 sworn positions in total between FY 2022-23 and FY 2023-24.

Financial Impact

The additional annual cost of $7,800,000 will be added to the Fire
Department's General Fund in development of the FY 2023-24 budget.
This will be partially offset by $900,000 from the Aviation Fund.

Concurrence/Previous Council Action
The Public Safety and Justice Subcommittee recommended approval for
this item on Nov. 9, 2022, by a vote of 4-0.

Discussion
Councilwoman O'Brien discussed the importance of the item. She
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expressed the difficulty the city had experienced, with the massive influx
in population over the past ten years, in addressing the demand for new
fire stations. She added that as chair of the Public Safety and Justice
committee ensuring the staffing model adequately reflected the growth
and demand was a critical conversation. She recalled conversations with
the City Manager on updates needed to the staffing equation models.
She also included that she met with the leadership of the Fire Department
to start discussion on advocating for availability of funds. She noted that
the GO Bond package included 83 million dollars to build new fire
stations. She expressed support for the item and stated that as the city
grows the city's public safety services should adequately grow as well.

Councilwoman Ansari expressed her support for the item. She thanked
Councilwoman O'Brien for her leadership in the project as well as the Fire
Department for their data. She also mentioned the data gathered from
the Phoenix Fire Crisis Campaign. She explained that the GO Bond
would include a 7.8 million dollar investment for 58 new positions, 24 of
which would be new positions for the Fire Station No. 62 in District 7 that
services the Estrella Region. She also mentioned the progress made

with the tele-health program to help divert medical related calls.

Mayor Gallego thanked Councilwoman Ansari as well as City leadership.
She noted that it was unusual to add such a high amount of positions at
that point in the budget year but there was a need that was recognized
and addressed. She also mentioned the data and work of United Phoenix
Fire Fighters Association on the item. Mayor Gallego expressed her
support for the item.

A motion was made by Vice Mayor Pastor, seconded by

Councilwoman O'Brien, that this item be adopted. The motion carried

by the following vote:

Yes: 8 - Councilwoman Ansari, Councilman DiCiccio,
Councilwoman Guardado, Councilwoman O'Brien,
Councilwoman Stark, Councilman Waring, Vice Mayor
Pastor and Mayor Gallego

No: 0

Absent: 1 - Councilmember Garcia
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Amend City Code - Section 36-158, Schedule |, Local Speed Limits
at 27 Locations (Ordinance G-7062)

Request to amend Phoenix City Code, section 36-158, Schedule I, Local
Speed Limits at 27 locations due to record keeping and road and traffic
conditions.

Summary

Speed limits are established under Arizona Revised Statutes, section
28-703, which requires an "engineering study and traffic investigation."
The Phoenix City Code and Charter require that all local speed limits on
City streets be approved by City Council in the form of an amendment to
Phoenix City Code in Attachment A.

The Street Transportation Department (Streets) conducted a
comprehensive review of the speed limit ordinance and is recommending
record keeping and local speed limit changes at 27 locations
summarized in Attachment B. Twenty-three changes are record

keeping, where speed limits posted on City streets do not match the
speed limits included in the current ordinance or where street segments
included in the current ordinance are not maintained by the City. The four
other changes are related to road and traffic conditions. As with all
recommended speed limit changes, they are based on traffic
investigations conducted with the engineering judgment of Streets staff.

Concurrence/Previous Council Action
The Transportation, Infrastructure and Planning Subcommittee
recommended approval of this item on Nov.16, 2022.

Discussion

Councilwoman Stark spoke in support of the item and thanked the staff at
the Streets Department. She referenced the meeting with residents North
of Thunderbird Road after two accidents that had occurred. She detailed
that the portion of ThunderBird Road was between 7th Street and Cave
Creek Road. She added that the amendment in the item included a
reduction in the speed limit along Thunderbird.

A motion was made by Vice Mayor Pastor, seconded by

Councilwoman O'Brien, that this item be adopted. The motion carried
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by the following vote:

Yes: 7 - Councilmember Ansari, Councilman DiCiccio,
Councilwoman Guardado, Councilwoman O'Brien,
Councilwoman Stark, Vice Mayor Pastor and Mayor

Gallego
No: 1 - Councilman Waring
Absent: 1 - Councilmember Garcia

A motion was made by Councilwoman O'Brien, seconded by Vice Mayor
Pastor, that items 73-74 be denied. The motion carried by the following vote:

Yes: 8 - Councilwoman Ansari, Councilman DiCiccio,
Councilwoman Guardado, Councilwoman O'Brien,
Councilwoman Stark, Councilman Waring, Vice Mayor
Pastor and Mayor Gallego

No: 0
Absent: 1 - Councilmember Garcia

73 Amend City Code - Ordinance Adoption - Rezoning Application
Z-47-22-1 - Southwest Corner of 35th Avenue and Paradise Lane
(Ordinance G-7058)

Request to amend the Phoenix Zoning Ordinance, Section 601, the
Zoning Map of the City of Phoenix, by adopting Rezoning Application
Z-47-22-1 and rezone the site from C-1 (Neighborhood Retail) to C-2
(Intermediate Commercial) to allow commercial use. This is a companion
case to Z-SP-5-22-1, and must be heard first, followed by Z-SP-5-22-1.

Summary

Current Zoning: C-1
Proposed Zoning: C-2
Acreage: 1.56 acres
Proposal: Commercial use

Owner: Sunrise 1, LLC
Applicant: David E. Richert
Representative: David E. Richert

Staff Recommendation: Approval, subject to stipulations.
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VPC Action: The Deer Valley Village Planning Committee heard this case
on Oct. 13, 2022, and recommended approval, per the staff
recommendation, by a vote of 7-2.

PC Action: The Planning Commission heard this case on Nov. 3, 2022,
and recommended approval, per the staff memo dated Nov. 3, 2022,

with a modification and a deletion of a stipulation, by a vote of 7-2.

Location

Southwest corner of 35th Ave. and Paradise Ln.
Council District: 1

Parcel Address: 16044 and 16100 N. 35th Ave.

Discussion

Applicant, Dave Richert spoke in favor of the item. He stated that there
had been several attempts to reach out to the city for recommendations
on an alternative for better land use which had not received a response.
He stated that Councilwoman O'Brien's recommendation to allocate the
space for multi-family housing was not receptive of the existing land
uses. He explained that there had been a commercial property on the
land for ten years and the land had been zoned for commercial use for
twenty years. He also noted the lack of development on the land since
the previous daycare that had been developed. He explained that the
request was for a special permit to allow a single level self storage facility
that had met opposition from the Council and its committees but had not
met opposition from the neighbors in the area.

Councilwoman O'Brien explained her request for denial. She stated that
she grew up in the neighborhood, and would like to see housing in the
area amidst the housing crisis.

This item was denied.

Amend City Code - Ordinance Adoption - Rezoning Application
Z-SP-5-22-1 - Southwest Corner of 35th Avenue and Paradise Lane
(Ordinance G-7059)

Request to amend the Phoenix Zoning Ordinance, Section 601, the
Zoning Map of the City of Phoenix, by adopting Rezoning Application
Z-SP-5-22-1 and rezone the site from C-1 (Pending C-2) (Neighborhood
Retail, Pending Intermediate Commercial) to C-2 SP (Intermediate
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Commercial, Special Permit) to allow a self-service storage facility. This
is @ companion case to Z-47-22-1, and must be heard immediately
following.

Summary

Current Zoning: C-1 (Pending C-2)
Proposed Zoning: C-2 SP

Acreage: 1.56 acres

Proposal: Self-service storage facility

Owner: Sunrise 1, LLC
Applicant: David E. Richert
Representative: David E. Richert

Staff Recommendation: Approval, subject to stipulations.

VPC Action: The Deer Valley Village Planning Committee heard this case
on Oct. 13, 2022, and recommended approval, per the staff
recommendation, by a vote of 7-2.

PC Action: The Planning Commission heard this case on Nov. 3, 2022,
and recommended approval, per the staff memo dated Nov. 3, 2022,

with a modification and a deletion of a stipulation, by a vote of 7-2.

Location

Southwest corner of 35th Avenue and Paradise Lane
Council District: 1

Parcel Address: 16044 and 16100 N. 35th Ave.

This item was denied.

(CONTINUED FROM NOV. 2, 2022) - Public Hearing and Ordinance
Adoption - Planning Hearing Officer Application PHO-1-22-
-Z-26-15-4 - Northwest Corner of Central Avenue and Pierson
Street (Ordinance G-7053)

Request to hold a public hearing and authorize the City Manager, or his
designee, to consider the Planning Commission recommendation by the
City Council on matters heard by the Planning Hearing Officer on Aug.
17, 2022, and the Planning Commission on Oct. 6, 2022.
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Summary

Application: PHO-1-22--Z-26-15-4
Existing Zoning: PUD

Acreage: 2.95

Owner: Kim Sperry, Omninet Central, LP
Applicant and Representative: Ed Bull, Burch & Cracchiolo, P.A.

Proposal:

1. Modification of Stipulation 5 regarding conditional approval upon
development commencing within seven years.

2. Technical correction for Stipulation 2.

Concurrence/Previous Council Action

VPC Action: The Alhambra Village Planning Committee was scheduled
to hear this request on July 26, 2022, but did not have a quorum.

PHO Action: The Planning Hearing Officer heard this case on Aug. 17,
2022, and recommended approval with additional stipulations.

Staff Recommendation: Approval, per the Planning Hearing Officer
recommendation.

PC Action: The Planning Commission heard this case on Oct. 6, 2022,
and recommended approval, per the Planning Hearing Officer
recommendation, with an additional stipulation. See Attachment C (PC
Summary) for the list of Planning Commission recommended
stipulations.

The Planning Commission recommendation was appealed by a
community member on Oct. 11, 2022.

Location

Northwest Corner of Central Avenue and Pierson Street

Council District: 4

Parcel Address: 4800, 4806, and 4820 N. Central Ave.; 11, 15, 21, and
25 W. Mariposa St.; and 6, 8, and 10 W. Pierson St.

Discussion

Vice Mayor Pastor explained her suggested stipulation. She recalled that
the item was one of her first zoning cases. She added that she worked
towards compatibility with the area with a focus on the ground level area.
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She stated that she approved the request for an extension with addition
to the ground floor stipulation.

The hearing was held. A motion was made by Vice Mayor Pastor,
seconded by Councilwoman Stark, that this item be approved per the
Planning Commission recommendation with addition of Stipulation 9
to read as follows, "The ground floor area of the development shall
include a minimum 14,300 square feet of non-residential uses.
Non-residential uses shall not include lobby, exercise, reception
areas, or other similar uses intended for exclusive use by residents.
All non-residential uses shall front perimeter rights-of-way.", with
adoption of the related ordinance. The motion carried by the following

vote:

Yes: 8 - Councilwoman Ansari, Councilman DiCiccio,
Councilwoman Guardado, Councilwoman O'Brien,
Councilwoman Stark, Councilman Waring, Vice Mayor
Pastor and Mayor Gallego

No: 0

Absent: 1 - Councilmember Garcia

81 Public Hearing/Formal Action - PCD Major Amendment - Rezoning
Application Z-91-C-99-2 - Approximately 815 Feet West of the
Northwest Corner of North Valley Parkway and Dove Valley Road

Request to approve Rezoning Application Z-91-C-99-2 and rezone the
site from PCD NBCOD (Planned Community District, North Black Canyon
Overlay District), Approved C-2 HGT/WVR PCD NBCOD (Approved
Intermediate Commercial, Height Waiver, Planned Community District,
North Black Canyon Overlay District) to C-2 HGT/WVR DNS/WVR PCD
NBCOD (Intermediate Commercial, Height Waiver, Density Waiver,
Planned Community District, North Black Canyon Overlay District) for a
major amendment to the Canyon Crossroads PCD to allow multifamily
residential with a height and density waiver.

Summary

Current Zoning: PCD NBCOD (Approved C-2 HGT/WVR PCD NBCOD)
Proposed Zoning: C-2 HGT/WVR DNS/WVR PCD NBCOD

Acreage: 9.30 acres

Proposed Use: Major PCD amendment to the Canyon Crossroads PCD
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to allow multifamily residential uses

Owner: David Beckham, Canyon Crossroads, LLC
Applicant: Bob Bussone, Oakdale Realty, LLC
Representative: Larry Lazarus, Lazarus & Silvyn, P.C.

Staff Recommendation: Approval, subject to stipulations.

VPC Action: The North Gateway Village Planning Committee heard this
case on Oct. 13, 2022 and recommended approval, per the staff
recommendation with modifications, by a vote of 6-0.

PC Action: The Planning Commission heard this case on Nov. 3, 2022
and recommended approval, per the North Gateway Village Planning
Committee recommendation with a modification, by a vote of 8-1.

The Planning Commission recommendation was appealed by the
representative on Nov. 10, 2022 to allow the case to be heard as a public
hearing item.

Location

Approximately 815 feet west of the northwest corner of North Valley
Parkway and Dove Valley Road

Council District: 2

Parcel Address: 2850 W. Dove Valley Road.

Discussion
Mayor Gallego declared the public hearing open.

Larry Lazarus wished to speak only if necessary.
Mayor Gallego declared the public hearing closed.

Councilman Waring expressed his appreciation for the applicant as well
as the staff who had worked on the item.

The hearing was held. A motion was made by Councilman Waring,
seconded by Councilwoman O'Brien, that this item be approved per
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the Dec. 6, 2022 memo from the Planning and Development Assistant
Director. The motion carried by the following vote:

Yes: 8 - Councilwoman Ansari, Councilman DiCiccio,
Councilwoman Guardado, Councilwoman O'Brien,
Councilwoman Stark, Councilman Waring, Vice Mayor
Pastor and Mayor Gallego

No: 0
Absent: 1 - Councilmember Garcia

Public Hearing and Ordinance Adoption - Rezoning Application
Z-16-22-1 - Approximately 300 Feet South of the Southwest Corner
of 31st Avenue and Dynamite Boulevard (Ordinance G-7063)

Request to hold a public hearing and amend the Phoenix Zoning
Ordinance, section 601, the Zoning Map of the City of Phoenix, by
adopting Rezoning Application Z-16-22-1 and rezone the site from S-1
(Ranch or Farm Residence) to R1-10 (Single-Family Residence District)
to allow single-family residential.

Summary

Current Zoning: S-1

Proposed Zoning: R1-10
Acreage: 5.04 acres

Proposal: Single-family residential

Owner: Randy and Betty Schmille
Applicant: Ed Bull, Burch & Cracchiolo P.A.
Representative: Ed Bull, Burch & Cracchiolo P.A.

Staff Recommendation: Approval, subject to stipulations.

VPC Action: The Deer Valley Village Planning Committee heard this case
on Aug. 11, 2022, and recommended denial, by a vote of 7-4.

PC Action: The Planning Commission heard this case on Oct. 6, 2022,
and recommended approval, per the Addendum A Staff Report with a
modification, by a vote of 8-1.

Location
Approximately 300 feet south of the southwest corner of 31st Avenue
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and Dynamite Boulevard
Council District: 1
Parcel Address: 28010 and 28020 N. 31st Ave.

Discussion
Mayor Gallego announced Planning and Development Director Joshua
Bednarek would provide a brief staff report.

Joshua Bednarek stated that the item was for zoning case Z-16-22-1
which was a request to rezone a 5.04 acre site located approximately
300 feet south of the Southwest corner of 31st Avenue and Dynamite
Boulevard from S-1 to R1-10 to allow for single-family residential in
Council District 1. He displayed the area of the parcel as well as the
surrounding zoning on the site. He stated that there was a S-1
classification in the immediate area, R1-6 to the east and R1-8 and R1-6
to the north. He also displayed the site plan and noted there was a
significant reduction to the plan and also that it was tilted incorrectly. He
stated that there were more homes proposed in the original version of the
plan, adding that in response to concerns the developer reduced the size
of the development. Mr. Benarek explained that there were stipulations in
place that limited the height of the homes. He also displayed and recalled
the denial from the Deer Valley Village Planning Committee in the August
11, 2022 meeting for the original plan as well as the approval per the
addendum from the Planning Commission during their October 6, 2022
meeting. He stated that staff recommended approval per the Planning
Commission recommendation, and adoption of the related ordinance.

Mayor Gallego declared the public hearing open.

Julie Greene spoke in opposition to the item. She stated that neighbors
surrounding the project that are in the S-1 zoning classifications own an
acre of land with a single house. She expressed her disapproval for the
plan that she detailed would include nineteen houses on two new streets
and six acres of land. She thanked the Deer Valley Planning Committee
which agreed that the development was uncommon given the
classification of the surrounding homes. She asked that the Council take
into account that surrounding homes that are under the S-1 classification
are limited to a single story home whereas the new development which is
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at the center of several S-1 properties allowed for two-story homes. She
explained her concern for the difference in requirements for this project
that had not been present in similar projects. She also expressed her
concern for the potential conflict with existing residents of the area who
would potentially have blocked property views. Ms. Greene also
explained the various infrastructure problems in the area and highlighted
the importance of treating the surrounding land equally.

Jerrie Hughes stated that she lived directly across the street from the
planned development and is directly affected by in the egress and
ingress of the development. She explained she had been working with
both the builders and the neighbors. She noted that she did not own a
one acre home and had been working towards developing a solution for
everyone. She asked the Council to consider making the development a
gated community to help address the traffic on 31st street.

Ed Bull spoke in support of the item on behalf of Randy and Betty
Schmille, property owners and single-family home builders. He stated
that they were a small business that wanted to build 14 single-family
homes on the property. He mentioned a presentation that was submitted
and asked if it could be presented for the discussion. He noted that the
project was in compliance with the City's General Plan which would allow
double the density being requested. He added that there is R1-6, R1-8
and R1-10 to the East, North, and the Northwest of the property plan
which requested an R1-10 classification for fourteen single-family homes.
He added that per the recommendation and public request from the
Village Planning Committee of the area, ten or eleven will be single story.
He recounted that the project was in compliance with the General Plan
and consistent with modern era developments in the area at higher
densities. He stated the plan had fallen under three units per acre. He
also emphasized that the acreage was shrunk at the request of the
neighbors at a village planning committee meeting. He displayed the lots
that Schmilles had agreed to limit to single-story housing. Mr. Bull
explained that the site is not a farm, it is vacant land and not farmable.
He explained that the lot plan was amended to eliminate the north-south
street that would go up to Dynamite Boulevard and amend the
configuration.
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clarify the change as requested by the village planning committee.

Mr. Bull affirmed that three lots were eliminated on the east side of the
north-south street

Councilwoman O'Brien asked for the amended plan to be displayed. She
asked to confirm if the blue outline of the lots indicated single-story
housing.

Mr. Bull affirmed that Councilwoman O'Brien was correct and the blue
outline indicated a limit for the development to be single-story housing.
He also explained an additional lot which was outlined in red and was
requested to also be single-story housing due to solar panels on the
home directly across the street from the development Iot.

Councilwoman O'Brien recalled a meeting she had with Jerrie Hughes
and Julie Greene as well as the community members on October 31,
2022 which resulted in the case being postponed to the November 2,
2022 meeting. She asked if the Schmilles would be amenable to making
all fourteen lots single story housing.

Mr. Bull acknowledged that the Schmilles would be amenable to make all
fourteen lots of the development single story housing.

Councilwoman O'Brien mentioned that Mr. Bull had contacted her in
regard to making the development a gated community. She stated that
she reached out to the Streets Department who noted that there would be
significant loss of lot land given that the developer had already given up
the development of three lots.

Mayor Gallego declared the public hearing closed.

The hearing was held. A motion was made by Councilwoman O'Brien,
seconded by Councilwoman Stark, that this item be approved per the
Planning Commission recommendation with a modification to
Stipulation 3 to replace all of the stipulation language and have the
updated stipulation read as follows, "All lots within the development
shall be limited to 1 story and 20 feet in height, as approved by the
Planning and Development Department.”, with adoption of the related
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ordinance. The motion carried by the following vote:

Yes: 8 - Councilwoman Ansari, Councilman DiCiccio,
Councilwoman Guardado, Councilwoman O'Brien,
Councilwoman Stark, Councilman Waring, Vice Mayor
Pastor and Mayor Gallego

No: 0
Absent: 1 - Councilmember Garcia

(CONTINUED FROM NOV. 2, 2022) - Public Hearing and Ordinance
Adoption - Planning Hearing Officer Application PHO-2-22-
-Z-47-17-8 - Approximately 130 feet North of the Northwest Corner
of 19th Avenue and Latona Lane (Ordinance G-7054)

Request to hold a public hearing and authorize the City Manager, or his
designee, to consider the Planning Commission recommendation by the
City Council on matters heard by the Planning Hearing Officer on Aug.
17, 2022, and the Planning Commission on Oct. 6, 2022.

Summary

Application: PHO-2-22--Z-47-17-8
Existing Zoning: R1-10

Acreage: 5.12

Owner: Bella Rosa Partners, LLC
Applicant and Representative: Terrascape Consulting, LLC

Proposal:

1. Modification of Stipulation 1 regarding general conformance with the
site plan date stamped July 28, 2017.

2. Review of conceptual elevations by the Planning Hearing Officer per
Stipulation 4.

Concurrence/Previous Council Action

VPC Action: The South Mountain Village Planning Committee heard this
case on Aug. 9, 2022, and recommended approval by a vote of 7-4.
PHO Action: The Planning Hearing Officer heard this case on Aug. 17,
2022, and recommended approval with modifications and additional
stipulations.
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Staff Recommendation: Approval, per the Planning Hearing Officer
recommendation.

PC Action: The Planning Commission heard this case on Oct. 6, 2022,
and recommended approval, per the Planning Hearing Officer
recommendation.

The Planning Commission recommendation was appealed by a
community member on Oct. 11, 2022.

Location

Approximately 130 feet north of the northwest corner of 19th Avenue and
Latona Lane

Council District: 8

Parcel Address: 8030 S. 19th Ave.

Discussion
Mayor Gallego announced Planning and Development Director Joshua
Bednarek would provide a brief staff report.

Joshua Bednarek stated that the item was for zoning case
PHO-2-22-Z-47-17-8 a request to modify approved stipulation for a
planning hearing officer decision. The Planning Commission approved
the request on October 6, 2022. The subject property is a 5.2 acre site
located approximately 130 feet North of the Northwest corner of 19th
Avenue and Latona Lane. He stated that Council District 8 staff
recommended approval per the December 7th , 2022 memo from the
Planning and Development Department Assistant Director and adoption
of the related ordinance.

Mayor Gallego declared the public hearing open.

Jewel Clark spoke in favor of the item. She stated that the community
surrounding the development is one with a lot of open space with homes
on S1 property, horse riders, and active agriculture. She stated that to
preserve the area, the community of neighbors had organized to
advocate for developments with the lowest density possible. She asked
that the application's density not be considered a precedent for future
applications. She expressed her gratitude for the developers in accepting
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the new stipulations like the heat mitigation, fuller pavement, and higher
energy standards as well as their agreement to make all the homes on
the development single story. She also thanked Councilmember Garcia
and his staff for their dedication and work on the item.

Mayor Gallego declared the public meeting closed.

Prior to her motion, Councilwoman Guardado thanked the applicant and
the neighbors for coming together and being able to reach an agreement.
She also thanked Councilmember Garcia on his work on the item.

Mayor Gallego noted that Kevin Zenk was registered to speak. She
asked Kevin if he was comfortable with the motion after hearing it from
Councilwoman Guardado.

Prior to calling Roll Call, Mayor Gallego affirmed to virtual meeting
attendees that Kevin Zenk gave a thumbs up.

Mayor Gallego noted that votes of the December 7, 2022 Formal City
Council Meeting had enabled 908 units of housing to be constructed.
She also included that she and Vice Mayor Pastor had been working on
scheduling an open meeting of the council related to housing policy
around mobile homes.

The hearing was held. A motion was made by Councilwoman
Guardado, seconded by Vice Mayor Pastor, that this item be approved
as revised per the Dec. 7, 2022 memo from the Planning and
Development Assistant Director, with and additional stipulation to
read as follows, "The Developer shall pursue an alternative pavement
for the street within the subdivision for the purpose of providing heat
mitigation and be privately maintained by the homeowner association,
subject to approval by the Street Transportation Department.”, with
adoption of the related ordinance. The motion carried by the following
vote:

Yes: 8 - Councilwoman Ansari, Councilman DiCiccio,
Councilwoman Guardado, Councilwoman O'Brien,
Councilwoman Stark, Councilman Waring, Vice Mayor
Pastor and Mayor Gallego
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No: 0
Absent: 1 - Councilmember Garcia

Public Hearing and Resolution Adoption - General Plan
Amendment GPA-DSTV-3-22-2 - Mayo Boulevard between 40th
Street and the Loop 101 Freeway, and Tatum Boulevard between
Deer Valley Drive and Mayo Boulevard (Resolution 22087)

Request to hold a public hearing on a General Plan Amendment for the
following item to consider the Planning Commission's recommendation
and the related resolution if approved. Request to amend the Street
Classification Map by removing the Mayo Boulevard alignment between
40th Street and the Loop 101 Freeway and changing the designation of
Tatum Boulevard between Deer Valley Drive and Mayo Boulevard from
Major Arterial Cross Section A to Major Arterial Cross Section Z-A.

Summary

Application: GPA-DSTV-3-22-2

Current Designation: Arterial (Mayo Boulevard) and Major Arterial Cross
Section A (Tatum Boulevard)

Proposed Designation: Removed (Mayo Boulevard) and Major Arterial
Cross Section Z-A (Tatum Boulevard)

Applicant: City of Phoenix, Planning Commission
Representative: Arizona State Land Department

Staff Recommendation: Approval.

VPC Action: The Desert View Village Planning Committee heard this
case on Nov. 29, 2022. The results will be provided at the Council
meeting.

PC Action: The Planning Commission heard this case on Dec. 1, 2022.
The results will be provided at the Council meeting.

Location

Mayo Boulevard between 40th Street and the Loop 101 Freeway, and
Tatum Boulevard between Deer Valley Drive and Mayo Boulevard
Council District: 2

Parcel Addresses: N/A
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Discussion

Mayor Gallego stated that the item did not have a staff report. She also
announced that there were three individuals registered to speak if
necessary, all in support for the item. Mayor Gallego asked if anyone
needed to speak in support.

Mayor Gallego declared the public hearing open.

Mayor Gallego declared the public hearing closed.
Councilman Waring began reading the motion for item 85.
Alan Stephenson explained that the incorrect item was read.

Councilman Waring apologized and read the motion for item 84.

The hearing was held. A motion was made by Councilman Waring,
seconded by Vice Mayor Pastor, that this item be approved per the
Planning Commission recommendation, with adoption of the related
resolution. The motion carried by the following vote:

Yes: 8 - Councilwoman Ansari, Councilman DiCiccio,
Councilwoman Guardado, Councilwoman O'Brien,
Councilwoman Stark, Councilman Waring, Vice Mayor
Pastor and Mayor Gallego

No: 0
Absent: 1 - Councilmember Garcia
85 Intergovernmental Agreement with Arizona State Land Department

to Require and Fund Street Improvements in North Phoenix
(Ordinance S$-49239)

Request to authorize the City Manager, or his designee, to enter into an
Intergovernmental Agreement (IGA) with the Arizona State Land
Department (ASLD) to assign street improvements and funding to ASLD
land auctions within the Mayo Flyover Study Area (Study Area).

Summary
ASLD, as the owner of undeveloped property within the Study Area, has
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initiated a General Plan Amendment to the Street Classification Map for
consideration of the removal of the future Mayo Boulevard Flyover (Mayo
Flyover) connection over the State Route 101 Loop Freeway. ASLD has
commissioned a transportation study, Mayo Flyover Traffic Impact Study
(Traffic Study), dated September 2022 and prepared by CivTech,
identifying primary and regional roadway segment mitigation construction
in-lieu of the future Mayo Flyover. This IGA is being entered into to
identify the roadway segments to be assigned to each respective part for
construction and/or funding responsibility that implements the mitigation
requirements identified in the Traffic Study through assignments of
Regional Funding.

Traffic improvements in the IGA include the following improvements.
Intersection improvements at:

Black Mountain Boulevard and Deer Valley Drive;

40th Street and Deer Valley Drive;

Tatum and Mayo boulevards; and

56th Street and Pinnacle Peak Road.

Street improvements at:

Deer Valley Drive from 40th Street to Tatum Boulevard;

Tatum Boulevard from Mayo Boulevard to the Loop 101 on ramp;

Mayo Boulevard from Tatum Boulevard to 56th Street and a section just
east of 64th Street;

56th Street from Mayo Boulevard to the Loop 101 on ramp;

64th Street from Mayo Boulevard to Reach 11; and

Cave Creek Road from the Central Arizona Project Bridge to Pinnacle
Peak Road.

The City of Phoenix, through the zoning and development process, will
provide construction improvements to Black Mountain Boulevard from

Pinnacle Peak Road to Rough Rider Road and Tatum Boulevard from

Pinnacle Peak Road to Deer Valley Road.

This IGA, coupled with General Plan Amendment (GPA-DSTV-3-22-2)
also to be considered at the Dec. 7, 2022, Formal meeting, provides a
greater level of certainty regarding funding and timing of street
infrastructure for the Desert Ridge Area, within north Phoenix.
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Contract Term

This Agreement shall continue until all State Trust land within the Study
Area is sold at public auction. If parcels assigned Regional Funding have
not been sold or the total Regional Funding has not been achieved within
30 years, both Parties agree to renegotiate this Agreement including a
time extension prior to the expiration of this Agreement.

Location

The Mayo Flyover Study Area is generally one quarter mile west of Black
Mountain Boulevard on the west, one quarter mile east of 64th Street on
the east, Pinnacle Peak Road on the north, and approximately one
quarter mile south of the Central Arizona Project (CAP) canal.

Council District: 2

Discussion

Mayor Gallego expressed her support for the item. She stated that there
were many good partnerships with the State Land Department and
emphasized the importance of working together for the benefits of the
community. She thanked Joshua Bednarek, Eric Froberg, Chris Mackay,
and Councilman Waring for their work on the item.

A motion was made by Councilman Waring, seconded by
Councilwoman Ansari, that this item be adopted as revised per the

Dec. 6, 2022 memo from the Planning and Development Assistant
Director. The motion carried by the following vote:

Yes: 8 - Councilwoman Ansari, Councilman DiCiccio,
Councilwoman Guardado, Councilwoman O'Brien,
Councilwoman Stark, Councilman Waring, Vice Mayor
Pastor and Mayor Gallego

No: 0
Absent: 1 - Councilmember Garcia

REPORTS FROM CITY MANAGER, COMMITTEES OR CITY OFFICIALS

None.

000 CITIZEN COMMENTS

City Attorney Julie Kriegh stated during Citizen Comments, members of the
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public may address the City Council for up to three minutes on issues of
interest or concern to them. She advised the Arizona Open Meeting Law
permits the City Council to listen to the comments, but prohibits council
members from discussing or acting on the matters presented.

Marcia Clarke-Campbell acknowledged the work the City Council had done in
addressing the homelessness crisis. She noted the work done in the North
Phoenix area with the Community Bridges Inc. location. She spoke on the
accessibility to internet connectivity for seniors as well as the homeless
population.

Martha Gutierrez, in Spanish, asked that the Council reconsider the denial of the
petition to be added to the agenda. She stated that the petition tried to create a
prohibited zone and added that there were approximately 45 families being
affected by the displacement. Ms. Gutierrez thanked the Council.

Gonzalo Alvarez Garcia, In Spanish, stated that he spoke on behalf of Las
Casitas and asked that the Council not turn down the petition submitted
regarding mobile homes and the rezoning to prohibit mobile homes. He stated
that they had already been displaced and requested that families in the future
do not suffer the same displacement. He asked that the Council not ignore the
petition and thanked the Council.

Carmen Prieto introduced her grand children and restated Mr. Garcia's request
to not ignore or deny their petition. She noted that the residents of the mobile
home park needed time. She asked the Council where residents would live with
one thousand eight hundred dollars. She expressed the difficulty of the situation
the members of the trailer park community experienced. Ms. Prieto emphasized
the importance of making the land specifically zoned for mobile homes to
address the anxiety residents felt with moving to a different trailer park to then
be potentially displaced once more.

Alondra Ruiz stated she was from Periwinkle Mobile Home Parks and asked the
Council to reconsider the denial that was emailed to Carmen Prieto regarding
the Citizens Petition to be heard on the agenda. She noted that there was a lot
of confusion on the legality of the process given that the individuals owned the
mobile homes that were on the Grand Canyon University (GCU) land. She
asked the Council to reconsider their petition and provide more legal advice to
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the residents being displaced. She mentioned that there was no contract or
lease agreement from GCU. She added that there were a total of 140 families
that would be homeless in less than six months across the three mobile home
parks affected by the development; Periwinkle Mobile Home Park, Las Casitas,
and Weldon Mobile Home Park.

Mayor Gallego stated that she and Vice Mayor Pastor were working to put
together a meeting related to the mobile home parks. She emphasized that
there was strong support from the Council.

Mayor Gallego requested that her statement be translated.

Councilwoman Guardado translated the statement regarding the meeting in
Spanish.

Ken Waters stated that he was not called to speak on item 80 despite having
signed up to speak in opposition of the item. He noted that he was grateful for
the stipulations presented by Vice Mayor Pastor. He commented on
memberships the developers wanted to implement in the community at large.
He also expressed his contempt for the 100% exclusive residential projects that
the City is developing along Central Avenue. He referenced eleven projects
from McDowell Road up to Camelback Road, two of which were mixed use. He
thanked the Vice Mayor Pastor for the stipulation. He emphasized the need for
the City to dedicate Central Avenue to dynamic mixed use projects.

Vice Mayor Pastor stated that the Council would be having a Central Phoenix
meeting regarding the several developments in January or February.

Joel Castro acknowledged the Council and asked that the petition that was
previously presented be taken into account. He stated that he was a resident of
Weldon Court Mobile Home Park. He added that they were being kicked out of
the trailers they had invested in to create a home.

Dominic Petsch presented musically his appreciation for the elections process
in Maricopa County.

Mayor Gallego asked that the public comment be reserved to business handled
by the Phoenix Municipal Government.

City of Phoenix Page 111





City Council Formal Meeting Minutes December 7, 2022

Dominic Petsch expressed his concern for the lack of a mandate for the
vaccines.

ADJOURN
There being no further business to come before the Council, Mayor Gallego
declared the meeting adjourned at 3:54 p.m.

Kot —

MAYGR—"

ATTEST:

Bmu M&W

CLERK

SLR

CERTIFICATION

| hereby certify that the foregoing minutes are a true and correct copy of the
minutes of the formal session of the City Council of the City of Phoenix held
on the 7th day of December, 2022. | further certify that the meeting was duly
called and held and that a quorum was present.

Dated this 26th day of August, 2024,

dmv\ A{ALK/
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CERTIFICATE OF ELECTION

The City Council of the City of Phoenix, Arizona, does hereby certify that a
Council Election was held in the City of Phoenix on Tuesday, November 8, 2022,
for the election of Council Members for Districts 2, 4, 6 and 8 for four-year terms
that begin on April 17, 2023.

We further certify that the above referenced Council races appeared on the
ballot in the General Election conducted by Maricopa County and that the County
provided the unofficial election results for the Council races to the City, and that
the whole number of votes cast were as follows:
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Elector Group

Total

Counting Group
EARLY VOTE
ELECTION DAY
PROVISIONAL
Total

Precincts Reported: 0 of 181 (0.00%)

Registered Voters: 266,674 of 414,174 (64.39%)
Ballots Cast: 266,674

FINAL OFFICIAL RESULTS

General Election
Maricopa County
November 8, 2022

Ballots
226,640
39,447
587
266,674

Voters Registered Voters
226,640
39,447
587

266,674 414,174

Phoenix Dist 2-Councilmember (Vote for 1)

Precincts Reported: 0 of 49 (0.00%)

Times Cast
Undervotes

Overvotes

Candidate
EVANS, MATT
NIELSON, HELI
WARING, JIM
Write-in

Total Votes

Party
NON
NON
NON

Total

90,924 / 127,288
28,314
1,163

Total
10,645
18,201
32,444

157
61,447

Total

71.43%

17.32%
29.62%
52.80%

0.26%

Phoenix Dist 4-Councilmember (Vote for 1)
Precincts Reported: 0 of 32 (0.00%)

Times Cast
Undervotes

Overvotes

Candidate

PASTOR, LAURA

Write-in
Total Votes

Party
NON

Total

40,532 /75,072

13,644
4

Total
26,226
658
26,884

Total

53.99%

97.55%
2.45%
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Phoenix Dist 6-Councilmember (Vote for 1)
Precincts Reported: 0 of 64 (0.00%)

Total
Times Cast 89,688 /121,356  73.90%
Undervotes 26,166
Overvotes 1,610
Candidate Party Total
CURTIN, HARRY NON 3,917 6.33%
GREENE, JOAN NON 10,036 16.21%
MOEREMANS, MARK NON 6,234 10.07%
ROBINSON, KEVIN NON 12,072 19.50%
SANCHEZ, MOSES NON 10,098 16.31%
SCHOVILLE, JUAN NON 1,291 2.09%
STONE, SAM NON 10,548 17.04%
WILSON, KELLEN NON 7,552 12.20%
Write-in 164 0.26%
Total Votes 61,912

Total

Phoenix Dist 8-Councilmember (Vote for 1)
Precincts Reported: 0 of 45 (0.00%)

Total
Times Cast 45,530 /90,458  50.33%
Undervotes 9,381
Overvotes 848
Candidate Party Total
CEBALLOS VINER, DENISE NON 4,057 11.49%
GARCIA, CARLOS NON 13,896 39.36%
GRIEMSMANN, NICK o
NICKG" NON 3,858 10.93%
HODGE WASHINGTON, o
KESHA NON 13,371 37.88%
Write-in 119 0.34%
Total Votes 35,301

Total

Page 115





Page: 1 of 100 11/21/2022 5:34:06 PM

FINAL OFFICIAL RESULTS
STATEMENT OF VOTES CAST
General Election
Maricopa County
November 8, 2022

Precinct Registered Cards Cast Voters Cast % Turnout
Voters
County
Election Wide
0003 ACUNA
EARLY VOTE 2,954 888 888 30.06%
ELECTION DAY 2,954 175 175 5.92%
PROVISIONAL 2,954 7 7 0.24%
Total 2,954 1,070 1,070 36.22%
0009 AHWATUKEE
EARLY VOTE 3,685 2,604 2,604 70.66%
ELECTION DAY 3,685 309 309 8.39%
PROVISIONAL 3,685 0 0 0.00%
Total 3,685 2,913 2,913 79.05%
0023 ANNETTE
EARLY VOTE 3,246 1,869 1,869 57.58%
ELECTION DAY 3,246 318 318 9.80%
PROVISIONAL 3,246 2 2 0.06%
Total 3,246 2,189 2,189 67.44%
0030 ARCADIA
EARLY VOTE 2,946 1,943 1,943 65.95%
ELECTION DAY 2,946 269 269 9.13%
PROVISIONAL 2,946 1 1 0.03%
Total 2,946 2,213 2,213 75.12%
0031 ARDMORE
EARLY VOTE 4,271 2,302 2,302 53.90%
ELECTION DAY 4,271 304 304 7.12%
PROVISIONAL 4,271 7 7 0.16%
Total 4,271 2,613 2,613 61.18%
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Precinct

0039 ASTER
EARLY VOTE
ELECTION DAY
PROVISIONAL
Total
0043 AVIANO
EARLY VOTE
ELECTION DAY
PROVISIONAL
Total
0049 BALSZ
EARLY VOTE
ELECTION DAY
PROVISIONAL
Total
0057 BETHANY
EARLY VOTE
ELECTION DAY
PROVISIONAL
Total
0059 BETHUNE
EARLY VOTE
ELECTION DAY
PROVISIONAL
Total
0060 BILTMORE
EARLY VOTE
ELECTION DAY
PROVISIONAL
Total
0070 BLUEFIELD
EARLY VOTE
ELECTION DAY
PROVISIONAL
Total

Registered
Voters

2,153
2,153
2,153
2,153

3,983
3,983
3,983
3,983

3,474
3,474
3,474
3,474

1,613
1,613
1,613
1,613

23
23
23
23

2,466
2,466
2,466
2,466

1,660
1,660
1,660
1,660

Cards Cast

1,425
279

1,706

2,641
365

3,007
1,069
322
12

1,403

1177
151

1,330

O O w o

1,856
208

2,068

877
209

1,088

Voters Cast

1,425
279

1,706

2,641
365

3,007
1,069
322
12

1,403

1177
151

1,330

O O w o

1,856
208

2,068

877
209

1,088

% Turnout

66.19%
12.96%

0.09%
79.24%

66.31%
9.16%
0.03%

75.50%

30.77%
9.27%
0.35%

40.39%

72.97%
9.36%
0.12%

82.46%

26.09%
13.04%

0.00%
39.13%

75.26%
8.43%
0.16%

83.86%

52.83%
12.59%

0.12%
65.54%
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0075 BOULDER MOUNTAIN
EARLY VOTE
ELECTION DAY
PROVISIONAL
Total
0082 BUFFALO RIDGE
EARLY VOTE
ELECTION DAY
PROVISIONAL
Total
0094 CAMBRIDGE
EARLY VOTE
ELECTION DAY
PROVISIONAL
Total
0095 CAMELOT
EARLY VOTE
ELECTION DAY
PROVISIONAL
Total
0112 CARVER
EARLY VOTE
ELECTION DAY
PROVISIONAL
Total
0115 CAVE BUTTES
EARLY VOTE
ELECTION DAY
PROVISIONAL
Total
0119 CENTRAL HIGH
EARLY VOTE
ELECTION DAY
PROVISIONAL
Total

Registered
Voters

2,972
2,972
2,972
2,972

3,842
3,842
3,842
3,842

667
667
667
667

4,843
4,843
4,843
4,843

3,602
3,602
3,602
3,602

2,247
2,247
2,247
2,247

2,771
2,771
2,771
2,771

Cards Cast

2,145
362

2,508

2,166
418

2,586

210
62

272

3,229
558

3,789

1,938
258

2,202

1,349
270

1,624

1,422
280

1,707

Voters Cast

2,145
362

2,508

2,166
418

2,586

210
62

272

3,229
558

3,789

1,938
258

2,202

1,349
270

1,624

1,422
280

1,707

% Turnout

72.17%
12.18%

0.03%
84.39%

56.38%
10.88%

0.05%
67.31%

31.48%
9.30%
0.00%

40.78%

66.67%
11.52%

0.04%
78.24%

53.80%
7.16%
0.17%

61.13%

60.04%
12.02%

0.22%
72.27%

51.32%
10.10%

0.18%
61.60%
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Precinct

0124 CHEATHAM
EARLY VOTE
ELECTION DAY
PROVISIONAL
Total
0130 CIELO GRANDE
EARLY VOTE
ELECTION DAY
PROVISIONAL
Total
0131 CINCO
EARLY VOTE
ELECTION DAY
PROVISIONAL
Total
0132 CITRUS
EARLY VOTE
ELECTION DAY
PROVISIONAL
Total
0136 CLEARVIEW
EARLY VOTE
ELECTION DAY
PROVISIONAL
Total
0138 CLIFFVIEW
EARLY VOTE
ELECTION DAY
PROVISIONAL
Total
0142 CLUB WEST
EARLY VOTE
ELECTION DAY
PROVISIONAL
Total

Registered
Voters

2,354
2,354
2,354
2,354

2,743
2,743
2,743
2,743

[NSI \S TR \S TR N

2,378
2,378
2,378
2,378

3,382
3,382
3,382
3,382

1,785
1,785
1,785
1,785

5,593
5,593
5,593
5,593

Cards Cast

1,149
172

1,323

1,463
300

1,767

N O O N

1,537
244
12
1,793

2,222
332

2,559

1,219
192

1,413

3,532
702

4,236

Voters Cast

1,149
172

1,323

1,463
300

1,767

N O O N

1,537
244
12
1,793

2,222
332

2,559

1,219
192

1,413

3,532
702

4,236

% Turnout

48.81%
7.31%
0.08%

56.20%

53.34%
10.94%

0.15%
64.42%

100.00%
0.00%
0.00%

100.00%

64.63%
10.26%

0.50%
75.40%

65.70%
9.82%
0.15%

75.67%

68.29%
10.76%

0.11%
79.16%

63.15%
12.55%

0.04%
75.74%
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Precinct

0148 COLONNADE
EARLY VOTE
ELECTION DAY
PROVISIONAL
Total
0157 CONTENTION MINE
EARLY VOTE
ELECTION DAY
PROVISIONAL
Total
0158 COPPER
EARLY VOTE
ELECTION DAY
PROVISIONAL
Total
0178 COYOTE BASIN
EARLY VOTE
ELECTION DAY
PROVISIONAL
Total
0183 CREIGHTON
EARLY VOTE
ELECTION DAY
PROVISIONAL
Total
0191 CULVER
EARLY VOTE
ELECTION DAY
PROVISIONAL
Total
0201 DEER VALLEY
EARLY VOTE
ELECTION DAY
PROVISIONAL
Total

Registered
Voters

3,237
3,237
3,237
3,237

1,597
1,597
1,597
1,597

2,652
2,652
2,652
2,652

2,611
2,611
2,611
2,611

3,467
3,467
3,467
3,467

1,937
1,937
1,937
1,937

© O VU

Cards Cast

1,902
326

2,229

840
154

994

1,778
291

2,074

1,720
279

2,001

1,452
241

1,697

560
135

704

o O O o

Voters Cast

1,902
326

2,229

840
154

994

1,778
291

2,074

1,720
279

2,001

1,452
241

1,697

560
135

704

o O O o

% Turnout

58.76%
10.07%

0.03%
68.86%

52.60%
9.64%
0.00%

62.24%

67.04%
10.97%

0.19%
78.21%

65.88%
10.69%

0.08%
76.64%

41.88%
6.95%
0.12%

48.95%

28.91%
6.97%
0.46%

36.34%

66.67%
0.00%
0.00%

66.67%
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Precinct

0227 DIXILETA
EARLY VOTE
ELECTION DAY
PROVISIONAL
Total
0228 DOBBINS RANCH
EARLY VOTE
ELECTION DAY
PROVISIONAL
Total
0234 DOVE VALLEY
EARLY VOTE
ELECTION DAY
PROVISIONAL
Total
0237 DREAMY DRAW
EARLY VOTE
ELECTION DAY
PROVISIONAL
Total
0242 DUNBAR
EARLY VOTE
ELECTION DAY
PROVISIONAL
Total
0246 DYNAMITE
EARLY VOTE
ELECTION DAY
PROVISIONAL
Total
0252 EDISON
EARLY VOTE
ELECTION DAY
PROVISIONAL
Total

Registered
Voters

6,442
6,442
6,442
6,442

2,095
2,095
2,095
2,095

2,624
2,624
2,624
2,624

266
266
266
266

1,846
1,846
1,846
1,846

3,393
3,393
3,393
3,393

2,091
2,091
2,091
2,091

Cards Cast

4,246
754

5,000

1,038
207

1,249

1,379
349

1,731

196
25

221

485
88

579

2,250
420

2,673

773
155

932

Voters Cast

4,246
754

5,000

1,038
207

1,249

1,379
349

1,731

196
25

221

485
88

579

2,250
420

2,673

773
155

932

% Turnout

65.91%
11.70%

0.00%
77.62%

49.55%
9.88%
0.19%

59.62%

52.55%
13.30%

0.11%
65.97%

73.68%
9.40%
0.00%

83.08%

26.27%
4.77%
0.33%

31.37%

66.31%
12.38%

0.09%
78.78%

36.97%
7.41%
0.19%

44.57%
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0254 EL DOMINGO
EARLY VOTE
ELECTION DAY
PROVISIONAL
Total
0258 ELWOOD
EARLY VOTE
ELECTION DAY
PROVISIONAL
Total
0261 ENCANTO
EARLY VOTE
ELECTION DAY
PROVISIONAL
Total
0269 ESCUDA
EARLY VOTE
ELECTION DAY
PROVISIONAL
Total
0272 EUCLID
EARLY VOTE
ELECTION DAY
PROVISIONAL
Total
0273 EVANS
EARLY VOTE
ELECTION DAY
PROVISIONAL
Total
0275 EXETER
EARLY VOTE
ELECTION DAY
PROVISIONAL
Total

Registered
Voters

2,429
2,429
2,429
2,429

4,044
4,044
4,044
4,044

2,856
2,856
2,856
2,856

1,479
1,479
1,479
1,479

3,804
3,804
3,804
3,804

1,530
1,530
1,530
1,530

1,472
1,472
1,472
1,472

Cards Cast

1,445
221

1,672

1,588
252

1,846

1,967
220

2,189

704
139

844

2,304
282

2,589

1,031
160

1,192

1,023
170

1,195

Voters Cast

1,445
221

1,672

1,588
252

1,846

1,967
220

2,189

704
139

844

2,304
282

2,589

1,031
160

1,192

1,023
170

1,195

% Turnout

59.49%
9.10%
0.25%

68.83%

39.27%
6.23%
0.15%

45.65%

68.87%
7.70%
0.07%

76.65%

47.60%
9.40%
0.07%

57.07%

60.57%
7.41%
0.08%

68.06%

67.39%
10.46%

0.07%
7791%

69.50%
11.55%

0.14%
81.18%
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0300 GARDEN GROVES
EARLY VOTE
ELECTION DAY
PROVISIONAL
Total
0301 GARDENS
EARLY VOTE
ELECTION DAY
PROVISIONAL
Total
0304 GATEWAY
EARLY VOTE
ELECTION DAY
PROVISIONAL
Total
0308 GEORGIA
EARLY VOTE
ELECTION DAY
PROVISIONAL
Total
0312 GIDIYUP
EARLY VOTE
ELECTION DAY
PROVISIONAL
Total
0320 GLENROSA
EARLY VOTE
ELECTION DAY
PROVISIONAL
Total
0328 GRANADA
EARLY VOTE
ELECTION DAY
PROVISIONAL
Total

Registered
Voters

3,302
3,302
3,302
3,302

1,099
1,099
1,099
1,099

1,615
1,615
1,615
1,615

850
850
850
850

4,124
4,124
4,124
4,124

1,988
1,988
1,988
1,988

3,287
3,287
3,287
3,287

Cards Cast

1,537
315

1,855

347
99

449

448
91

544

426
99

528

2,087
495

2,586

1,324
191

1,517

1,090
236

1,329

Voters Cast

1,537
315

1,855

347
99

449

448
91

544

426
99

528

2,087
495

2,586

1,324
191

1,517

1,090
236

1,329

% Turnout

46.55%
9.54%
0.09%

56.18%

31.57%
9.01%
0.27%

40.86%

27.74%
5.63%
0.31%

33.68%

50.12%
11.65%

0.35%
62.12%

50.61%
12.00%

0.10%
62.71%

66.60%
9.61%
0.10%

76.31%

33.16%
7.18%
0.09%

40.43%
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Precinct

0335 GREENFIELD
EARLY VOTE
ELECTION DAY
PROVISIONAL
Total
0341 GROVERS
EARLY VOTE
ELECTION DAY
PROVISIONAL
Total
0347 HALL
EARLY VOTE
ELECTION DAY
PROVISIONAL
Total
0360 HAYDEN HIGH
EARLY VOTE
ELECTION DAY
PROVISIONAL
Total
0363 HERMOSA
EARLY VOTE
ELECTION DAY
PROVISIONAL
Total
0366 HIBISCUS
EARLY VOTE
ELECTION DAY
PROVISIONAL
Total
0368 HIDALGO
EARLY VOTE
ELECTION DAY
PROVISIONAL
Total

Registered
Voters

2,921
2,921
2,921
2,921

1,835
1,835
1,835
1,835

2,404
2,404
2,404
2,404

2,543
2,543
2,543
2,543

4,195
4,195
4,195
4,195

921
921
921
921

4,353
4,353
4,353
4,353

Cards Cast

1,110
180

1,294

713
201

918
1,682
209
10

1,901

659
134

795
1,510
298
10

1,818

575
86

661

1,730
343

2,079

Voters Cast

1,110
180

1,294

713
201

918
1,682
209
10

1,901

659
134

795
1,510
298
10

1,818

575
86

661

1,730
343

2,079

% Turnout

38.00%
6.16%
0.14%

44.30%

38.86%
10.95%

0.22%
50.03%

69.97%
8.69%
0.42%

79.08%

25.91%
5.27%
0.08%

31.26%

36.00%
7.10%
0.24%

43.34%

62.43%
9.34%
0.00%

71.77%

39.74%
7.88%
0.14%

47.76%
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0372 HILLERY
EARLY VOTE
ELECTION DAY
PROVISIONAL
Total
0373 HILLVIEW
EARLY VOTE
ELECTION DAY
PROVISIONAL
Total
0374 HILTON
EARLY VOTE
ELECTION DAY
PROVISIONAL
Total
0379 HOLLY
EARLY VOTE
ELECTION DAY
PROVISIONAL
Total
0381 HOLMES
EARLY VOTE
ELECTION DAY
PROVISIONAL
Total
0385 HOPI
EARLY VOTE
ELECTION DAY
PROVISIONAL
Total
0386 HORIZON
EARLY VOTE
ELECTION DAY
PROVISIONAL
Total

Registered
Voters

1,464
1,464
1,464
1,464

3,228
3,228
3,228
3,228

1,030
1,030
1,030
1,030

916
916
916
916

3,830
3,830
3,830
3,830

2,665
2,665
2,665
2,665

4,866
4,866
4,866
4,866

Cards Cast

1,028
138

1,166

2,137
346

2,485

381
87

473

383
52

435
1,089
237
10

1,336

1,751
337

2,090

3,109
580

3,694

Voters Cast

1,028
138

1,166

2,137
346

2,485

381
87

473

383
52

435
1,089
237
10

1,336

1,751
337

2,090

3,109
580

3,694

% Turnout

70.22%
9.43%
0.00%

79.64%

66.20%
10.72%

0.06%
76.98%

36.99%
8.45%
0.49%

45.92%

41.81%
5.68%
0.00%

47.49%

28.43%
6.19%
0.26%

34.88%

65.70%
12.65%

0.08%
78.42%

63.89%
11.92%

0.10%
75.91%
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0397 ISAAC
EARLY VOTE
ELECTION DAY
PROVISIONAL
Total
0399 JACKRABBIT
EARLY VOTE
ELECTION DAY
PROVISIONAL
Total
0400 JANICE
EARLY VOTE
ELECTION DAY
PROVISIONAL
Total
0413 JUSTINE
EARLY VOTE
ELECTION DAY
PROVISIONAL
Total
0414 KACHINA
EARLY VOTE
ELECTION DAY
PROVISIONAL
Total
0415 KAIBAB
EARLY VOTE
ELECTION DAY
PROVISIONAL
Total
0424 KOKOPELLI
EARLY VOTE
ELECTION DAY
PROVISIONAL
Total

Registered
Voters

1,434
1,434
1,434
1,434

3,374
3,374
3,374
3,374

2,368
2,368
2,368
2,368

2,767
2,767
2,767
2,767

3,161
3,161
3,161
3,161

702
702
702
702

4,737
4,737
4,737
4,737

Cards Cast

394
96

491

2,111
361

2,474

1,232
278

1,514

1,923
260

2,184

1,991
358

2,353

504
64

569

2,541
436

2,985

Voters Cast

394
96

491

2,111
361

2,474

1,232
278

1,514

1,923
260

2,184

1,991
358

2,353

504
64

569

2,541
436

2,985

% Turnout

27.48%
6.69%
0.07%

34.24%

62.57%
10.70%

0.06%
73.33%

52.03%
11.74%

0.17%
63.94%

69.50%
9.40%
0.04%

78.93%

62.99%
11.33%

0.13%
74.44%

71.79%
9.12%
0.14%

81.05%

53.64%
9.20%
0.17%

63.01%
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0430 LAKEWOOD
EARLY VOTE
ELECTION DAY
PROVISIONAL
Total
0431 LAMAR
EARLY VOTE
ELECTION DAY
PROVISIONAL
Total
0439 LASSEN
EARLY VOTE
ELECTION DAY
PROVISIONAL
Total
0442 LAVEEN MEADOWS
EARLY VOTE
ELECTION DAY
PROVISIONAL
Total
0447 LEWIS
EARLY VOTE
ELECTION DAY
PROVISIONAL
Total
0453 LIONS
EARLY VOTE
ELECTION DAY
PROVISIONAL
Total
0457 LOLA
EARLY VOTE
ELECTION DAY
PROVISIONAL
Total

Registered
Voters

3,987
3,987
3,987
3,987

1,700
1,700
1,700
1,700

3,567
3,567
3,567
3,567

2,487
2,487
2,487
2,487

1,376
1,376
1,376
1,376

867
867
867
867

2,992
2,992
2,992
2,992

Cards Cast

2,565
430

2,997

1,124
193

1,321

1,347
213

1,565

994
194

1,196

512
87

600

645
79

724

1,671
332

2,010

Voters Cast

2,565
430

2,997

1,124
193

1,321

1,347
213

1,565

994
194

1,196

512
87

600

645
79

724

1,671
332

2,010

% Turnout

64.33%
10.79%

0.05%
75.17%

66.12%
11.35%

0.24%
77.71%

37.76%
5.97%
0.14%

43.87%

39.97%
7.80%
0.32%

48.09%

37.21%
6.32%
0.07%

43.60%

74.39%
9.11%
0.00%

83.51%

55.85%
11.10%

0.23%
67.18%
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0458 LOMA LINDA
EARLY VOTE
ELECTION DAY
PROVISIONAL
Total
0461 LONE MOUNTAIN
EARLY VOTE
ELECTION DAY
PROVISIONAL
Total
0467 LOOKOUT RIDGE
EARLY VOTE
ELECTION DAY
PROVISIONAL
Total
0470 LOS OLIVOS
EARLY VOTE
ELECTION DAY
PROVISIONAL
Total
0471 LOWELL
EARLY VOTE
ELECTION DAY
PROVISIONAL
Total
0473 LUKE
EARLY VOTE
ELECTION DAY
PROVISIONAL
Total
0476 LYNWOOD
EARLY VOTE
ELECTION DAY
PROVISIONAL
Total

Registered
Voters

2,529
2,529
2,529
2,529

777
777
777
777

2,722
2,722
2,722
2,722

1,062
1,062
1,062
1,062

1,072
1,072
1,072
1,072

1,975
1,975
1,975
1,975

2,478
2,478
2,478
2,478

Cards Cast

1,313
211

1,526

599
70

669

1,893
268

2,163

568
117

685

306
46

358

877
174

1,056

776
168

945

Voters Cast

1,313
211

1,526

599
70

669

1,893
268

2,163

568
117

685

306
46

358

877
174

1,056

776
168

945

% Turnout

51.92%
8.34%
0.08%

60.34%

77.09%
9.01%
0.00%

86.10%

69.54%
9.85%
0.07%

79.46%

53.48%
11.02%

0.00%
64.50%

28.54%
4.29%
0.56%

33.40%

44.41%
8.81%
0.25%

53.47%

31.32%
6.78%
0.04%

38.14%
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0477 MADISON
EARLY VOTE
ELECTION DAY
PROVISIONAL
Total
0478 MADISON HEIGHTS
EARLY VOTE
ELECTION DAY
PROVISIONAL
Total
0479 MADISON PARK
EARLY VOTE
ELECTION DAY
PROVISIONAL
Total
0480 MADRID
EARLY VOTE
ELECTION DAY
PROVISIONAL
Total
0482 MAGIC STONE
EARLY VOTE
ELECTION DAY
PROVISIONAL
Total
0487 MARBLE CREEK
EARLY VOTE
ELECTION DAY
PROVISIONAL
Total
0492 MARIVUE
EARLY VOTE
ELECTION DAY
PROVISIONAL
Total

Registered
Voters

983
983
983
983

1,904
1,904
1,904
1,904

3,890
3,890
3,890
3,890

2,948
2,948
2,948
2,948

5,345
5,345
5,345
5,345

310
310
310
310

4,026
4,026
4,026
4,026

Cards Cast

619
104

728

1,447
139

1,588
2,082
385
10

2,477

848
142

998

3,175
562

3,743

59
14

75

1,200
230

1,439

Voters Cast

619
104

728

1,447
139

1,588
2,082
385
10

2,477

848
142

998

3,175
562

3,743

59
14

75

1,200
230

1,439

% Turnout

62.97%
10.58%

0.51%
74.06%

76.00%
7.30%
0.11%

83.40%

53.52%
9.90%
0.26%

63.68%

28.77%
4.82%
0.27%

33.85%

59.40%
10.51%

0.11%
70.03%

19.03%
4.52%
0.65%

24.19%

29.81%
5.71%
0.22%

35.74%
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0499 MAYFLOWER
EARLY VOTE
ELECTION DAY
PROVISIONAL
Total
0503 MCDOWELL
EARLY VOTE
ELECTION DAY
PROVISIONAL
Total
0507 MEADOWBROOK
EARLY VOTE
ELECTION DAY
PROVISIONAL
Total
0528 MONROE
EARLY VOTE
ELECTION DAY
PROVISIONAL
Total
0536 MOUNTAIN GATE
EARLY VOTE
ELECTION DAY
PROVISIONAL
Total
0540 MOYA
EARLY VOTE
ELECTION DAY
PROVISIONAL
Total
0550 NORTERRA
EARLY VOTE
ELECTION DAY
PROVISIONAL
Total

Registered
Voters

3,859
3,859
3,859
3,859

1,684
1,684
1,684
1,684

570
570
570
570

1,641
1,641
1,641
1,641

2,949
2,949
2,949
2,949

817
817
817
817

4,147
4,147
4,147
4,147

Cards Cast

2,129
420
12
2,561

1,015
139

1,156

258
77

338

704
146

851

1,830
296

2,127

187
47

234

2,487
450

2,940

Voters Cast

2,129
420
12
2,561

1,015
139

1,156

258
77

338

704
146

851

1,830
296

2,127

187
47

234

2,487
450

2,940

% Turnout

55.17%
10.88%

0.31%
66.36%

60.27%
8.25%
0.12%

68.65%

45.26%
13.51%

0.53%
59.30%

42.90%
8.90%
0.06%

51.86%

62.05%
10.04%

0.03%
72.13%

22.89%
5.75%
0.00%

28.64%

59.97%
10.85%

0.07%
70.89%
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Precinct

0552 NORTH HIGH

0555 NVP 1

0563 NVP 17

0567 NVP 20

0570 NVP 23

0573 NVP 5

0574 NVP 6

EARLY VOTE
ELECTION DAY
PROVISIONAL
Total

EARLY VOTE
ELECTION DAY
PROVISIONAL
Total

EARLY VOTE
ELECTION DAY
PROVISIONAL
Total

EARLY VOTE
ELECTION DAY
PROVISIONAL
Total

EARLY VOTE
ELECTION DAY
PROVISIONAL
Total

EARLY VOTE
ELECTION DAY
PROVISIONAL
Total

EARLY VOTE
ELECTION DAY
PROVISIONAL
Total

Registered
Voters

2,731
2,731
2,731
2,731

o O o o o O o o

o O o o

o O o o o O o o

o O O o

Cards Cast

1,794
223

2,020

o O o o o O o o

o O o o

o O o o o O o o

o O O o

Voters Cast

1,794
223

3
2,020

o O o o o O o o

o O o o

o O o o o O o o

o O O o

% Turnout

65.69%
8.17%
0.11%

73.97%

N/A
N/A
N/A
N/A

N/A
N/A
N/A
N/A

N/A
N/A
N/A
N/A

N/A
N/A
N/A
N/A

N/A
N/A
N/A
N/A

N/A
N/A
N/A
N/A
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0575 NVP 7
EARLY VOTE
ELECTION DAY
PROVISIONAL
Total
0576 NVP 8
EARLY VOTE
ELECTION DAY
PROVISIONAL
Total
0581 OAKTREE
EARLY VOTE
ELECTION DAY
PROVISIONAL
Total
0587 OLNEY
EARLY VOTE
ELECTION DAY
PROVISIONAL
Total
0590 ORANGE TREE
EARLY VOTE
ELECTION DAY
PROVISIONAL
Total
0594 OREGON
EARLY VOTE
ELECTION DAY
PROVISIONAL
Total
0601 PALM
EARLY VOTE
ELECTION DAY
PROVISIONAL
Total

Registered
Voters

o O o o

o O o o

3,211
3,211
3,211
3,211

859
859
859
859

1,333
1,333
1,333
1,333

2,968
2,968
2,968
2,968

660
660
660
660

Cards Cast

o O o o

o O o o

2,174
330

2,507

435
98

535

876
142

1,018

1,692

257

11

1,960

302
51

356

Voters Cast

o O o o

o O o o

2,174
330

2,507

435
98

535

876
142

1,018
1,692
257
11

1,960

302
51

356

% Turnout

N/A
N/A
N/A
N/A

N/A
N/A
N/A
N/A

67.70%
10.28%

0.09%
78.08%

50.64%
11.41%

0.23%
62.28%

65.72%
10.65%

0.00%
76.37%

57.01%
8.66%
0.37%

66.04%

45.76%
7.73%
0.45%

53.94%
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0608 PALMDALE
EARLY VOTE
ELECTION DAY
PROVISIONAL
Total
0613 PALOMINO
EARLY VOTE
ELECTION DAY
PROVISIONAL
Total
0614 PAPAGO PARK
EARLY VOTE
ELECTION DAY
PROVISIONAL
Total
0615 PARADA
EARLY VOTE
ELECTION DAY
PROVISIONAL
Total
0617 PARADISE PARK
EARLY VOTE
ELECTION DAY
PROVISIONAL
Total
0618 PARK CENTRAL
EARLY VOTE
ELECTION DAY
PROVISIONAL
Total
0635 PERRY PARK
EARLY VOTE
ELECTION DAY
PROVISIONAL
Total

Registered
Voters

2,974
2,974
2,974
2,974

4,040
4,040
4,040
4,040

1,779
1,779
1,779
1,779

2,499
2,499
2,499
2,499

2,564
2,564
2,564
2,564

5,143
5,143
5,143
5,143

669
669
669
669

Cards Cast

922
220

1,145

1,685
360

2,054

705
181

888

1,305
220

1,534

1,310
336

1,651
3,000
470
11

3,481

261
64

326

Voters Cast

922
220

1,145

1,685
360

2,054

705
181

888

1,305
220

1,534

1,310
336

1,651
3,000
470
11

3,481

261
64

326

% Turnout

31.00%
7.40%
0.10%

38.50%

41.71%
8.91%
0.22%

50.84%

39.63%
10.17%

0.11%
49.92%

52.22%
8.80%
0.36%

61.38%

51.09%
13.10%

0.20%
64.39%

58.33%
9.14%
0.21%

67.68%

39.01%
9.57%
0.15%

48.73%
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0638 PICADILLY
EARLY VOTE
ELECTION DAY
PROVISIONAL
Total
0639 PIERCE
EARLY VOTE
ELECTION DAY
PROVISIONAL
Total
0641 PILLAR
EARLY VOTE
ELECTION DAY
PROVISIONAL
Total
0647 PINTO
EARLY VOTE
ELECTION DAY
PROVISIONAL
Total
0653 POLK
EARLY VOTE
ELECTION DAY
PROVISIONAL
Total
0664 PUEBLO GRANDE
EARLY VOTE
ELECTION DAY
PROVISIONAL
Total
0667 QUAIL RUN
EARLY VOTE
ELECTION DAY
PROVISIONAL
Total

Registered
Voters

2,309
2,309
2,309
2,309

2,132
2,132
2,132
2,132

3,096
3,096
3,096
3,096

3,283
3,283
3,283
3,283

224
224
224
224

1,486
1,486
1,486
1,486

3,202
3,202
3,202
3,202

Cards Cast

1,478
234

1,715
1,016
204
10

1,230

1,408
472

1,885

2,360
268

2,630

111
26

138

448
102

553

2,053
286

2,341

Voters Cast

1,478
234

1,715
1,016
204
10

1,230

1,408
472

1,885

2,360
268

2,630

111
26

138

448
102

553

2,053
286

2,341

% Turnout

64.01%
10.13%

0.13%
74.27%

47.65%
9.57%
0.47%

57.69%

45.48%
15.25%

0.16%
60.89%

71.89%
8.16%
0.06%

80.11%

49.55%
11.61%

0.45%
61.61%

30.15%
6.86%
0.20%

37.21%

64.12%
8.93%
0.06%

73.11%
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0672 RANCHO
EARLY VOTE
ELECTION DAY
PROVISIONAL
Total
0674 RANCHO PALOMA
EARLY VOTE
ELECTION DAY
PROVISIONAL
Total
0684 RESERVE
EARLY VOTE
ELECTION DAY
PROVISIONAL
Total
0700 ROCKLEDGE
EARLY VOTE
ELECTION DAY
PROVISIONAL
Total
0701 ROCKWOOD
EARLY VOTE
ELECTION DAY
PROVISIONAL
Total
0702 ROESER
EARLY VOTE
ELECTION DAY
PROVISIONAL
Total
0710 ROVEY
EARLY VOTE
ELECTION DAY
PROVISIONAL
Total

Registered
Voters

2,396
2,396
2,396
2,396

2,695
2,695
2,695
2,695

1,460
1,460
1,460
1,460

3,929
3,929
3,929
3,929

1,418
1,418
1,418
1,418

4,778
4,778
4,778
4,778

1,721
1,721
1,721
1,721

Cards Cast

1,596
201

1,798

1,819
365

2,186

927
165

1,092

2,664
401

3,069

696
194

892

1,899
304

2,207

1,103
185

1,290

Voters Cast

1,596
201

1,798

1,819
365

2,186

927
165

1,092

2,664
401

3,069

696
194

892

1,899
304

2,207

1,103
185

1,290

% Turnout

66.61%
8.39%
0.04%

75.04%

67.50%
13.54%

0.07%
81.11%

63.49%
11.30%

0.00%
74.79%

67.80%
10.21%

0.10%
78.11%

49.08%
13.68%

0.14%
62.91%

39.74%
6.36%
0.08%

46.19%

64.09%
10.75%

0.12%
74.96%
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0712 RUBY
EARLY VOTE
ELECTION DAY
PROVISIONAL
Total
0729 SANDIA
EARLY VOTE
ELECTION DAY
PROVISIONAL
Total
0730 SANDPIPER
EARLY VOTE
ELECTION DAY
PROVISIONAL
Total
0755 SIERRA PASS
EARLY VOTE
ELECTION DAY
PROVISIONAL
Total
0757 SIERRA VISTA
EARLY VOTE
ELECTION DAY
PROVISIONAL
Total
0758 SIESTA
EARLY VOTE
ELECTION DAY
PROVISIONAL
Total
0761 SILVERADO
EARLY VOTE
ELECTION DAY
PROVISIONAL
Total

Registered
Voters

3,533
3,533
3,533
3,533

2,826
2,826
2,826
2,826

2,595
2,595
2,595
2,595

4,704
4,704
4,704
4,704

2,946
2,946
2,946
2,946

1,482
1,482
1,482
1,482

4,891
4,891
4,891
4,891

Cards Cast

1,917
352

2,272

1,827
259

2,088

1,642
327

1,969

3,215
421

3,641

1,271
216

1,493

845
168

1,014

2,002
370
15
2,387

Voters Cast

1,917
352

2,272

1,827
259

2,088

1,642
327

1,969

3,215
421

3,641

1,271
216

1,493

845
168

1,014

2,002
370
15
2,387

% Turnout

54.26%
9.96%
0.08%

64.31%

64.65%
9.16%
0.07%

73.89%

63.28%
12.60%

0.00%
75.88%

68.35%
8.95%
0.11%

77.40%

43.14%
7.33%
0.20%

50.68%

57.02%
11.34%

0.07%
68.42%

40.93%
7.56%
0.31%

48.80%
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0762 SIMIS
EARLY VOTE
ELECTION DAY
PROVISIONAL
Total
0765 SLEEPY RANCH
EARLY VOTE
ELECTION DAY
PROVISIONAL
Total
0766 SOLANO
EARLY VOTE
ELECTION DAY
PROVISIONAL
Total
0767 SOLCITO
EARLY VOTE
ELECTION DAY
PROVISIONAL
Total
0771 SOUTH MTN HIGH
EARLY VOTE
ELECTION DAY
PROVISIONAL
Total
0772 SOUTH MTN PARK
EARLY VOTE
ELECTION DAY
PROVISIONAL
Total

0773 SOUTH MTN PARK
EAST

EARLY VOTE
ELECTION DAY
PROVISIONAL
Total

Registered
Voters

3,328
3,328
3,328
3,328

2,884
2,884
2,884
2,884

1,419
1,419
1,419
1,419

1,328
1,328
1,328
1,328

2,738
2,738
2,738
2,738

292
292
292
292

o O o o

Cards Cast

2,265
284

2,554

1,754
317

2,073

986
118

1,104

970
134

1,105
911
165

14

1,090

199
32

231

o O o o

Voters Cast

2,265
284

2,554

1,754
317

2,073

986
118

1,104

970
134

1,105
911
165

14

1,090

199
32

231

o O o o

% Turnout

68.06%
8.53%
0.15%

76.74%

60.82%
10.99%

0.07%
71.88%

69.49%
8.32%
0.00%

77.80%

73.04%
10.09%

0.08%
83.21%

33.27%
6.03%
0.51%

39.81%

68.15%
10.96%

0.00%
79.11%

N/A
N/A
N/A
N/A
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0774 SOUTH MTN PARK NE
EARLY VOTE
ELECTION DAY
PROVISIONAL
Total

0775 SOUTH MTN PARK SE
EARLY VOTE
ELECTION DAY
PROVISIONAL
Total

0776 SOUTH MTN PARK
SOUTH

EARLY VOTE
ELECTION DAY
PROVISIONAL
Total
0777 SOUTH MTN PARK SW
EARLY VOTE
ELECTION DAY
PROVISIONAL
Total
0778 SOUTHERN
EARLY VOTE
ELECTION DAY
PROVISIONAL
Total
0785 ST FRANCIS
EARLY VOTE
ELECTION DAY
PROVISIONAL
Total
0794 SUMMERSIDE
EARLY VOTE
ELECTION DAY
PROVISIONAL
Total

Registered
Voters

o O o o

o O o o

o O o o

o O o o

o O o o

1,834
1,834
1,834
1,834

1,821
1,821
1,821
1,821

Cards Cast

o O o o

o O o o

o O o o

o O o o

o O o o

990
208
2
1,200

1,016
192
7
1,215

Voters Cast

o O o o

o O o o

o O o o

o O o o

o O O o

990
208

1,200

1,016
192

1,215

% Turnout

N/A
N/A
N/A
N/A

N/A
N/A
N/A
N/A

N/A
N/A
N/A
N/A

N/A
N/A
N/A
N/A

N/A
N/A
N/A
N/A

53.98%
11.34%

0.11%
65.43%

55.79%
10.54%

0.38%
66.72%
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0812 SUNNYSIDE
EARLY VOTE
ELECTION DAY
PROVISIONAL
Total
0828 TATUM
EARLY VOTE
ELECTION DAY
PROVISIONAL
Total
0830 TESSERA
EARLY VOTE
ELECTION DAY
PROVISIONAL
Total
0831 THOMAS
EARLY VOTE
ELECTION DAY
PROVISIONAL
Total
0832 THUNDERHILL
EARLY VOTE
ELECTION DAY
PROVISIONAL
Total
0841 TOPEKA
EARLY VOTE
ELECTION DAY
PROVISIONAL
Total
0847 TRAMONTO
EARLY VOTE
ELECTION DAY
PROVISIONAL
Total

Registered
Voters

1,183
1,183
1,183
1,183

3,175
3,175
3,175
3,175

729
729
729
729

824
824
824
824

3,645
3,645
3,645
3,645

1,789
1,789
1,789
1,789

3,739
3,739
3,739
3,739

Cards Cast

749
128

878

2,120
360

2,482

285
95

388

497
92

589

2,379
402

2,781

1,128
162

1,291

2,094
465

2,561

Voters Cast

749
128

878

2,120
360

2,482

285
95

388

497
92

589

2,379
402

2,781

1,128
162

1,291

2,094
465

2,561

% Turnout

63.31%
10.82%

0.08%
74.22%

66.77%
11.34%

0.06%
78.17%

39.09%
13.03%

1.10%
53.22%

60.32%
11.17%

0.00%
71.48%

65.27%
11.03%

0.00%
76.30%

63.05%
9.06%
0.06%

72.16%

56.00%
12.44%

0.05%
68.49%
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0856 TURNEY
EARLY VOTE
ELECTION DAY
PROVISIONAL
Total
0860 UNO
EARLY VOTE
ELECTION DAY
PROVISIONAL
Total
0864 VAN BUREN
EARLY VOTE
ELECTION DAY
PROVISIONAL
Total
0874 VILLA RITA
EARLY VOTE
ELECTION DAY
PROVISIONAL
Total
0875 VINEYARD
EARLY VOTE
ELECTION DAY
PROVISIONAL
Total
0896 WESTERN STAR
EARLY VOTE
ELECTION DAY
PROVISIONAL
Total
0899 WESTWARD HO
EARLY VOTE
ELECTION DAY
PROVISIONAL
Total

Registered
Voters

3,895
3,895
3,895
3,895

o O o o

576
576
576
576

2,227
2,227
2,227
2,227

3,416
3,416
3,416
3,416

3,064
3,064
3,064
3,064

2,075
2,075
2,075
2,075

Cards Cast

2,232
459
10
2,701

o O o o

158
25

184

1,288
248

1,540

1,751
284

2,041

1,825
288

2,116

975
274

1,252

Voters Cast

2,232
459
10
2,701

o O o o

158
25

184

1,288
248

1,540

1,751
284

2,041

1,825
288

2,116

975
274

1,252

% Turnout

57.30%
11.78%

0.26%
69.35%

N/A
N/A
N/A
N/A

27.43%
4.34%
0.17%

31.94%

57.84%
11.14%

0.18%
69.15%

51.26%
8.31%
0.18%

59.75%

59.56%
9.40%
0.10%

69.06%

46.99%
13.20%

0.14%
60.34%
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0905 WHITTIER
EARLY VOTE
ELECTION DAY
PROVISIONAL
Total
0912 WIKIEUP
EARLY VOTE
ELECTION DAY
PROVISIONAL
Total
0913 WILDER
EARLY VOTE
ELECTION DAY
PROVISIONAL
Total
0915 WILDWOOD
EARLY VOTE
ELECTION DAY
PROVISIONAL
Total
0920 WILSHIRE
EARLY VOTE
ELECTION DAY
PROVISIONAL
Total
0921 WINDMERE
EARLY VOTE
ELECTION DAY
PROVISIONAL
Total
0928 XAVIER
EARLY VOTE
ELECTION DAY
PROVISIONAL
Total

Registered
Voters

1,638
1,638
1,638
1,638

1,706
1,706
1,706
1,706

3,140
3,140
3,140
3,140

2,325
2,325
2,325
2,325

2,155
2,155
2,155
2,155

4,338
4,338
4,338
4,338

2,500
2,500
2,500
2,500

Cards Cast

868
98

967

876
253

1,132

2,326
262

2,592

1,456
253

1,713

1,616
156

1,773

2,279
456

2,737

1,201
333

1,536

Voters Cast

868
98

967

876
253

1,132

2,326
262

2,592

1,456
253

1,713

1,616
156

1,773

2,279
456

2,737

1,201
333

1,536

% Turnout

52.99%
5.98%
0.06%

59.04%

51.35%
14.83%

0.18%
66.35%

74.08%
8.34%
0.13%

82.55%

62.62%
10.88%

0.17%
73.68%

74.99%
7.24%
0.05%

82.27%

52.54%
10.51%

0.05%
63.09%

48.04%
13.32%

0.08%
61.44%
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0929 YALE
EARLY VOTE
ELECTION DAY
PROVISIONAL
Total
Election Wide - Total
County - Total
EARLY VOTE
ELECTION DAY
PROVISIONAL

Registered
Voters

1,676
1,676
1,676
1,676
414,174
414,174
414,174
414,174
414,174

Cards Cast

719

162

2

883
266,674
266,674
226,640
39,447
587

Voters Cast

719

162

2

883
266,674
266,674
226,640
39,447
587

% Turnout

42.90%
9.67%
0.12%

52.68%

64.39%

64.39%

54.72%
9.52%
0.14%
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Phoenix Dist 2-Councilmember (Vote for 1)

Precinct
County
Election Wide
0023 ANNETTE
EARLY VOTE
ELECTION DAY
PROVISIONAL
Total
0039 ASTER
EARLY VOTE
ELECTION DAY
PROVISIONAL
Total
0043 AVIANO
EARLY VOTE
ELECTION DAY
PROVISIONAL
Total
0070 BLUEFIELD
EARLY VOTE
ELECTION DAY
PROVISIONAL
Total
0075 BOULDER MOUNTAIN
EARLY VOTE
ELECTION DAY
PROVISIONAL
Total

Times Cast

1,869
318

2,189

1,425
279

1,706

2,641
365

3,007

877
209

1,088

2,145
362

2,508

Registered
Voters

3,246
3,246
3,246
3,246

2,153
2,153
2,153
2,153

3,983
3,983
3,983
3,983

1,660
1,660
1,660
1,660

2,972
2,972
2,972
2,972

Undervotes

529
121

652

463
86

549

868
133

1,002

215
66

282

658
127

786

Overvotes

Precinct
County
Election Wide
0023 ANNETTE
EARLY VOTE
ELECTION DAY
PROVISIONAL
Total
0039 ASTER
EARLY VOTE
ELECTION DAY
PROVISIONAL
Total
0043 AVIANO
EARLY VOTE
ELECTION DAY
PROVISIONAL
Total
0070 BLUEFIELD
EARLY VOTE
ELECTION DAY
PROVISIONAL
Total
0075 BOULDER MOUNTAIN
EARLY VOTE
ELECTION DAY
PROVISIONAL
Total
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EVANS, MATT
(NON)

222
37

259

125
29

154

248
56

304

114
31

146

169
30

199

16.89%
18.97%

17.16%

13.26%
15.34%

0.00%
13.58%

14.20%
24.67%

15.41%

17.70%

22.46%

100.00%

18.65%

11.61%
12.93%

11.79%

NIELSON, HELI
(NON)

451
38

489

270
24

295

576
30

606

208
27

235

471
21

492

34.32%
19.49%

32.41%

28.63%
12.70%
50.00%
26.01%

32.99%
13.22%

30.71%

32.30%

19.57%

0.00%

30.01%

32.35%
9.05%

29.15%
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= "
- (0]
Z 2 5 s
Precinct <;( 2 § g
County
Election Wide
0023 ANNETTE
EARLY VOTE 640 48.71% 1 0.08% 1,314
ELECTION DAY 118  60.51% 2 1.03% 195
PROVISIONAL 0 0 0
Total 758 50.23% 3 020% 1,509
0039 ASTER
EARLY VOTE 543  57.58% 5 0.53% 943
ELECTION DAY 134 70.90% 2 1.06% 189
PROVISIONAL 1 50.00% 0 0.00% 2
Total 678 59.79% 7 0.62% 1,134
0043 AVIANO
EARLY VOTE 922 52.81% 0 0.00% 1,746
ELECTION DAY 140 61.67% 1 0.44% 227
PROVISIONAL 0 0 0
Total 1,062 53.83% 1 0.05% 1,973
0070 BLUEFIELD
EARLY VOTE 317 49.22% 5 078% 644
ELECTION DAY 79 57.25% 1 0.72% 138
PROVISIONAL 0 0.00% 0 0.00% 1
Total 396 50.57% 6 077% 783
0075 BOULDER MOUNTAIN
EARLY VOTE 814 5591% 2 0.14% 1,456
ELECTION DAY 181  78.02% 0 0.00% 232
PROVISIONAL 0 0 0
Total 995 58.95% 2 0.12% 1,688
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Precinct
0082 BUFFALO RIDGE
EARLY VOTE
ELECTION DAY
PROVISIONAL
Total

0115 CAVE BUTTES
EARLY VOTE
ELECTION DAY
PROVISIONAL
Total
0130 CIELO GRANDE
EARLY VOTE
ELECTION DAY
PROVISIONAL
Total
0136 CLEARVIEW
EARLY VOTE
ELECTION DAY
PROVISIONAL
Total
0157 CONTENTION MINE
EARLY VOTE
ELECTION DAY
PROVISIONAL
Total
0158 COPPER
EARLY VOTE
ELECTION DAY
PROVISIONAL
Total

Times Cast

1,349
270

1,624

1,463
300

1,767

2,222
332

2,559

840
154

994

1,778
291

2,074

Registered
Voters

w
[+3
~
[iS)

3,842
3,842
3,842

2,247
2,247
2,247
2,247

2,743
2,743
2,743
2,743

3,382
3,382
3,382
3,382

1,597
1,597
1,597
1,597

2,652
2,652
2,652
2,652

Undervotes

668
161

830

466
93

562

447
120

570

704
137

845

236
58

294

537
106

645

Overvotes

Precinct
0082 BUFFALO RIDGE
EARLY VOTE
ELECTION DAY
PROVISIONAL
Total

0115 CAVE BUTTES
EARLY VOTE
ELECTION DAY
PROVISIONAL
Total
0130 CIELO GRANDE
EARLY VOTE
ELECTION DAY
PROVISIONAL
Total
0136 CLEARVIEW
EARLY VOTE
ELECTION DAY
PROVISIONAL
Total
0157 CONTENTION MINE
EARLY VOTE
ELECTION DAY
PROVISIONAL
Total
0158 COPPER
EARLY VOTE
ELECTION DAY
PROVISIONAL
Total
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EVANS, MATT
(NON)

268
49

317

129
32

161

202
31

234

266
41

307

131
19

150

201
42

244

18.14%
19.84%

0.00%
18.38%

14.78%
18.71%

0.00%
15.39%

20.30%
17.32%
100.00%
19.91%

17.79%
21.47%

0.00%
18.20%

22.39%
20.00%

22.06%

16.58%
23.08%
33.33%
17.47%

NIELSON, HELI
(NON)

464
45

510

265
17

283

321
35

356

482
28

510

168
17

185

369
26

396

31.42%
18.22%
100.00%
29.57%

30.36%

9.94%
50.00%
27.06%

32.26%
19.55%

0.00%
30.30%

32.24%
14.66%

0.00%
30.23%

28.72%
17.89%

27.21%

30.45%
14.29%
33.33%
28.35%
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Precinct <§( 2 g g
0082 BUFFALO RIDGE
EARLY VOTE 741 50.17% 4 0.27% 1,477
ELECTION DAY 153 61.94% 0 0.00% 247
PROVISIONAL 0 0.00% 0 0.00% 1
Total 894 51.83% 4  0.23% 1,725
0115 CAVE BUTTES
EARLY VOTE 477 54.64% 2 023% 873
ELECTION DAY 122 71.35% 0 0.00% 171
PROVISIONAL 1 50.00% 0 0.00% 2
Total 600 57.36% 2 0.19% 1,046
0130 CIELO GRANDE
EARLY VOTE 471 47.34% 1 0.10% 995
ELECTION DAY 111 62.01% 2 1.12% 179
PROVISIONAL 0 0.00% 0 0.00% 1
Total 582 49.53% 3 026% 1,175
0136 CLEARVIEW
EARLY VOTE 745  49.83% 2 0.13% 1,495
ELECTION DAY 121 63.35% 1 0.52% 191
PROVISIONAL 1 100.00% 0 0.00% 1
Total 867 51.39% 3 0.18% 1,687
0157 CONTENTION MINE
EARLY VOTE 285  48.72% 1 0.17% 585
ELECTION DAY 58 61.05% 1 1.05% 95
PROVISIONAL 0 0 0
Total 343 50.44% 2 029% 680
0158 COPPER
EARLY VOTE 642 52.97% 0 0.00% 1,212
ELECTION DAY 112 61.54% 2 1.10% 182
PROVISIONAL 0 0.00% 1 3333% 3
Total 754 53.97% 3 021% 1,397
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Precinct
0178 COYOTE BASIN
EARLY VOTE
ELECTION DAY
PROVISIONAL
Total

0201 DEER VALLEY
EARLY VOTE
ELECTION DAY
PROVISIONAL
Total
0227 DIXILETA
EARLY VOTE
ELECTION DAY
PROVISIONAL
Total
0234 DOVE VALLEY
EARLY VOTE
ELECTION DAY
PROVISIONAL
Total
0246 DYNAMITE
EARLY VOTE
ELECTION DAY
PROVISIONAL
Total
0269 ESCUDA
EARLY VOTE
ELECTION DAY
PROVISIONAL
Total

Times Cast

1,720
279

2,001

o O O o

4,246
754

5,000

1,379
349

1,731

2,250
420

2,673

704
139

844

Registered
Voters

uS
[e)]
ety
-

2,611
2,611
2,611

© O VU

6,442
6,442
6,442
6,442

2,624
2,624
2,624
2,624

3,393
3,393
3,393
3,393

1,479
1,479
1,479
1,479

Undervotes

o O =

—_

1,196
255

1,451

419
129

551

648
122

772

173
39

212

Overvotes

-
w =

o O O o

43
12

55

Precinct
0178 COYOTE BASIN
EARLY VOTE
ELECTION DAY
PROVISIONAL
Total

0201 DEER VALLEY
EARLY VOTE
ELECTION DAY
PROVISIONAL
Total
0227 DIXILETA
EARLY VOTE
ELECTION DAY
PROVISIONAL
Total
0234 DOVE VALLEY
EARLY VOTE
ELECTION DAY
PROVISIONAL
Total
0246 DYNAMITE
EARLY VOTE
ELECTION DAY
PROVISIONAL
Total
0269 ESCUDA
EARLY VOTE
ELECTION DAY
PROVISIONAL
Total
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EVANS, MATT
(NON)

162
31

193

A O O B»

397
77

474

156
43

199

210
37

248

94
22
0
116

13.95%
16.40%

0.00%
14.29%

80.00%

80.00%

13.20%
15.81%

13.57%

16.56%
20.09%

17.21%

13.31%

12.59%

100.00%

13.24%

18.22%
22.45%

18.89%

NIELSON, HELI
(NON)

480
31

511

976

306
20

326

499
26

525

153
11

164

41.34%
16.40%

0.00%
37.82%

0.00%

0.00%

30.50%
12.11%

27.93%

32.48%
9.35%

28.20%

31.62%

8.84%

0.00%

28.03%

29.65%
11.22%

26.71%
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0178 COYOTE BASIN
EARLY VOTE 517 44.53% 2 0.17% 1,161
ELECTION DAY 126 66.67% 1 0.53% 189
PROVISIONAL 1 100.00% 0 0.00% 1
Total 644  47.67% 3 022% 1,351
0201 DEER VALLEY
EARLY VOTE 1 20.00% 0 0.00% 5
ELECTION DAY 0 0 0
PROVISIONAL 0 0 0
Total 1 20.00% 0 0.00% 5
0227 DIXILETA
EARLY VOTE 1,688 56.14% 5 017% 3,007
ELECTION DAY 348 71.46% 3 0.62% 487
PROVISIONAL 0 0 0
Total 2,036 5827% 8 023% 3,494
0234 DOVE VALLEY
EARLY VOTE 476 50.53% 4  042% 942
ELECTION DAY 150 70.09% 1 0.47% 214
PROVISIONAL 0 0 0
Total 626  54.15% 5 043% 1,156
0246 DYNAMITE
EARLY VOTE 868 55.01% 1 0.06% 1,578
ELECTION DAY 231 7857% 0 0.00% 294
PROVISIONAL 0 0.00% 0 0.00% 1
Total 1,099 58.68% 1 0.05% 1,873
0269 ESCUDA
EARLY VOTE 269  52.13% 0 0.00% 516
ELECTION DAY 64  65.31% 1 1.02% 98
PROVISIONAL 0 0 0
Total 333 54.23% 1 0.16% 614
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Precinct
0273 EVANS
EARLY VOTE
ELECTION DAY
PROVISIONAL
Total
0312 GIDIYUP
EARLY VOTE
ELECTION DAY
PROVISIONAL
Total
0341 GROVERS
EARLY VOTE
ELECTION DAY
PROVISIONAL
Total
0372 HILLERY
EARLY VOTE
ELECTION DAY
PROVISIONAL
Total
0373 HILLVIEW
EARLY VOTE
ELECTION DAY
PROVISIONAL
Total
0386 HORIZON
EARLY VOTE
ELECTION DAY
PROVISIONAL
Total

Times Cast

2,087
495

2,586

713
201

918

1,028
138

1,166

2,137
346

2,485

3,109
580

3,694

Registered
Voters

—_
(92
w
o

1,530
1,530
1,530

4,124
4,124
4,124
4,124

1,835
1,835
1,835
1,835

1,464
1,464
1,464
1,464

3,228
3,228
3,228
3,228

4,866
4,866
4,866
4,866

Undervotes

274

331

624
184

811

186
69

256

295
49

344

565
98

664

1,091
228

1,321

Overvotes

—_
w o

Precinct
0273 EVANS
EARLY VOTE
ELECTION DAY
PROVISIONAL
Total
0312 GIDIYUP
EARLY VOTE
ELECTION DAY
PROVISIONAL
Total
0341 GROVERS
EARLY VOTE
ELECTION DAY
PROVISIONAL
Total
0372 HILLERY
EARLY VOTE
ELECTION DAY
PROVISIONAL
Total
0373 HILLVIEW
EARLY VOTE
ELECTION DAY
PROVISIONAL
Total
0386 HORIZON
EARLY VOTE
ELECTION DAY
PROVISIONAL
Total
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EVANS, MATT
(NON)

124
12

136

276
83

359

111
32

144

112
15

127

227
34

261

289
57

346

16.73%
11.88%

16.15%

19.40%
27.21%

0.00%
20.76%

22.07%
24.81%
33.33%
22.68%

15.64%
17.05%

15.80%

14.64%
14.23%

0.00%
14.57%

14.49%
16.43%

0.00%
14.76%

NIELSON, HELI
(NON)

267
21

288

482
43

525

173
34

209

194

203

434
35

469

584
65

650

36.03%
20.79%

34.20%

33.87%
14.10%

0.00%
30.36%

34.39%
26.36%
66.67%
3291%

27.09%
10.23%

25.25%

27.98%
14.64%

0.00%
26.19%

29.29%
18.73%
33.33%
27.73%
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0273 EVANS
EARLY VOTE 348 46.96% 2 0.27% 741
ELECTION DAY 66 65.35% 2 1.98% 101
PROVISIONAL 0 0 0
Total 414 4917% 4  048% 842
0312 GIDIYUP
EARLY VOTE 660 46.38% 5 035% 1,423
ELECTION DAY 178  58.36% 1 0.33% 305
PROVISIONAL 1 100.00% 0 0.00% 1
Total 839 48.53% 6 035% 1,729
0341 GROVERS
EARLY VOTE 218  43.34% 1 0.20% 503
ELECTION DAY 62 48.06% 1 0.78% 129
PROVISIONAL 0 0.00% 0 0.00% 3
Total 280 44.09% 2 031% 635
0372 HILLERY
EARLY VOTE 405 56.56% 5 070% 716
ELECTION DAY 64  72.73% 0 0.00% 88
PROVISIONAL 0 0 0
Total 469 5833% 5 062% 804
0373 HILLVIEW
EARLY VOTE 883 56.93% 7 0.45% 1,551
ELECTION DAY 170 71.13% 0 0.00% 239
PROVISIONAL 1 100.00% 0 0.00% 1
Total 1,054 58.85% 7  039% 1,791
0386 HORIZON
EARLY VOTE 1,118 56.07% 3 0.15% 1,994
ELECTION DAY 222 63.98% 3 086% 347
PROVISIONAL 2 66.67% 0 0.00% 3
Total 1,342 57.25% 6 0.26% 2,344
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Precinct
0399 JACKRABBIT
EARLY VOTE
ELECTION DAY
PROVISIONAL
Total
0400 JANICE
EARLY VOTE
ELECTION DAY
PROVISIONAL
Total
0413 JUSTINE
EARLY VOTE
ELECTION DAY
PROVISIONAL
Total
0457 LOLA
EARLY VOTE
ELECTION DAY
PROVISIONAL
Total
0461 LONE MOUNTAIN
EARLY VOTE
ELECTION DAY
PROVISIONAL
Total
0536 MOUNTAIN GATE
EARLY VOTE
ELECTION DAY
PROVISIONAL
Total

Times Cast

\S]
Y
-
-

1

w
(o))
ity

2,474

1,232
278

1,514

1,923
260

2,184

1,671
332

2,010

599
70

669

1,830
296

2,127

Registered
Voters

w
w
~
N

3,374
3,374
3,374

2,368
2,368
2,368
2,368

2,767
2,767
2,767
2,767

2,992
2,992
2,992
2,992

777
777
777
777

2,949
2,949
2,949
2,949

Undervotes

606
142

748

352
98

452

533
72

606

471
120

594

228
25

253

585
115

701

Overvotes

N
[\S o]

30

o O O o

30

33

Precinct
0399 JACKRABBIT
EARLY VOTE
ELECTION DAY
PROVISIONAL
Total
0400 JANICE
EARLY VOTE
ELECTION DAY
PROVISIONAL
Total
0413 JUSTINE
EARLY VOTE
ELECTION DAY
PROVISIONAL
Total
0457 LOLA
EARLY VOTE
ELECTION DAY
PROVISIONAL
Total
0461 LONE MOUNTAIN
EARLY VOTE
ELECTION DAY
PROVISIONAL
Total
0536 MOUNTAIN GATE
EARLY VOTE
ELECTION DAY
PROVISIONAL
Total
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EVANS, MATT
(NON)

216
44

260

201
60

261

177
36

213

251
68

323

35

39

235
29

264

14.62%
20.28%

0.00%
15.33%

23.21%
33.52%

0.00%
24.93%

12.98%
19.35%

13.74%

21.31%

33.01%

100.00%

23.27%

9.64%
8.89%

9.56%

19.34%
16.29%

18.95%

NIELSON, HELI
(NON)

442
33

475

327
31

359

383
22

405

381
33

414

132

139

414
13

427

29.93%
15.21%

0.00%
28.01%

37.76%
17.32%
50.00%
34.29%

28.08%
11.83%

26.13%

32.34%

16.02%

0.00%

29.83%

36.36%
15.56%

34.07%

34.07%
7.30%

30.65%
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0399 JACKRABBIT
EARLY VOTE 814 5511% 5 0.34% 1,477
ELECTION DAY 139 64.06% 1 0.46% 217
PROVISIONAL 2 100.00% 0 0.00% 2
Total 955 56.31% 6 035% 1,696
0400 JANICE
EARLY VOTE 338 39.03% 0 0.00% 866
ELECTION DAY 87 48.60% 1 0.56% 179
PROVISIONAL 1 50.00% 0 0.00% 2
Total 426 40.69% 1 0.10% 1,047
0413 JUSTINE
EARLY VOTE 799 58.58% 5 0.37% 1,364
ELECTION DAY 127 68.28% 1 0.54% 186
PROVISIONAL 0 0 0
Total 926  59.74% 6 03% 1,550
0457 LOLA
EARLY VOTE 544 46.18% 2 017% 1,178
ELECTION DAY 101 49.03% 4 1.94% 206
PROVISIONAL 0 0.00% 0 0.00% 4
Total 645  46.47% 6 043% 1,388
0461 LONE MOUNTAIN
EARLY VOTE 194 53.44% 2 0.55% 363
ELECTION DAY 34 75.56% 0 0.00% 45
PROVISIONAL 0 0 0
Total 228 55.88% 2 049% 408
0536 MOUNTAIN GATE
EARLY VOTE 565 46.50% 1 0.08% 1,215
ELECTION DAY 136 76.40% 0 0.00% 178
PROVISIONAL 0 0 0
Total 701 50.32% 1 0.07% 1,393

Page 152





Page: 38 of 100

Precinct
0550 NORTERRA
EARLY VOTE
ELECTION DAY
PROVISIONAL
Total
0567 NVP 20
EARLY VOTE
ELECTION DAY
PROVISIONAL
Total
0570 NVP 23
EARLY VOTE
ELECTION DAY
PROVISIONAL
Total
0590 ORANGE TREE
EARLY VOTE
ELECTION DAY
PROVISIONAL
Total
0613 PALOMINO
EARLY VOTE
ELECTION DAY
PROVISIONAL
Total
0617 PARADISE PARK
EARLY VOTE
ELECTION DAY
PROVISIONAL
Total

Times Cast

2,487
450

2,940

o O o o

o O o o

876
142

1,018

1,685
360

2,054

1,310
336

1,651

Registered

o O o o

o O o o

1,333
1,333
1,333
1,333

4,040
4,040
4,040
4,040

2,564
2,564
2,564
2,564

Undervotes

989

o O o o

o O o o

335
43

378

429
118

549

356
107

467

Overvotes

w
[O2 BN

39

o O O o

o O o o

11

Precinct
0550 NORTERRA
EARLY VOTE
ELECTION DAY
PROVISIONAL
Total
0567 NVP 20
EARLY VOTE
ELECTION DAY
PROVISIONAL
Total
0570 NVP 23
EARLY VOTE
ELECTION DAY
PROVISIONAL
Total
0590 ORANGE TREE
EARLY VOTE
ELECTION DAY
PROVISIONAL
Total
0613 PALOMINO
EARLY VOTE
ELECTION DAY
PROVISIONAL
Total
0617 PARADISE PARK
EARLY VOTE
ELECTION DAY
PROVISIONAL
Total
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EVANS, MATT
(NON)

259
52

312

o O o o

o O o o

72
16

88

322
72

396

192
42

235

15.80%
19.26%
33.33%
16.32%

13.64%
17.02%

14.15%

26.03%
30.13%
33.33%
26.72%

20.32%
18.50%
100.00%
20.03%

NIELSON, HELI
(NON)

540
37

578

o O o o

o O o o

150

155

393
43

437

317
29

346

32.95%
13.70%
33.33%
30.23%

28.41%
5.32%

24.92%

31.77%
17.99%
16.67%
29.49%

33.54%
12.78%

0.00%
29.50%
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0550 NORTERRA
EARLY VOTE 833 50.82% 7  043% 1,639
ELECTION DAY 180 66.67% 1 0.37% 270
PROVISIONAL 1 3333% 0 0.00% 3
Total 1,014 53.03% 8 042% 1,912
0567 NVP 20
EARLY VOTE 0 0 0
ELECTION DAY 0 0 0
PROVISIONAL 0 0 0
Total 0 0 0
0570 NVP 23
EARLY VOTE 0 0 0
ELECTION DAY 0 0 0
PROVISIONAL 0 0 0
Total 0 0 0
0590 ORANGE TREE
EARLY VOTE 305 57.77% 1 0.19% 528
ELECTION DAY 72 76.60% 1 1.06% 94
PROVISIONAL 0 0 0
Total 377 60.61% 2 032% 622
0613 PALOMINO
EARLY VOTE 517 41.79% 5 0.40% 1,237
ELECTION DAY 121 50.63% 3 1.26% 239
PROVISIONAL 3 50.00% 0 0.00% 6
Total 641  43.25% 8 0.54% 1,482
0617 PARADISE PARK
EARLY VOTE 430 45.50% 6 0.63% 945
ELECTION DAY 156 68.72% 0 0.00% 227
PROVISIONAL 0 0.00% 0 0.00% 1
Total 586 49.96% 6 051% 1,173
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Precinct
0641 PILLAR
EARLY VOTE
ELECTION DAY
PROVISIONAL
Total

0667 QUAIL RUN
EARLY VOTE
ELECTION DAY
PROVISIONAL
Total
0674 RANCHO PALOMA
EARLY VOTE
ELECTION DAY
PROVISIONAL
Total
0701 ROCKWOOD
EARLY VOTE
ELECTION DAY
PROVISIONAL
Total
0730 SANDPIPER
EARLY VOTE
ELECTION DAY
PROVISIONAL
Total
0755 SIERRA PASS
EARLY VOTE
ELECTION DAY
PROVISIONAL
Total

Times Cast

1,408
472

1,885

2,053
286

2,341

1,819
365

2,186

696
194

892

1,642
327

1,969

3,215
421

3,641

Registered
Voters

w
o
O
o

3,096
3,096
3,096

3,202
3,202
3,202
3,202

2,695
2,695
2,695
2,695

1,418
1,418
1,418
1,418

2,595
2,595
2,595
2,595

4,704
4,704
4,704
4,704

Undervotes

734

538
112

652

563
117

681

177
72

250

500
114

614

1,000
163

1,166

Overvotes

—
£ Ne]

24

Precinct
0641 PILLAR
EARLY VOTE
ELECTION DAY
PROVISIONAL
Total

0667 QUAIL RUN
EARLY VOTE
ELECTION DAY
PROVISIONAL
Total
0674 RANCHO PALOMA
EARLY VOTE
ELECTION DAY
PROVISIONAL
Total
0701 ROCKWOOD
EARLY VOTE
ELECTION DAY
PROVISIONAL
Total
0730 SANDPIPER
EARLY VOTE
ELECTION DAY
PROVISIONAL
Total
0755 SIERRA PASS
EARLY VOTE
ELECTION DAY
PROVISIONAL
Total
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EVANS, MATT
(NON)

177
79

256

271
34

305

173
46

219

132
24

156

181
40

221

337
50

388

20.21%
31.60%

0.00%
22.72%

18.19%
19.77%

18.35%

14.15%
18.85%

0.00%
14.92%

25.93%
20.69%

0.00%
24.92%

16.19%
18.87%

16.62%

15.47%
19.84%
50.00%
15.95%

NIELSON, HELI
(NON)

353
38

391

481
22

503

349
26

376

161
25

186

311
22

333

787
42

829

40.30%
15.20%

0.00%
34.69%

32.28%
12.79%

30.26%

28.54%
10.66%
100.00%
25.61%

31.63%
21.55%

0.00%
29.71%

27.82%
10.38%

25.04%

36.12%
16.67%

0.00%
34.07%
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0641 PILLAR
EARLY VOTE 344 39.27% 2 0.23% 876
ELECTION DAY 132 52.80% 1 0.40% 250
PROVISIONAL 1 100.00% 0 0.00% 1
Total 477 42.32% 3 027% 1,127
0667 QUAIL RUN
EARLY VOTE 737  49.46% 1 0.07% 1,490
ELECTION DAY 115 66.86% 1 0.58% 172
PROVISIONAL 0 0 0
Total 852 51.26% 2 0.12% 1,662
0674 RANCHO PALOMA
EARLY VOTE 700 57.24% 1 0.08% 1,223
ELECTION DAY 172 70.49% 0 0.00% 244
PROVISIONAL 0 0.00% 0 0.00% 1
Total 872 59.40% 1 0.07% 1,468
0701 ROCKWOOD
EARLY VOTE 216 42.44% 0 0.00% 509
ELECTION DAY 67 57.76% 0 0.00% 116
PROVISIONAL 1 100.00% 0 0.00% 1
Total 284  4537% 0 0.00% 626
0730 SANDPIPER
EARLY VOTE 626 55.99% 0 0.00% 1,118
ELECTION DAY 149 70.28% 1 0.47% 212
PROVISIONAL 0 0 0
Total 775 5827% 1 0.08% 1,330
0755 SIERRA PASS
EARLY VOTE 1,054 4837% 1 0.05% 2,179
ELECTION DAY 160  63.49% 0 0.00% 252
PROVISIONAL 0 0.00% 1 50.00% 2
Total 1,214 49.90% 2 0.08% 2,433
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Precinct
0758 SIESTA
EARLY VOTE
ELECTION DAY
PROVISIONAL
Total

0765 SLEEPY RANCH
EARLY VOTE
ELECTION DAY
PROVISIONAL
Total
0812 SUNNYSIDE
EARLY VOTE
ELECTION DAY
PROVISIONAL
Total
0828 TATUM
EARLY VOTE
ELECTION DAY
PROVISIONAL
Total
0841 TOPEKA
EARLY VOTE
ELECTION DAY
PROVISIONAL
Total
0847 TRAMONTO
EARLY VOTE
ELECTION DAY
PROVISIONAL
Total

Times Cast

1,754
317

2,073

749
128

878

2,120
360

2,482

1,128
162

1,291

2,094
465

2,561

Registered
Voters

—
N
[es]
N

1,482
1,482
1,482

2,884
2,884
2,884
2,884

1,183
1,183
1,183
1,183

3,175
3,175
3,175
3,175

1,789
1,789
1,789
1,789

3,739
3,739
3,739
3,739

Undervotes

234

290

522
120

644

190
39

230

686
163

851

337
69

406

663
148

811

Overvotes

—
o O

Precinct
0758 SIESTA
EARLY VOTE
ELECTION DAY
PROVISIONAL
Total

0765 SLEEPY RANCH
EARLY VOTE
ELECTION DAY
PROVISIONAL
Total
0812 SUNNYSIDE
EARLY VOTE
ELECTION DAY
PROVISIONAL
Total
0828 TATUM
EARLY VOTE
ELECTION DAY
PROVISIONAL
Total
0841 TOPEKA
EARLY VOTE
ELECTION DAY
PROVISIONAL
Total
0847 TRAMONTO
EARLY VOTE
ELECTION DAY
PROVISIONAL
Total
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EVANS, MATT
(NON)

132
11
]
144

198
47

245

106
21

127

204
53

257

143
16

160

229
75

305

21.96%
9.82%
100.00%
20.17%

16.35%
24.48%

17.46%

19.59%
24.42%

20.26%

14.40%
27.04%

15.93%

18.45%
17.39%
100.00%
18.43%

16.40%
23.89%
50.00%
17.82%

NIELSON, HELI
(NON)

156
21

177

428
24

452

151
11

162

487
25

512

274
14

288

477
26

503

25.96%
18.75%

0.00%
24.79%

35.34%
12.50%

32.22%

27.91%
12.79%

25.84%

34.37%
12.76%

31.74%

35.35%
15.22%

0.00%
33.18%

34.17%
8.28%
0.00%

29.38%
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0758 SIESTA
EARLY VOTE 313 52.08% 0 0.00% 601
ELECTION DAY 80 71.43% 0 0.00% 112
PROVISIONAL 0 0.00% 0 0.00% 1
Total 393  55.04% 0 0.00% 714
0765 SLEEPY RANCH
EARLY VOTE 583 48.14% 2 017% 1,211
ELECTION DAY 120 62.50% 1 0.52% 192
PROVISIONAL 0 0 0
Total 703  50.11% 3 021% 1,403
0812 SUNNYSIDE
EARLY VOTE 284  52.50% 0 0.00% 541
ELECTION DAY 54 62.79% 0 0.00% 86
PROVISIONAL 0 0 0
Total 338 5391% 0 0.00% 627
0828 TATUM
EARLY VOTE 724 51.09% 2 0.14% 1,417
ELECTION DAY 118  60.20% 0 0.00% 196
PROVISIONAL 0 0 0
Total 842 52.20% 2 0.12% 1,613
0841 TOPEKA
EARLY VOTE 353 45.55% 5 0.65% 775
ELECTION DAY 61 66.30% 1 1.09% 92
PROVISIONAL 0 0.00% 0 0.00% 1
Total 414 47.70% 6 0.69% 868
0847 TRAMONTO
EARLY VOTE 688 49.28% 2 0.14% 1,396
ELECTION DAY 213 67.83% 0 0.00% 314
PROVISIONAL 1 50.00% 0 0.00% 2
Total 902 52.69% 2 0.12% 1,712

Page 158





Page: 44 of 100

Precinct
0874 VILLA RITA
EARLY VOTE
ELECTION DAY
PROVISIONAL
Total
0912 WIKIEUP
EARLY VOTE
ELECTION DAY
PROVISIONAL
Total
Election Wide - Total
County - Total

Times Cast

1,288
248

1,540

876
253

3
1,132
90,924
90,924

Registered

1,706
1,706
1,706
1,706
127,288
127,288

Undervotes

443

536

253

90

2

345
28,314
28,314

Overvotes

-
w

1,163
1,163

Precinct
0874 VILLA RITA
EARLY VOTE
ELECTION DAY
PROVISIONAL
Total
0912 WIKIEUP
EARLY VOTE
ELECTION DAY
PROVISIONAL
Total
Election Wide - Total

County - Total
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EVANS, MATT
(NON)

144
25

169

170
49

]

220
10,645
10,645

17.33%
16.23%

0.00%
17.12%

27.82%
30.82%
100.00%
28.53%
17.32%
17.32%

NIELSON, HELI
(NON)

320
32
2
354

174
23

0

197
18,201
18,201

38.51%
20.78%
100.00%
35.87%

28.48%
14.47%

0.00%
25.55%
29.62%
29.62%
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0874 VILLA RITA
EARLY VOTE 366 44.04% 1 0.12% 831
ELECTION DAY 97 62.99% 0 0.00% 154
PROVISIONAL 0 0.00% 0 0.00% 2
Total 463 46.91% 1 0.10% 987
0912 WIKIEUP
EARLY VOTE 267 43.70% 0 0.00% 611
ELECTION DAY 83 52.20% 4 2.52% 159
PROVISIONAL 0 0.00% 0 0.00% 1
Total 350 45.40% 4 0.52% 771
Election Wide - Total 32,444 52.80% 157 0.26% 61,447
County - Total 32,444  52.80% 157 0.26% 61,447
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Phoenix Dist 4-Councilmember (Vote for 1)

Precinct
County
Election Wide
0003 ACUNA
EARLY VOTE
ELECTION DAY
PROVISIONAL
Total
0094 CAMBRIDGE
EARLY VOTE
ELECTION DAY
PROVISIONAL
Total
0119 CENTRAL HIGH
EARLY VOTE
ELECTION DAY
PROVISIONAL
Total
0148 COLONNADE
EARLY VOTE
ELECTION DAY
PROVISIONAL
Total
0191 CULVER
EARLY VOTE
ELECTION DAY
PROVISIONAL
Total

Times Cast

888
175

1,070

210
62

272

1,422
280

1,707

498
81

580

560
135

704

Registered
Voters

2,954
2,954
2,954
2,954

667
667
667
667

2,771
2,771
2,771
2,771

894
894
894
894

1,937
1,937
1,937
1,937

Undervotes

194
46

243

69
26

95

487
117

607

236
44

281

140
55

199

Overvotes

o O O o o O o o o O o o o O O o

o O o o

Precinct
County
Election Wide
0003 ACUNA
EARLY VOTE
ELECTION DAY
PROVISIONAL
Total
0094 CAMBRIDGE
EARLY VOTE
ELECTION DAY
PROVISIONAL
Total
0119 CENTRAL HIGH
EARLY VOTE
ELECTION DAY
PROVISIONAL
Total
0148 COLONNADE
EARLY VOTE
ELECTION DAY
PROVISIONAL
Total
0191 CULVER
EARLY VOTE
ELECTION DAY
PROVISIONAL
Total
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PASTOR, LAURA

(NON)

686
128

4
818

139
34

173

904
158
2
1,064

255
36
0
291

418
77

500

98.85%
99.22%
100.00%
98.91%

98.58%
94.44%

97.74%

96.68%
96.93%
100.00%
96.73%

97.33%
97.30%

97.32%

99.52%
96.25%
100.00%
99.01%

Write-in

A O NN

31

36

v O W N

1.15%
0.78%
0.00%
1.09%

1.42%
5.56%

2.26%

3.32%
3.07%
0.00%
3.27%

2.67%
2.70%

2.68%

0.48%
3.75%
0.00%
0.99%
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Total Votes

694
129

827

141
36

177

935
163

1,100

262
37

299

420
80

505
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Precinct
0261 ENCANTO
EARLY VOTE
ELECTION DAY
PROVISIONAL
Total
0328 GRANADA
EARLY VOTE
ELECTION DAY
PROVISIONAL
Total
0360 HAYDEN HIGH
EARLY VOTE
ELECTION DAY
PROVISIONAL
Total
0381 HOLMES
EARLY VOTE
ELECTION DAY
PROVISIONAL
Total
0397 ISAAC
EARLY VOTE
ELECTION DAY
PROVISIONAL
Total
0447 LEWIS
EARLY VOTE
ELECTION DAY
PROVISIONAL
Total

Times Cast

1,967
220

2,189

1,090
236

1,329

659
134

795
1,089
237
10

1,336

394
96

491

512
87

600

Registered
Voters

AN
[oe]
Ul
[e)]

2,856
2,856
2,856

3,287
3,287
3,287
3,287

2,543
2,543
2,543
2,543

3,830
3,830
3,830
3,830

1,434
1,434
1,434
1,434

1,376
1,376
1,376
1,376

Undervotes

656

338
68

407

180
42

224

327
81

412

107
32

140

174
27

201

- o o o o Overvotes

[N e)

—_ o O O o o O o o o O o o —_

o o

-

Precinct
0261 ENCANTO
EARLY VOTE
ELECTION DAY
PROVISIONAL
Total
0328 GRANADA
EARLY VOTE
ELECTION DAY
PROVISIONAL
Total
0360 HAYDEN HIGH
EARLY VOTE
ELECTION DAY
PROVISIONAL
Total
0381 HOLMES
EARLY VOTE
ELECTION DAY
PROVISIONAL
Total
0397 ISAAC
EARLY VOTE
ELECTION DAY
PROVISIONAL
Total
0447 LEWIS
EARLY VOTE
ELECTION DAY
PROVISIONAL
Total
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PASTOR, LAURA

(NON)

1,385
100
2
1,487

742
161
2

905

475
90

565

750
147

903

276
62

338

332
56

389

97.47%
90.91%
100.00%
97.00%

98.80%
95.83%
100.00%
98.26%

99.16%
97.83%

98.95%

98.43%
94.23%
100.00%
97.73%

96.17%
96.88%

96.30%

98.52%
93.33%
100.00%
97.74%

Write-in

36
10

46

o O NbM

o o M~ U

2.53%
9.09%
0.00%
3.00%

1.20%
4.17%
0.00%
1.74%

0.84%
2.17%

1.05%

1.57%
577%
0.00%
2.27%

3.83%
3.13%

3.70%

1.48%
6.67%
0.00%
2.26%
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Total Votes

751
168

921

479
92

571

762
156

924

287
64

351

337
60

398
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Precinct
0458 LOMA LINDA
EARLY VOTE
ELECTION DAY
PROVISIONAL
Total
0473 LUKE
EARLY VOTE
ELECTION DAY
PROVISIONAL
Total
0476 LYNWOOD
EARLY VOTE
ELECTION DAY
PROVISIONAL
Total
0479 MADISON PARK
EARLY VOTE
ELECTION DAY
PROVISIONAL
Total
0480 MADRID
EARLY VOTE
ELECTION DAY
PROVISIONAL
Total
0487 MARBLE CREEK
EARLY VOTE
ELECTION DAY
PROVISIONAL
Total

Times Cast

1,313
211

1,526

877
174

1,056

776
168

945
2,082
385
10

2,477

848
142

998

59
14

75

Registered
Voters

uS
ul
N
(]

2,529
2,529
2,529

1,975
1,975
1,975
1,975

2,478
2,478
2,478
2,478

3,890
3,890
3,890
3,890

2,948
2,948
2,948
2,948

310
310
310
310

Undervotes

454
101

555

281
80

364

212
48

260

702
180

889

243
41

285

21

29

- o o o o o o o o o o o o o o o o Overvotes

o O

—_

o O o o

Precinct
0458 LOMA LINDA
EARLY VOTE
ELECTION DAY
PROVISIONAL
Total
0473 LUKE
EARLY VOTE
ELECTION DAY
PROVISIONAL
Total
0476 LYNWOOD
EARLY VOTE
ELECTION DAY
PROVISIONAL
Total
0479 MADISON PARK
EARLY VOTE
ELECTION DAY
PROVISIONAL
Total
0480 MADRID
EARLY VOTE
ELECTION DAY
PROVISIONAL
Total
0487 MARBLE CREEK
EARLY VOTE
ELECTION DAY
PROVISIONAL
Total
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PASTOR, LAURA

(NON)

838
104

944

577
89

668

554
114

669

1,340
201

1,544

600
97

704

38

46

97.56%
94.55%
100.00%
97.22%

96.81%
94.68%
100.00%
96.53%

98.23%
95.00%
100.00%
97.66%

97.10%
98.05%
100.00%
97.23%

99.34%
96.04%
100.00%
98.88%

100.00%
100.00%
100.00%
100.00%

Write-in

40

44

0o O M b

o O o o

2.44%
5.45%
0.00%
2.78%

3.19%
5.32%
0.00%
3.47%

1.77%
5.00%
0.00%
2.34%

2.90%
1.95%
0.00%
2.77%

0.66%
3.96%
0.00%
1.12%

0.00%
0.00%
0.00%
0.00%

11/21/2022 5:34:06 PM

Total Votes

596
94

692

564
120

685

1,380
205

1,588

604
101

712

38

46
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Precinct
0492 MARIVUE
EARLY VOTE
ELECTION DAY
PROVISIONAL
Total
0503 MCDOWELL
EARLY VOTE
ELECTION DAY
PROVISIONAL
Total
0507 MEADOWBROOK
EARLY VOTE
ELECTION DAY
PROVISIONAL
Total
0540 MOYA
EARLY VOTE
ELECTION DAY
PROVISIONAL
Total
0552 NORTH HIGH
EARLY VOTE
ELECTION DAY
PROVISIONAL
Total
0594 OREGON
EARLY VOTE
ELECTION DAY
PROVISIONAL
Total

Times Cast

1,200
230

1,439

681
89

772

258
77

338

187
47

234

1,794
223

2,020

1,692
257
11
1,960

Registered
Voters

E
o
N
o

4,026
4,026
4,026

1,007
1,007
1,007
1,007

570
570
570
570

817
817
817
817

2,731
2,731
2,731
2,731

2,968
2,968
2,968
2,968

Undervotes

235
37

272

103
37

141

34
11

45

570
93

664

599
131

737

Overvotes

o O o o o O o o o O O o - O O =

o O O o

o O o o

Precinct
0492 MARIVUE
EARLY VOTE
ELECTION DAY
PROVISIONAL
Total

0503 MCDOWELL
EARLY VOTE
ELECTION DAY
PROVISIONAL
Total
0507 MEADOWBROOK
EARLY VOTE
ELECTION DAY
PROVISIONAL
Total
0540 MOYA
EARLY VOTE
ELECTION DAY
PROVISIONAL
Total
0552 NORTH HIGH
EARLY VOTE
ELECTION DAY
PROVISIONAL
Total
0594 OREGON
EARLY VOTE
ELECTION DAY
PROVISIONAL
Total
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PASTOR, LAURA

(NON)

826
130

963

442
51

495

150
40

192

151
36

187

1,194
124
2
1,320

1,064
122
4
1,190

98.69%
97.74%
100.00%
98.57%

99.10%
98.08%
100.00%
99.00%

96.77%
100.00%
100.00%

97.46%

98.69%
100.00%

98.94%

97.55%
95.38%
100.00%
97.35%

97.35%
96.83%
100.00%
97.30%

Write-in

U O O wuvn

N O O N

30

36

29

33

1.31%
2.26%
0.00%
1.43%

0.90%
1.92%
0.00%
1.00%

3.23%
0.00%
0.00%
2.54%

131%
0.00%

1.06%

2.45%
4.62%
0.00%
2.65%

2.65%
3.17%
0.00%
2.70%

11/21/2022 5:34:06 PM

Total Votes

446
52

500

155
40

197

153
36

189

1,224
130

1,356

1,093
126

1,223
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Precinct
0615 PARADA
EARLY VOTE
ELECTION DAY
PROVISIONAL
Total
0618 PARK CENTRAL
EARLY VOTE
ELECTION DAY
PROVISIONAL
Total
0672 RANCHO
EARLY VOTE
ELECTION DAY
PROVISIONAL
Total
0761 SILVERADO
EARLY VOTE
ELECTION DAY
PROVISIONAL
Total
0766 SOLANO
EARLY VOTE
ELECTION DAY
PROVISIONAL
Total
0856 TURNEY
EARLY VOTE
ELECTION DAY
PROVISIONAL
Total

Times Cast

1,305
220

1,534

3,000
470
11
3,481

581
46

627

2,002
370
15
2,387

543
70

613

2,232
459
10
2,701

Registered
Voters

~
N
©
©

2,499
2,499
2,499

5,143
5,143
5,143
5,143

726
726
726
726

4,891
4,891
4,891
4,891

827
827
827
827

3,895
3,895
3,895
3,895

Undervotes

405
100

513

956
228

1,188

199
16

215

623
164

792

194
43

237

836
202

1,043

o o o o o o o o o o o o o o o o o o o o Overvotes

o O o o

Precinct
0615 PARADA
EARLY VOTE
ELECTION DAY
PROVISIONAL
Total
0618 PARK CENTRAL
EARLY VOTE
ELECTION DAY
PROVISIONAL
Total
0672 RANCHO
EARLY VOTE
ELECTION DAY
PROVISIONAL
Total
0761 SILVERADO
EARLY VOTE
ELECTION DAY
PROVISIONAL
Total
0766 SOLANO
EARLY VOTE
ELECTION DAY
PROVISIONAL
Total
0856 TURNEY
EARLY VOTE
ELECTION DAY
PROVISIONAL
Total
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PASTOR, LAURA

(NON)

874
115

1
990

2,006
237

2,250

366
28

394

1,347
199
10
1,556

338
24

362

1,350
246

5
1,601

97.11%
95.83%
100.00%
96.96%

98.14%
97.93%
100.00%
98.12%

95.81%
93.33%

95.63%

97.68%
96.60%
100.00%
97.55%

96.85%
88.89%

96.28%

96.70%
95.72%
100.00%
96.56%

Write-in

14

46
11

57

2.89%
4.17%
0.00%
3.04%

1.86%
2.07%
0.00%
1.88%

4.19%
6.67%

4.37%

2.32%
3.40%
0.00%
2.45%

3.15%
11.11%

3.72%

3.30%
4.28%
0.00%
3.44%

11/21/2022 5:34:06 PM

Total Votes

2,044
242

2,293

382
30

412
1,379
206
10

1,595

349
27

376

1,396
257

1,658
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Precinct
0905 WHITTIER
EARLY VOTE
ELECTION DAY
PROVISIONAL
Total
0920 WILSHIRE
EARLY VOTE
ELECTION DAY
PROVISIONAL
Total
0928 XAVIER
EARLY VOTE
ELECTION DAY
PROVISIONAL
Total
Election Wide - Total
County - Total

Times Cast

868

967

1,616
156

1,773

1,201
333

2
1,536
40,532
40,532

Registered
Voters

—_
[e)]
w
[e]

1,638
1,638
1,638

2,155
2,155
2,155
2,155

2,500
2,500
2,500
2,500
75,072
75,072

Undervotes

298

329

468
70

539

453
168

0

621
13,644
13,644

oclololo Overvotes

o O O o

A~ b O O O O

Precinct
0905 WHITTIER
EARLY VOTE
ELECTION DAY
PROVISIONAL
Total
0920 WILSHIRE
EARLY VOTE
ELECTION DAY
PROVISIONAL
Total
0928 XAVIER
EARLY VOTE
ELECTION DAY
PROVISIONAL
Total
Election Wide - Total
County - Total
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PASTOR, LAURA

(NON)

557
64
1
622

1,117
83

1,200

731
163

2

896
26,226
26,226

97.72%
95.52%
100.00%
97.49%

97.30%
96.51%

97.24%

97.73%
98.79%
100.00%
97.92%
97.55%
97.55%

Write-in

658
658

2.28%
4.48%
0.00%
2.51%

2.70%
3.49%

2.76%

2.27%
1.21%
0.00%
2.08%
2.45%
2.45%

11/21/2022 5:34:06 PM

Total Votes

1,148
86

1,234

748
165

2

915
26,884
26,884
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Phoenix Dist 6-Councilmember (Vote for 1)

Precinct
County
Election Wide
0009 AHWATUKEE
EARLY VOTE
ELECTION DAY
PROVISIONAL
Total
0030 ARCADIA
EARLY VOTE
ELECTION DAY
PROVISIONAL
Total
0057 BETHANY
EARLY VOTE
ELECTION DAY
PROVISIONAL
Total
0060 BILTMORE
EARLY VOTE
ELECTION DAY
PROVISIONAL
Total
0095 CAMELOT
EARLY VOTE
ELECTION DAY
PROVISIONAL
Total

Times Cast

2,604
309

2,913

1,943
269

2,213

1177
151

1,330

1,856
208

2,068

3,229
558

3,789

Registered
Voters

3,685
3,685
3,685
3,685

2,946
2,946
2,946
2,946

1,613
1,613
1,613
1,613

2,466
2,466
2,466
2,466

4,843
4,843
4,843
4,843

Undervotes

639
102

741

572
117

690

364
51

415

569
78

649

823
171

995

Overvotes

76
20

96

Precinct
County
Election Wide
0009 AHWATUKEE
EARLY VOTE
ELECTION DAY
PROVISIONAL
Total
0030 ARCADIA
EARLY VOTE
ELECTION DAY
PROVISIONAL
Total
0057 BETHANY
EARLY VOTE
ELECTION DAY
PROVISIONAL
Total
0060 BILTMORE
EARLY VOTE
ELECTION DAY
PROVISIONAL
Total
0095 CAMELOT
EARLY VOTE
ELECTION DAY
PROVISIONAL
Total
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CURTIN, HARRY

(NON)

101
12

113

130
22

152

64

73

120
21

141

109
19

128

5.31%
6.12%

5.39%

9.68%
15.17%

10.22%

8.05%
9.18%
0.00%
8.16%

9.56%
16.28%
0.00%
10.17%

4.68%
5.18%
0.00%
4.74%

GREENE, JOAN

(NON)

424
30

454

164
13

177

94

6

2

102

171

179

360
31

391

22.30%
15.31%

21.65%

12.21%
8.97%

11.90%

11.82%
6.12%
100.00%
11.40%

13.63%

5.43%
50.00%
12.91%

15.45%
8.45%
0.00%

14.49%
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Precinct S=Z x £ = = = =2 =
County
Election Wide
0009 AHWATUKEE
EARLY VOTE 134 7.05% 305 16.04% 355 18.67% 19 1.00% 264 13.89% 297 15.62% 2 0.11%
ELECTION DAY 10 5.10% 17 8.67% 45 22.96% 3 1.53% 65 33.16% 14 7.14% 0 0.00%
PROVISIONAL 0 0 0 0 0 0 0
Total 144 6.87% 322 15.36% 400 19.07% 22 1.05% 329 15.69% 311 14.83% 2 0.10%
0030 ARCADIA
EARLY VOTE 193 1437% 367 27.33% 135 10.05% 21 1.56% 180 13.40% 151 11.24% 2 0.15%
ELECTION DAY 15 10.34% 26 17.93% 19 13.10% 4 2.76% 35 24.14% 10 6.90% 1 0.69%
PROVISIONAL 0 0 0 0 0 0 0
Total 208  13.98% 393 2641% 154 10.35% 25 1.68% 215 14.45% 161 10.82% 3 020%
0057 BETHANY
EARLY VOTE 114 14.34% 221 27.80% 72 9.06% 12 1.51% 145  18.24% 72 9.06% 1 0.13%
ELECTION DAY 12 12.24% 19 19.39% 16 16.33% 1 1.02% 32 32.65% 3 3.06% 0 0.00%
PROVISIONAL 0 0.00% 0 0.00% 0 0.00% 0 0.00% 0 0.00% 0 0.00% 0 0.00%
Total 126 14.08% 240 26.82% 88 9.83% 13 1.45% 177 19.78% 75 8.38% 1 0.11%
0060 BILTMORE
EARLY VOTE 130 10.36% 356 28.37% 153 12.19% 17 1.35% 232 1849% 73 5.82% 3 0.24%
ELECTION DAY 3 2.33% 24 18.60% 23 17.83% 1 0.78% 45  34.88% 5 3.88% 0 0.00%
PROVISIONAL 0 0.00% 0 0.00% 0 0.00% 0 0.00% 0 0.00% 1 50.00% 0 0.00%
Total 133 9.60% 380 27.42% 176 12.70% 18 1.30% 277  19.99% 79 5.70% 3 0.22%
0095 CAMELOT
EARLY VOTE 170 7.30% 394 16.91% 611  26.22% 20 0.86% 413 17.73% 252 10.82% 1 0.04%
ELECTION DAY 15 4.09% 46 12.53% 141 38.42% 4 1.09% 91 24.80% 19 5.18% 1 0.27%
PROVISIONAL 0 0.00% 0 0.00% 0 0.00% 0 0.00% 1 100.00% 0 0.00% 0 0.00%
Total 185 6.86% 440 16.31% 752 27.87% 24 0.89% 505 18.72% 271 10.04% 2 0.07%
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8
Precinct 2
County
Election Wide
0009 AHWATUKEE
EARLY VOTE 1,901
ELECTION DAY 196
PROVISIONAL 0
Total 2,097
0030 ARCADIA
EARLY VOTE 1,343
ELECTION DAY 145
PROVISIONAL 0
Total 1,488
0057 BETHANY
EARLY VOTE 795
ELECTION DAY 98
PROVISIONAL 2
Total 895
0060 BILTMORE
EARLY VOTE 1,255
ELECTION DAY 129
PROVISIONAL 2
Total 1,386
0095 CAMELOT
EARLY VOTE 2,330
ELECTION DAY 367
PROVISIONAL 1
Total 2,698
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Precinct
0131 CINCO
EARLY VOTE
ELECTION DAY
PROVISIONAL
Total
0132 CITRUS
EARLY VOTE
ELECTION DAY
PROVISIONAL
Total
0138 CLIFFVIEW
EARLY VOTE
ELECTION DAY
PROVISIONAL
Total
0142 CLUB WEST
EARLY VOTE
ELECTION DAY
PROVISIONAL
Total
0148 COLONNADE
EARLY VOTE
ELECTION DAY
PROVISIONAL
Total
0237 DREAMY DRAW
EARLY VOTE
ELECTION DAY
PROVISIONAL
Total

Times Cast

N O O N

1,537
244
12
1,793

1,219
192

1,413

3,532
702

4,236

1,404
245

1,649

196
25

221

Registered
Voters

[ASIE \S TR \S R\

2,378
2,378
2,378
2,378

1,785
1,785
1,785
1,785

5,593
5,593
5,593
5,593

2,343
2,343
2,343
2,343

266
266
266
266

Undervotes

N O O N

448
95

548

361
83

445

934
240

1,175

472
117

589

46

55

Overvotes

o O o o

70
32

102

o o =

-

Precinct
0131 CINCO
EARLY VOTE
ELECTION DAY
PROVISIONAL
Total
0132 CITRUS
EARLY VOTE
ELECTION DAY
PROVISIONAL
Total
0138 CLIFFVIEW
EARLY VOTE
ELECTION DAY
PROVISIONAL
Total
0142 CLUB WEST
EARLY VOTE
ELECTION DAY
PROVISIONAL
Total
0148 COLONNADE
EARLY VOTE
ELECTION DAY
PROVISIONAL
Total
0237 DREAMY DRAW
EARLY VOTE
ELECTION DAY
PROVISIONAL
Total
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CURTIN, HARRY
(NON)

o O o o

59

68

62

70

154
37

191

65

79

0 O O ©o©

5.50%
6.29%
0.00%
5.56%

7.35%
7.48%
0.00%
7.36%

6.09%

8.60%

0.00%

6.45%

7.07%
11.29%

7.57%

5.37%
0.00%

4.85%

GREENE, JOAN

(NON)

o O o o

195
19

214

148
20

169

467
55

522

175
14

189

27

27

18.17%
13.29%

0.00%
17.50%

17.56%
18.69%
100.00%
17.77%

18.47%

12.79%

0.00%

17.64%

19.02%
11.29%

18.10%

18.12%
0.00%

16.36%
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Precinct S22 x £ » 2 n < nZ = < =
0131 CINCO
EARLY VOTE 0 0 0 0 0 0 0
ELECTION DAY 0 0 0 0 0 0 0
PROVISIONAL 0 0 0 0 0 0 0
Total 0 0 0 0 0 0 0
0132 CITRUS
EARLY VOTE 132 12.30% 227 21.16% 93 8.67% 21 1.96% 93 8.67% 250 23.30% 3 0.28%
ELECTION DAY 11 7.69% 23 16.08% 20 13.99% 10 6.99% 27 18.88% 23 16.08% 1 0.70%
PROVISIONAL 0 0.00% 1 14.29% 4 57.14% 0 0.00% 0 0.00% 2 2857% 0 0.00%
Total 143 11.69% 251 20.52% 117 9.57% 31 2.53% 120 9.81% 275 22.49% 4 0.33%
0138 CLIFFVIEW
EARLY VOTE 111 13.17% 190 22.54% 113 13.40% 20 2.37% 107 12.69% 91  10.79% 1 0.12%
ELECTION DAY 6 5.61% 19 17.76% 16 14.95% 5 4.67% 24 2243% 8 7.48% 1 0.93%
PROVISIONAL 0 0.00% 0 0.00% 0 0.00% 0 0.00% 0 0.00% 0 0.00% 0 0.00%
Total 117 12.30% 209 21.98% 129  13.56% 25 2.63% 131 13.77% 99 1041% 2 0.21%
0142 CLUB WEST
EARLY VOTE 198 7.83% 408 16.14% 553 21.88% 32 1.27% 408 16.14% 306 12.10% 2 0.08%
ELECTION DAY 17 3.95% 49  11.40% 122 28.37% 7 1.63% 120 27.91% 21 4.88% 2 0.47%
PROVISIONAL 0 0.00% 0 0.00% 0 0.00% 0 0.00% 1 100.00% 0 0.00% 0 0.00%
Total 215 7.27% 457  15.44% 675 22.81% 39 1.32% 529 17.88% 327 11.05% 4 0.14%
0148 COLONNADE
EARLY VOTE 133 14.46% 218  23.70% 99 10.76% 29 3.15% 114 12.39% 86 9.35% 1 0.11%
ELECTION DAY 13 10.48% 18  14.52% 22 17.74% 9 7.26% 26 2097% 8 6.45% 0 0.00%
PROVISIONAL 0 0 0 0 0 0 0
Total 146 13.98% 236 22.61% 121 11.59% 38 3.64% 140 13.41% 94 9.00% 1 0.10%
0237 DREAMY DRAW
EARLY VOTE 11 7.38% 37 24.83% 17 1141% 3 2.01% 17 1141% 25 16.78% 4 2.68%
ELECTION DAY 2 1250% 3 1875% 4 25.00% 0 0.00% 5 31.25% 2 12.50% 0 0.00%
PROVISIONAL 0 0 0 0 0 0
Total 13 7.88% 40 24.24% 21 12.73% 3 1.82% 22 13.33% 27  16.36% 4 2.42%
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L)
Precinct <
0131 CINCO
EARLY VOTE 0
ELECTION DAY 0
PROVISIONAL 0
Total 0
0132 CITRUS
EARLY VOTE 1,073
ELECTION DAY 143
PROVISIONAL 7
Total 1,223
0138 CLIFFVIEW
EARLY VOTE 843
ELECTION DAY 107
PROVISIONAL 1
Total 951
0142 CLUB WEST
EARLY VOTE 2,528
ELECTION DAY 430
PROVISIONAL 1
Total 2,959
0148 COLONNADE
EARLY VOTE 920
ELECTION DAY 124
PROVISIONAL 0
Total 1,044
0237 DREAMY DRAW
EARLY VOTE 149
ELECTION DAY 16
PROVISIONAL 0
Total 165
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Precinct
0254 EL DOMINGO
EARLY VOTE
ELECTION DAY
PROVISIONAL
Total
0275 EXETER
EARLY VOTE
ELECTION DAY
PROVISIONAL
Total
0300 GARDEN GROVES
EARLY VOTE
ELECTION DAY
PROVISIONAL
Total
0301 GARDENS
EARLY VOTE
ELECTION DAY
PROVISIONAL
Total
0308 GEORGIA
EARLY VOTE
ELECTION DAY
PROVISIONAL
Total
0320 GLENROSA
EARLY VOTE
ELECTION DAY
PROVISIONAL
Total

Times Cast

1,445
221

1,672

1,023
170

1,195

562
117

680

347
99

449

426
99

528

1,324
191

1,517

Registered
Voters

~
~
)
©

2,429
2,429
2,429

1,472
1,472
1,472
1,472

1,006
1,006
1,006
1,006

1,099
1,099
1,099
1,099

850
850
850
850

1,988
1,988
1,988
1,988

Undervotes

369

443

305
74

380

178
38

216

83
42

127

129
46

175

391
89

481

Overvotes

-
(O, B Vo)

24

o O u b 0 O w wuv

o O N

23

27

Precinct
0254 EL DOMINGO
EARLY VOTE
ELECTION DAY
PROVISIONAL
Total
0275 EXETER
EARLY VOTE
ELECTION DAY
PROVISIONAL
Total
0300 GARDEN GROVES
EARLY VOTE
ELECTION DAY
PROVISIONAL
Total
0301 GARDENS
EARLY VOTE
ELECTION DAY
PROVISIONAL
Total
0308 GEORGIA
EARLY VOTE
ELECTION DAY
PROVISIONAL
Total
0320 GLENROSA
EARLY VOTE
ELECTION DAY
PROVISIONAL
Total
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CURTIN, HARRY
(NON)

-
w N

67

72
12

84

14

35

42

72
10

82

5.11%
8.90%
0.00%
5.56%

10.10%
12.90%

0.00%
10.41%

6.58%
10.81%
0.00%
7.25%

4.23%
3.64%
100.00%
4.43%

12.11%

9.62%
66.67%
12.21%

7.91%
10.20%
0.00%
8.13%

GREENE, JOAN

(NON)

186
23

209

76
4
1

81

89

14

0

103

47

54

56

63

148
18
1
167

17.60%
15.75%

0.00%
17.34%

10.66%
4.30%
100.00%
10.04%

23.42%
18.92%

0.00%
22.64%

18.08%
12.73%

0.00%
17.09%

19.38%
11.54%
33.33%
18.31%

16.26%
18.37%
100.00%
16.55%
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0254 EL DOMINGO
EARLY VOTE 131 12.39% 179 16.93% 121 11.45% 50 4.73% 113 10.69% 219  20.72% 4 0.38%
ELECTION DAY 14 9.59% 20 13.70% 15 10.27% 9 6.16% 33 22.60% 19 13.01% 0 0.00%
PROVISIONAL 0 0.00% 1 50.00% 0 0.00% 1 50.00% 0 0.00% 0 0.00% 0 0.00%
Total 145  12.03% 200 16.60% 136 11.29% 60 4.98% 146 12.12% 238 19.75% 4 0.33%
0275 EXETER
EARLY VOTE 49 6.87% 217 30.43% 74 10.38% 4 0.56% 173 24.26% 47 6.59% 1 0.14%
ELECTION DAY 0 0.00% 13 13.98% 13 13.98% 2 2.15% 43 46.24% 5 5.38% 1 1.08%
PROVISIONAL 0 0.00% 0 0.00% 0 0.00% 0 0.00% 0 0.00% 0 0.00% 0 0.00%
Total 49 6.07% 230 28.50% 87 10.78% 6 0.74% 216 26.77% 52 6.44% 2 0.25%
0300 GARDEN GROVES
EARLY VOTE 33 8.68% 79  20.79% 54 14.21% 9 2.37% 46  12.11% 43 11.32% 2 0.53%
ELECTION DAY 2 2.70% 10 13.51% 25 33.78% 3 4.05% 7 9.46% 5 6.76% 0 0.00%
PROVISIONAL 0 0.00% 0 0.00% 1 100.00% 0 0.00% 0 0.00% 0 0.00% 0 0.00%
Total 35 7.69% 89 19.56% 80 17.58% 12 2.64% 53 11.65% 48 10.55% 2 0.44%
0301 GARDENS
EARLY VOTE 22 8.46% 38 14.62% 64 24.62% 16 6.15% 20 7.69% 40 15.38% 2 0.77%
ELECTION DAY 4 7.27% 11 20.00% 12 21.82% 7 12.73% 6 1091% 6 1091% 0 0.00%
PROVISIONAL 0 0.00% 0 0.00% 0 0.00% 0 0.00% 0 0.00% 0 0.00% 0 0.00%
Total 26 8.23% 49 15.51% 76 24.05% 23 7.28% 26 8.23% 46  14.56% 2 0.63%
0308 GEORGIA
EARLY VOTE 46  15.92% 43 14.88% 32 11.07% 10 3.46% 23 7.96% 42 14.53% 2 0.69%
ELECTION DAY 4 7.69% 5 9.62% 14 26.92% 2 3.85% 5 9.62% 11 21.15% 0 0.00%
PROVISIONAL 0 0.00% 0 0.00% 0 0.00% 0 0.00% 0 0.00% 0 0.00% 0 0.00%
Total 50 14.53% 48 13.95% 46  13.37% 12 3.49% 28 8.14% 53 1541% 2 0.58%
0320 GLENROSA
EARLY VOTE 101 11.10% 211 23.19% 107 11.76% 20 2.20% 128  14.07% 121 13.30% 2 0.22%
ELECTION DAY 4 4.08% 8 8.16% 21 2143% 4 4.08% 24 24.49% 8 8.16% 1 1.02%
PROVISIONAL 0 0.00% 0 0.00% 0 0.00% 0 0.00% 0 0.00% 0 0.00% 0 0.00%
Total 105 1041% 219 21.70% 128  12.69% 24 2.38% 152 15.06% 129 12.78% 3 0.30%
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Precinct <
0254 EL DOMINGO
EARLY VOTE 1,057
ELECTION DAY 146
PROVISIONAL 2
Total 1,205
0275 EXETER
EARLY VOTE 713
ELECTION DAY 93
PROVISIONAL 1
Total 807
0300 GARDEN GROVES
EARLY VOTE 380
ELECTION DAY 74
PROVISIONAL 1
Total 455
0301 GARDENS
EARLY VOTE 260
ELECTION DAY 55
PROVISIONAL 1
Total 316
0308 GEORGIA
EARLY VOTE 289
ELECTION DAY 52
PROVISIONAL 3
Total 344
0320 GLENROSA
EARLY VOTE 910
ELECTION DAY 98
PROVISIONAL 1
Total 1,009
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Precinct
0347 HALL
EARLY VOTE
ELECTION DAY
PROVISIONAL
Total
0366 HIBISCUS
EARLY VOTE
ELECTION DAY
PROVISIONAL
Total
0385 HOPI
EARLY VOTE
ELECTION DAY
PROVISIONAL
Total
0414 KACHINA
EARLY VOTE
ELECTION DAY
PROVISIONAL
Total
0415 KAIBAB
EARLY VOTE
ELECTION DAY
PROVISIONAL
Total
0424 KOKOPELLI
EARLY VOTE
ELECTION DAY
PROVISIONAL
Total

Times Cast

1,682
209
10
1,901

575
86

661

1,751
337

2,090

1,991
358

2,353

504
64

569

2,541
436

2,985

Registered
Voters

S
iy
o
Ny

2,404
2,404
2,404

921
921
921
921

2,665
2,665
2,665
2,665

3,161
3,161
3,161
3,161

702
702
702
702

4,737
4,737
4,737
4,737

Undervotes

448

526

195
35

230

587
126

715

609
157

769

169
33

203

685
118

806

Overvotes

N
w W

26

11

55
18

73

Precinct
0347 HALL
EARLY VOTE
ELECTION DAY
PROVISIONAL
Total
0366 HIBISCUS
EARLY VOTE
ELECTION DAY
PROVISIONAL
Total
0385 HOPI
EARLY VOTE
ELECTION DAY
PROVISIONAL
Total
0414 KACHINA
EARLY VOTE
ELECTION DAY
PROVISIONAL
Total
0415 KAIBAB
EARLY VOTE
ELECTION DAY
PROVISIONAL
Total
0424 KOKOPELLI
EARLY VOTE
ELECTION DAY
PROVISIONAL
Total
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CURTIN, HARRY
(NON)

- U
(O, B Vel

74

34

42

92

22

0

114

96
17

113

35

38

71
18

89

4.87%
11.45%
0.00%
5.49%

9.24%
16.00%

10.05%

8.06%
10.89%

8.48%

711%
8.72%
0.00%
7.31%

10.74%
10.34%

10.70%

3.94%
6.00%
0.00%
4.23%

GREENE, JOAN

(NON)

150
14

165

70
12

82

153
15

168

215
22

237

36

37

360
53

413

12.39%
10.69%
14.29%
12.23%

19.02%
24.00%

19.62%

13.40%
7.43%

12.50%

15.93%
11.28%

0.00%
15.33%

11.04%
3.45%

10.42%

19.99%
17.67%

0.00%
19.61%
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0347 HALL
EARLY VOTE 154 12.72% 380 31.38% 98 8.09% 18 1.49% 112 9.25% 237  19.57% 3 0.25%
ELECTION DAY 6 4.58% 34  2595% 21 16.03% 5 3.82% 24 18.32% 9 6.87% 3 2.29%
PROVISIONAL 0 0.00% 2 28.57% 1 14.29% 0 0.00% 1 14.29% 2 28.57% 0 0.00%
Total 160 11.86% 416  30.84% 120 8.90% 23 1.70% 137 10.16% 248 18.38% 6 0.44%
0366 HIBISCUS
EARLY VOTE 48 13.04% 77 20.92% 34 9.24% 8 2.17% 56  15.22% 41 11.14% 0 0.00%
ELECTION DAY 1 2.00% 5 10.00% 5 10.00% 3 6.00% 13 26.00% 3 6.00% 0 0.00%
PROVISIONAL 0 0 0 0 0 0 0
Total 49 11.72% 82 19.62% 39 9.33% 11 2.63% 69 16.51% 44  10.53% 0 0.00%
0385 HOPI
EARLY VOTE 130 11.38% 236 20.67% 61 5.34% 17 1.49% 339 29.68% 112 9.81% 2 0.18%
ELECTION DAY 12 5.94% 19 9.41% 21 10.40% 1 0.50% 89 44.06% 21 10.40% 2 0.99%
PROVISIONAL 0 0 0 0 0 0 0
Total 142  10.57% 255  18.97% 82 6.10% 18 1.34% 428 31.85% 133 9.90% 4 0.30%
0414 KACHINA
EARLY VOTE 164  12.15% 362 26.81% 124 9.19% 33 2.44% 197  14.59% 156 11.56% 3 0.22%
ELECTION DAY 12 6.15% 40 20.51% 32 1641% 8 4.10% 57 29.23% 7 3.59% 0 0.00%
PROVISIONAL 0 0.00% 0 0.00% 1 100.00% 0 0.00% 0 0.00% 0 0.00% 0 0.00%
Total 176 11.38% 402 26.00% 157  10.16% 41 2.65% 254  16.43% 163 10.54% 3 0.19%
0415 KAIBAB
EARLY VOTE 15 4.60% 62  19.02% 33 10.12% 2 0.61% 78 23.93% 65 19.94% 0 0.00%
ELECTION DAY 1 3.45% 6 20.69% 1 3.45% 2 6.90% 10 34.48% 5 17.24% 0 0.00%
PROVISIONAL 0 0 0 0 0 0 0
Total 16 4.51% 68 19.15% 34 9.58% 4 1.13% 88 24.79% 70 19.72% 0 0.00%
0424 KOKOPELLI
EARLY VOTE 190 10.55% 339 18.82% 338 18.77% 49 2.72% 251  13.94% 197  10.94% 6 0.33%
ELECTION DAY 12 4.00% 50 16.67% 76 25.33% 15 5.00% 58 19.33% 16 5.33% 2 0.67%
PROVISIONAL 0 0.00% 2  40.00% 1 20.00% 0 0.00% 0 0.00% 1 20.00% 1 20.00%
Total 202 9.59% 391 1857% 415 19.71% 64 3.04% 309 14.67% 214 10.16% 9 0.43%
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Precinct <
0347 HALL
EARLY VOTE 1,211
ELECTION DAY 131
PROVISIONAL 7
Total 1,349
0366 HIBISCUS
EARLY VOTE 368
ELECTION DAY 50
PROVISIONAL 0
Total 418
0385 HOPI
EARLY VOTE 1,142
ELECTION DAY 202
PROVISIONAL 0
Total 1,344
0414 KACHINA
EARLY VOTE 1,350
ELECTION DAY 195
PROVISIONAL 1
Total 1,546
0415 KAIBAB
EARLY VOTE 326
ELECTION DAY 29
PROVISIONAL 0
Total 355
0424 KOKOPELLI
EARLY VOTE 1,801
ELECTION DAY 300
PROVISIONAL 5
Total 2,106
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Precinct
0430 LAKEWOOD
EARLY VOTE
ELECTION DAY
PROVISIONAL
Total
0431 LAMAR
EARLY VOTE
ELECTION DAY
PROVISIONAL
Total
0453 LIONS
EARLY VOTE
ELECTION DAY
PROVISIONAL
Total
0467 LOOKOUT RIDGE
EARLY VOTE
ELECTION DAY
PROVISIONAL
Total
0470 LOS OLIVOS
EARLY VOTE
ELECTION DAY
PROVISIONAL
Total
0477 MADISON
EARLY VOTE
ELECTION DAY
PROVISIONAL
Total

Times Cast

2,565
430

2,997

1,124
193

1,321

645
79

724

1,893
268

2,163

568
117

685

619
104

728

Registered
Voters

w
O
[e+]
S

3,987
3,987
3,987

1,700
1,700
1,700
1,700

867
867
867
867

2,722
2,722
2,722
2,722

1,062
1,062
1,062
1,062

983
983
983
983

Undervotes

666
138

805

318
89

410

205
35

240

591
102

693

203
54

257

180
47

231

Overvotes

~N O Nnown;

29

34

Precinct
0430 LAKEWOOD
EARLY VOTE
ELECTION DAY
PROVISIONAL
Total
0431 LAMAR
EARLY VOTE
ELECTION DAY
PROVISIONAL
Total
0453 LIONS
EARLY VOTE
ELECTION DAY
PROVISIONAL
Total
0467 LOOKOUT RIDGE
EARLY VOTE
ELECTION DAY
PROVISIONAL
Total
0470 LOS OLIVOS
EARLY VOTE
ELECTION DAY
PROVISIONAL
Total
0477 MADISON
EARLY VOTE
ELECTION DAY
PROVISIONAL
Total
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CURTIN, HARRY
(NON)

- O
v W

108

48
10

59

54
13

67

117
17

134

22

27

22

24

5.03%
5.47%
0.00%
5.09%

6.02%
9.71%
100.00%
6.55%

12.41%
30.95%

14.05%

9.19%
10.56%
0.00%
9.33%

6.13%
8.06%

6.41%

5.15%
3.51%
0.00%
4.95%

GREENE, JOAN

(NON)

378
39

417

98

105

55

56

177
22

200

70

78

72

78

20.45%
14.23%

0.00%
19.64%

12.30%
6.80%
0.00%

11.65%

12.64%
2.38%

11.74%

13.90%
13.66%
50.00%
13.93%

19.50%
12.90%

18.53%

16.86%
10.53%

0.00%
16.08%
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0430 LAKEWOOD
EARLY VOTE 123 6.66% 244 13.20% 405 21.92% 41 2.22% 348 18.83% 211 11.42% 5 027%
ELECTION DAY 10 3.65% 18 6.57% 72 26.28% 11 401% 87 31.75% 21 7.66% 1 036%
PROVISIONAL 0 0.00% 0 0.00% 0 0.00% 0 0.00% 0 000% 1 100.00% 0 000%
Total 133 6.26% 262 12.34% 477 22.47% 52 2.45% 435 20.49% 233 10.98% 6 0.28%
0431 LAMAR
EARLY VOTE 85  10.66% 187 23.46% 91 11.42% 16 2.01% 113 14.18% 157 19.70% 2 0.25%
ELECTION DAY 9 8.74% 12 11.65% 22 2136% 1 097% 22 2136% 17 16.50% 3 291%
PROVISIONAL 0 0.00% 0 0.00% 0 0.00% 0 0.00% 0 0.00% 0 0.00% 0 0.00%
Total 94  1043% 199 22.09% 113 12.54% 17 1.89% 135 14.98% 174 19.31% 5 055%
0453 LIONS
EARLY VOTE 65 14.94% 101 23.22% 44 10.11% 3 069% 77 17.70% 35 8.05% 1 023%
ELECTION DAY 1 2.38% 3 7.14% 4 952% 0 0.00% 17 40.48% 1 2.38% 2 476%
PROVISIONAL 0 0 0 0 0 0 0
Total 66 13.84% 104 21.80% 48 10.06% 3 063% 9% 1971% 36 7.55% 3 063%
0467 LOOKOUT RIDGE
EARLY VOTE 151 11.86% 301 23.64% 80  6.28% 26 2.04% 290 22.78% 129 10.13% 2 0.16%
ELECTION DAY 12| 7.45% 25 15.53% 19 11.80% 2 1.24% 57 35.40% 6 3.73% 1 0.62%
PROVISIONAL 0 0.00% 1 50.00% 0 0.00% 0 0.00% 0 0.00% 0 0.00% 0 0.00%
Total 163 11.35% 327 22.77% 99 6.89% 28 1.95% 347 24.16% 135 9.40% 3 021%
0470 LOS OLIVOS
EARLY VOTE 43 11.98% 89 2479% 46 12.81% 10 2.79% 39 10.86% 39 10.86% 1 028%
ELECTION DAY 4 645% 8 12.90% 12 19.35% 4 645% 12 19.35% 9 1452% 0 0.00%
PROVISIONAL 0 0 0 0 0 0 0
Total 47 11.16% 97 23.04% 58 13.78% 14 333% 51 12.11% 48 11.40% 1 024%
0477 MADISON
EARLY VOTE 61 1429% 84 19.67% 28 6.56% 24 5.62% 39 9.13% 94 2201% 3 070%
ELECTION DAY 7 12.28% 10 17.54% 8 14.04% 0 0.00% 11 19.30% 11 19.30% 2 3.51%
PROVISIONAL 0 0.00% 1 100.00% 0 0.00% 0 0.00% 0 0.00% 0 0.00% 0 0.00%
Total 68 14.02% 95 19.59% 36 7.42% 24 4.95% 50 10.31% 105 21.65% 5 1.03%
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Precinct <
0430 LAKEWOOD
EARLY VOTE 1,848
ELECTION DAY 274
PROVISIONAL 1
Total 2,123
0431 LAMAR
EARLY VOTE 797
ELECTION DAY 103
PROVISIONAL 1
Total 901
0453 LIONS
EARLY VOTE 435
ELECTION DAY 42
PROVISIONAL 0
Total 477
0467 LOOKOUT RIDGE
EARLY VOTE 1,273
ELECTION DAY 161
PROVISIONAL 2
Total 1,436
0470 LOS OLIVOS
EARLY VOTE 359
ELECTION DAY 62
PROVISIONAL 0
Total 421
0477 MADISON
EARLY VOTE 427
ELECTION DAY 57
PROVISIONAL 1
Total 485
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Precinct
0478 MADISON HEIGHTS
EARLY VOTE
ELECTION DAY
PROVISIONAL
Total

0482 MAGIC STONE
EARLY VOTE
ELECTION DAY
PROVISIONAL
Total
0499 MAYFLOWER
EARLY VOTE
ELECTION DAY
PROVISIONAL
Total
0555 NVP 1
EARLY VOTE
ELECTION DAY
PROVISIONAL
Total
0563 NVP 17
EARLY VOTE
ELECTION DAY
PROVISIONAL
Total
0573 NVP 5
EARLY VOTE
ELECTION DAY
PROVISIONAL
Total

Times Cast

3,175
562

3,743

1,189
215

1,408

o O o o o O o o

o O o o

Registered
Voters

N
©
o
e

1,904
1,904
1,904

5,345
5,345
5,345
5,345

1,936
1,936
1,936
1,936

o O O o o O o o

o O o o

Undervotes

N
[e 2 =Y
N wn

477

810
171

981

349
111

462

o O O o o O o o

o O o o

Overvotes

-
oW

82
18

100

o O O o o O o o

o O o o

Precinct
0478 MADISON HEIGHTS
EARLY VOTE
ELECTION DAY
PROVISIONAL
Total

0482 MAGIC STONE
EARLY VOTE
ELECTION DAY
PROVISIONAL
Total
0499 MAYFLOWER
EARLY VOTE
ELECTION DAY
PROVISIONAL
Total
0555 NVP 1
EARLY VOTE
ELECTION DAY
PROVISIONAL
Total
0563 NVP 17
EARLY VOTE
ELECTION DAY
PROVISIONAL
Total
0573 NVP 5
EARLY VOTE
ELECTION DAY
PROVISIONAL
Total
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CURTIN, HARRY
(NON)

[e)]
© O

77

104
18

124

70

81

o O O o o O o o

o O o o

6.77%
10.67%
0.00%
7.03%

4.56%
4.83%
33.33%
4.66%

8.44%
10.78%
0.00%
8.68%

GREENE, JOAN

(NON)

137

147

474
65

539

98
11

109

o O O o o O o o

o O o o

13.44%
12.00%
50.00%
13.41%

20.76%
17.43%

0.00%
20.25%

11.82%
10.78%

0.00%
11.68%
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0478 MADISON HEIGHTS
EARLY VOTE 125 12.27% 325 31.89% 92 9.03% 10 0.98% 179 17.57% 81 7.95% 1 0.10%
ELECTION DAY 5 6.67% 19 25.33% 14 18.67% 0 0.00% 17 22.67% 3 4.00% 0 0.00%
PROVISIONAL 0 0.00% 0 0.00% 0 0.00% 0 0.00% 1 50.00% 0 0.00% 0 0.00%
Total 130 11.86% 344 31.39% 106 9.67% 10 0.91% 197 17.97% 84 7.66% 1 0.09%
0482 MAGIC STONE
EARLY VOTE 177 7.75% 349  15.29% 475 20.81% 48 2.10% 343 15.02% 304 13.32% 9 0.39%
ELECTION DAY 16 4.29% 40 10.72% 95 2547% 6 1.61% 101 27.08% 32 8.58% 0 0.00%
PROVISIONAL 2 3333% 0 0.00% 0 0.00% 0 0.00% 1 16.67% 1 16.67% 0 0.00%
Total 195 7.33% 389 14.61% 570 2141% 54 2.03% 445 16.72% 337 12.66% 9 0.34%
0499 MAYFLOWER
EARLY VOTE 114 13.75% 210 25.33% 90 10.86% 22 2.65% 95 11.46% 128 15.44% 2 0.24%
ELECTION DAY 4 3.92% 18 17.65% 16 15.69% 10 9.80% 23 22.55% 7 6.86% 2 1.96%
PROVISIONAL 0 0.00% 1 50.00% 1 50.00% 0 0.00% 0 0.00% 0 0.00% 0 0.00%
Total 118 12.65% 229  24.54% 107 11.47% 32 3.43% 118 12.65% 135 1447% 4 0.43%
0555 NVP 1
EARLY VOTE 0 0 0 0 0 0 0
ELECTION DAY 0 0 0 0 0 0 0
PROVISIONAL 0 0 0 0 0 0 0
Total 0 0 0 0 0 0 0
0563 NVP 17
EARLY VOTE 0 0 0 0 0 0 0
ELECTION DAY 0 0 0 0 0 0 0
PROVISIONAL 0 0 0 0 0 0 0
Total 0 0 0 0 0 0 0
0573 NVP 5
EARLY VOTE 0 0 0 0 0 0 0
ELECTION DAY 0 0 0 0 0 0 0
PROVISIONAL 0 0 0 0 0 0 0
Total 0 0 0 0 0 0 0
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L)
Precinct <
0478 MADISON HEIGHTS
EARLY VOTE 1,019
ELECTION DAY 75
PROVISIONAL 2
Total 1,096
0482 MAGIC STONE
EARLY VOTE 2,283
ELECTION DAY 373
PROVISIONAL 6
Total 2,662
0499 MAYFLOWER
EARLY VOTE 829
ELECTION DAY 102
PROVISIONAL 2
Total 933
0555 NVP 1
EARLY VOTE 0
ELECTION DAY 0
PROVISIONAL 0
Total 0
0563 NVP 17
EARLY VOTE 0
ELECTION DAY 0
PROVISIONAL 0
Total 0
0573 NVP 5
EARLY VOTE 0
ELECTION DAY 0
PROVISIONAL 0
Total 0

Page 184





Page: 70 of 100

Precinct
0576 NVP 8
EARLY VOTE
ELECTION DAY
PROVISIONAL
Total
0581 OAKTREE
EARLY VOTE
ELECTION DAY
PROVISIONAL
Total
0614 PAPAGO PARK
EARLY VOTE
ELECTION DAY
PROVISIONAL
Total
0638 PICADILLY
EARLY VOTE
ELECTION DAY
PROVISIONAL
Total
0647 PINTO
EARLY VOTE
ELECTION DAY
PROVISIONAL
Total
0672 RANCHO
EARLY VOTE
ELECTION DAY
PROVISIONAL
Total

Times Cast

o O o o

2,174
330

2,507

705
181

888

1,478
234

1,715

2,360
268

2,630

1,015
155

1,171

Registered
Voters

o O o o

3,211
3,211
3,211
3,211

1,779
1,779
1,779
1,779

2,309
2,309
2,309
2,309

3,283
3,283
3,283
3,283

1,670
1,670
1,670
1,670

Undervotes

o O o o

670
143

813

206
68

276

397
89

487

603
80

683

303
68

371

Overvotes

o O o o

50
14

64

23

Precinct
0576 NVP 8
EARLY VOTE
ELECTION DAY
PROVISIONAL
Total
0581 OAKTREE
EARLY VOTE
ELECTION DAY
PROVISIONAL
Total
0614 PAPAGO PARK
EARLY VOTE
ELECTION DAY
PROVISIONAL
Total
0638 PICADILLY
EARLY VOTE
ELECTION DAY
PROVISIONAL
Total
0647 PINTO
EARLY VOTE
ELECTION DAY
PROVISIONAL
Total
0672 RANCHO
EARLY VOTE
ELECTION DAY
PROVISIONAL
Total
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CURTIN, HARRY
(NON)

o O o o

123
27

150

63
18

81

71
16

87

28

36

8.24%
15.08%
0.00%
8.96%

3.88%
1.83%

3.51%

5.94%
12.68%
0.00%
6.73%

4.16%
9.20%
0.00%
4.62%

4.04%
9.64%
0.00%
4.63%

GREENE, JOAN

(NON)

o O o o

165
24

189

95
20

115

112
14

126

277
13

291

106

1
115

11.06%
13.41%

0.00%
11.29%

19.39%
18.35%

19.20%

10.56%
9.86%
0.00%

10.47%

16.23%

747%
50.00%
15.45%

15.30%
9.64%
100.00%
14.80%
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0576 NVP 8
EARLY VOTE 0 0 0 0 0 0 0
ELECTION DAY 0 0 0 0 0 0 0
PROVISIONAL 0 0 0 0 0 0 0
Total 0 0 0 0 0 0 0
0581 OAKTREE
EARLY VOTE 258 17.29% 336 22.52% 161 10.79% 34 2.28% 243 16.29% 168 11.26% 4 0.27%
ELECTION DAY 12 6.70% 29  16.20% 24 1341% 6 3.35% 43 24.02% 13 7.26% 1 0.56%
PROVISIONAL 0 0.00% 0 0.00% 0 0.00% 0 0.00% 3 100.00% 0 0.00% 0 0.00%
Total 270 16.13% 365 21.80% 185 11.05% 40 2.39% 289  17.26% 181 10.81% 5 0.30%
0614 PAPAGO PARK
EARLY VOTE 63  12.86% 82 16.73% 83 16.94% 21 4.29% 58 11.84% 66 13.47% 3 0.61%
ELECTION DAY 10 9.17% 24 22.02% 18 16.51% 12 11.01% 13 11.93% 9 8.26% 1 0.92%
PROVISIONAL 0 0 0 0 0 0 0
Total 73 12.19% 106 17.70% 101 16.86% 33 5.51% 71 11.85% 75 12.52% 4 0.67%
0638 PICADILLY
EARLY VOTE 139  13.10% 263 24.79% 86 8.11% 8 0.75% 194 18.28% 193 18.19% 3 0.28%
ELECTION DAY 8 5.63% 19 13.38% 19 13.38% 5 3.52% 45  31.69% 14 9.86% 0 0.00%
PROVISIONAL 0 0.00% 0 0.00% 0 0.00% 0 0.00% 1 100.00% 0 0.00% 0 0.00%
Total 147  12.21% 282 23.42% 105 8.72% 13 1.08% 240  19.93% 207 17.19% 3 0.25%
0647 PINTO
EARLY VOTE 115 6.74% 295 17.28% 402 23.55% 15 0.88% 375 21.97% 155 9.08% 2 0.12%
ELECTION DAY 5 2.87% 9 5.17% 48 27.59% 8 4.60% 58 33.33% 15 8.62% 2 1.15%
PROVISIONAL 0 0.00% 0 0.00% 1 50.00% 0 0.00% 0 0.00% 0 0.00% 0 0.00%
Total 120 6.37% 304 16.14% 451 23.95% 23 1.22% 433 23.00% 170 9.03% 4 0.21%
0672 RANCHO
EARLY VOTE 93 13.42% 152 21.93% 78 11.26% 18 2.60% 73 10.53% 145 20.92% 0 0.00%
ELECTION DAY 6 723% 5  6.02% 19 22.89% 5  6.02% 17 20.48% 14 16.87% 1 1.20%
PROVISIONAL 0 0.00% 0 0.00% 0 0.00% 0 0.00% 0 0.00% 0 0.00% 0 0.00%
Total 99 12.74% 157 20.21% 97 12.48% 23 2.96% 90 11.58% 159  20.46% 1 0.13%
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Precinct <
0576 NVP 8
EARLY VOTE 0
ELECTION DAY 0
PROVISIONAL 0
Total 0
0581 OAKTREE
EARLY VOTE 1,492
ELECTION DAY 179
PROVISIONAL 3
Total 1,674
0614 PAPAGO PARK
EARLY VOTE 490
ELECTION DAY 109
PROVISIONAL 0
Total 599
0638 PICADILLY
EARLY VOTE 1,061
ELECTION DAY 142
PROVISIONAL 1
Total 1,204
0647 PINTO
EARLY VOTE 1,707
ELECTION DAY 174
PROVISIONAL 2
Total 1,883
0672 RANCHO
EARLY VOTE 693
ELECTION DAY 83
PROVISIONAL 1
Total 777
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0684 RESERVE
EARLY VOTE
ELECTION DAY
PROVISIONAL
Total
0700 ROCKLEDGE
EARLY VOTE
ELECTION DAY
PROVISIONAL
Total
0710 ROVEY
EARLY VOTE
ELECTION DAY
PROVISIONAL
Total
0712 RUBY
EARLY VOTE
ELECTION DAY
PROVISIONAL
Total
0729 SANDIA
EARLY VOTE
ELECTION DAY
PROVISIONAL
Total
0762 SIMIS
EARLY VOTE
ELECTION DAY
PROVISIONAL
Total

Times Cast

2,664
401

3,069

1,103
185

1,290

1,065
213

1,281

1,827
259

2,088

2,265
284

2,554

Registered
Voters

—
iy
[e2]
o

1,460
1,460
1,460

3,929
3,929
3,929
3,929

1,721
1,721
1,721
1,721

2,078
2,078
2,078
2,078

2,826
2,826
2,826
2,826

3,328
3,328
3,328
3,328

Undervotes

223

272

685
136

822

318
72

391

297
81

379

425
86

511

683
117

804

Overvotes

Precinct
0684 RESERVE
EARLY VOTE
ELECTION DAY
PROVISIONAL
Total
0700 ROCKLEDGE
EARLY VOTE
ELECTION DAY
PROVISIONAL
Total
0710 ROVEY
EARLY VOTE
ELECTION DAY
PROVISIONAL
Total
0712 RUBY
EARLY VOTE
ELECTION DAY
PROVISIONAL
Total
0729 SANDIA
EARLY VOTE
ELECTION DAY
PROVISIONAL
Total
0762 SIMIS
EARLY VOTE
ELECTION DAY
PROVISIONAL
Total
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CURTIN, HARRY
(NON)

w
N

35

79
14

93

34

41

42
13

55

60

1
66

80
14

94

5.07%
0.94%

4.51%

4.10%
5.47%
0.00%
4.26%

437%
5.56%
100.00%
4.62%

5.59%
10.48%
0.00%
6.26%

4.39%
3.01%
50.00%
4.30%

5.14%
8.48%
0.00%
5.46%

GREENE, JOAN

(NON)

121

126

387
18

405

118
17

135

120
15

135

366
34

400

241
23

264

18.06%
4.72%

16.24%

20.09%
7.03%
0.00%

18.54%

15.17%
15.74%

0.00%
15.22%

15.96%
12.10%

0.00%
15.38%

26.79%
20.48%

0.00%
26.08%

15.49%
13.94%

0.00%
15.33%
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0684 RESERVE
EARLY VOTE 45 6.72% 85 12.69% 199  29.70% 4 0.60% 130 19.40% 51 7.61% 1 0.15%
ELECTION DAY 6 5.66% 17 16.04% 44 41.51% 4 3.77% 26 24.53% 3 2.83% 0 0.00%
PROVISIONAL 0 0 0 0 0 0 0
Total 51 6.57% 102 13.14% 243 31.31% 8 1.03% 156 20.10% 54 6.96% 1 0.13%
0700 ROCKLEDGE
EARLY VOTE 161 8.36% 319 16.56% 392 20.35% 23 1.19% 394  20.46% 169 8.77% 2 0.10%
ELECTION DAY 12 4.69% 21 8.20% 91 3555% 3 1.17% 83 3242% 13 5.08% 1 0.39%
PROVISIONAL 0 0.00% 0 0.00% 1 3333% 0 0.00% 1 3333% 1 3333% 0 0.00%
Total 173 7.92% 340 15.56% 484 22.15% 26 1.19% 478 21.88% 183 8.38% 3 0.14%
0710 ROVEY
EARLY VOTE 104 1337% 171 21.98% 67 8.61% 17 2.19% 120 1542% 143 18.38% 4 0.51%
ELECTION DAY 11 10.19% 20 18.52% 26 24.07% 4 3.70% 16 14.81% 7 6.48% 1 0.93%
PROVISIONAL 0 0.00% 0 0.00% 0 0.00% 0 0.00% 0 0.00% 0 0.00% 0 0.00%
Total 115 12.97% 191 21.53% 93  10.48% 21 2.37% 136 1533% 150 16.91% 5 0.56%
0712 RUBY
EARLY VOTE 122 16.22% 133 17.69% 87 11.57% 35 4.65% 78 1037% 129 17.15% 6 0.80%
ELECTION DAY 9 7.26% 12 9.68% 23 18.55% 13 10.48% 21 16.94% 17 13.71% 1 0.81%
PROVISIONAL 0 0.00% 0 0.00% 1 50.00% 1 50.00% 0 0.00% 0 0.00% 0 0.00%
Total 131 14.92% 145 16.51% 111 12.64% 49 5.58% 99 11.28% 146 16.63% 7 0.80%
0729 SANDIA
EARLY VOTE 91 6.66% 202 14.79% 261 19.11% 29 2.12% 245 17.94% 112 8.20% 0 0.00%
ELECTION DAY 4 2.41% 17 10.24% 37 2229% 5 3.01% 51 30.72% 13 7.83% 0 0.00%
PROVISIONAL 0 0.00% 0 0.00% 0 0.00% 1 50.00% 0 0.00% 0 0.00% 0 0.00%
Total 95 6.19% 219 14.28% 298  19.43% 35 2.28% 296  19.30% 125 8.15% 0 0.00%
0762 SIMIS
EARLY VOTE 239 15.36% 328 21.08% 120 7.71% 34 2.19% 162 1041% 346 22.24% 6 0.39%
ELECTION DAY 11 6.67% 22 1333% 28 16.97% 5 3.03% 44 26.67% 18 1091% 0 0.00%
PROVISIONAL 0 0.00% 0 0.00% 0 0.00% 1 100.00% 0 0.00% 0 0.00% 0 0.00%
Total 250 14.52% 350 20.33% 148 8.59% 40 2.32% 206 11.96% 364 21.14% 6 0.35%
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L)
Precinct <
0684 RESERVE
EARLY VOTE 670
ELECTION DAY 106
PROVISIONAL 0
Total 776
0700 ROCKLEDGE
EARLY VOTE 1,926
ELECTION DAY 256
PROVISIONAL 3
Total 2,185
0710 ROVEY
EARLY VOTE 778
ELECTION DAY 108
PROVISIONAL 1
Total 887
0712 RUBY
EARLY VOTE 752
ELECTION DAY 124
PROVISIONAL 2
Total 878
0729 SANDIA
EARLY VOTE 1,366
ELECTION DAY 166
PROVISIONAL 2
Total 1,534
0762 SIMIS
EARLY VOTE 1,556
ELECTION DAY 165
PROVISIONAL 1
Total 1,722
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Precinct
0766 SOLANO
EARLY VOTE
ELECTION DAY
PROVISIONAL
Total
0767 SOLCITO
EARLY VOTE
ELECTION DAY
PROVISIONAL
Total
0772 SOUTH MTN PARK
EARLY VOTE
ELECTION DAY
PROVISIONAL
Total

0773 SOUTH MTN PARK
EAST

EARLY VOTE
ELECTION DAY
PROVISIONAL
Total

0774 SOUTH MTN PARK NE
EARLY VOTE
ELECTION DAY
PROVISIONAL
Total

0775 SOUTH MTN PARK SE
EARLY VOTE
ELECTION DAY
PROVISIONAL
Total

Times Cast

443

491

970
134

1,105

130
21

151

o O o o o O o o

o O o o

Registered
Voters

vl U
O
NN

592
592

1,328
1,328
1,328
1,328

183
183
183
183

o O o o o O O o

o O o o

Undervotes

270
50

320

38

46

o O o o o O O o

o O o o

Overvotes

o

o O O o - O O =

o O o o

o O o o

Precinct
0766 SOLANO
EARLY VOTE
ELECTION DAY
PROVISIONAL
Total
0767 SOLCITO
EARLY VOTE
ELECTION DAY
PROVISIONAL
Total
0772 SOUTH MTN PARK
EARLY VOTE
ELECTION DAY
PROVISIONAL
Total

0773 SOUTH MTN PARK
EAST

EARLY VOTE
ELECTION DAY
PROVISIONAL
Total

0774 SOUTH MTN PARK NE
EARLY VOTE
ELECTION DAY
PROVISIONAL
Total

0775 SOUTH MTN PARK SE
EARLY VOTE
ELECTION DAY
PROVISIONAL
Total
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CURTIN, HARRY
(NON)

)

o O o o o O O o

o O o o

1.84%
13.79%

2.82%

6.50%

11.25%

100.00%

7.12%

3.30%
0.00%

2.88%

GREENE, JOAN

(NON)

w
B

41

85

94

o O o o o O O o

o O o o

11.35%
13.79%

11.55%

12.28%

11.25%

0.00%

12.16%

8.79%
7.69%

8.65%
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0766 SOLANO
EARLY VOTE 75 23.01% 61 18.71% 23 7.06% 5 1.53% 63 19.33% 56 17.18% 0 0.00%
ELECTION DAY 2 6.90% 4 13.79% 8 27.59% 1 3.45% 4 13.79% 2 6.90% 0 0.00%
PROVISIONAL 0 0 0 0 0 0 0
Total 77  21.69% 65 18.31% 31 8.73% 6 1.69% 67 18.87% 58 16.34% 0 0.00%
0767 SOLCITO
EARLY VOTE 104  15.03% 230 33.24% 56 8.09% 8 1.16% 83 11.99% 80 11.56% 1 0.14%
ELECTION DAY 1 1.25% 21 26.25% 16 20.00% 1 1.25% 14 17.50% 9 11.25% 0 0.00%
PROVISIONAL 0 0.00% 0 0.00% 0 0.00% 0 0.00% 0 0.00% 0 0.00% 0 0.00%
Total 105  13.58% 251 3247% 72 9.31% 9 1.16% 97 12.55% 89 11.51% 1 0.13%
0772 SOUTH MTN PARK
EARLY VOTE 9 9.89% 35 38.46% 17 18.68% 2 2.20% 9 9.89% 8 8.79% 0 0.00%
ELECTION DAY 1 7.69% 2  15.38% 4 30.77% 0 0.00% 4 30.77% 0 0.00% 1 7.69%
PROVISIONAL 0 0 0 0 0 0 0
Total 10 9.62% 37 35.58% 21 20.19% 2 1.92% 13 12.50% 8 7.69% 1 0.96%
0773 SOUTH MTN PARK
EAST
EARLY VOTE 0 0 0 0 0 0 0
ELECTION DAY 0 0 0 0 0 0 0
PROVISIONAL 0 0 0 0 0 0 0
Total 0 0 0 0 0 0 0
0774 SOUTH MTN PARK NE
EARLY VOTE 0 0 0 0 0 0 0
ELECTION DAY 0 0 0 0 0 0 0
PROVISIONAL 0 0 0 0 0 0 0
Total 0 0 0 0 0 0 0
0775 SOUTH MTN PARK SE
EARLY VOTE 0 0 0 0 0 0 0
ELECTION DAY 0 0 0 0 0 0 0
PROVISIONAL 0 0 0 0 0 0 0
Total 0 0 0 0 0 0 0
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L)
Precinct <
0766 SOLANO
EARLY VOTE 326
ELECTION DAY 29
PROVISIONAL 0
Total 355
0767 SOLCITO
EARLY VOTE 692
ELECTION DAY 80
PROVISIONAL 1
Total 773
0772 SOUTH MTN PARK
EARLY VOTE 91
ELECTION DAY 13
PROVISIONAL 0
Total 104
0773 SOUTH MTN PARK
EAST
EARLY VOTE 0
ELECTION DAY 0
PROVISIONAL 0
Total 0
0774 SOUTH MTN PARK NE
EARLY VOTE 0
ELECTION DAY 0
PROVISIONAL 0
Total 0
0775 SOUTH MTN PARK SE
EARLY VOTE 0
ELECTION DAY 0
PROVISIONAL 0
Total 0
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Precinct

0776 SOUTH MTN PARK
SOUTH

EARLY VOTE
ELECTION DAY
PROVISIONAL
Total
0777 SOUTH MTN PARK SW
EARLY VOTE
ELECTION DAY
PROVISIONAL
Total
0785 ST FRANCIS
EARLY VOTE
ELECTION DAY
PROVISIONAL
Total
0830 TESSERA
EARLY VOTE
ELECTION DAY
PROVISIONAL
Total
0831 THOMAS
EARLY VOTE
ELECTION DAY
PROVISIONAL
Total
0832 THUNDERHILL
EARLY VOTE
ELECTION DAY
PROVISIONAL
Total

oclololo Times Cast

o O o o

990
208

1,200

256
81

344

497
92

589

2,379
402

2,781

Registered
Voters

o O O o

o O o o

1,834
1,834
1,834
1,834

629
629
629
629

824
824
824
824

3,645
3,645
3,645
3,645

olololo Undervotes

o O o o

314
109

423

78
28

108

109
36

145

603
131

734

o olo o Overvotes

o O o o

v O O wun

55
10

65

Precinct

0776 SOUTH MTN PARK
SOUTH

EARLY VOTE
ELECTION DAY
PROVISIONAL
Total
0777 SOUTH MTN PARK SW
EARLY VOTE
ELECTION DAY
PROVISIONAL
Total
0785 ST FRANCIS
EARLY VOTE
ELECTION DAY
PROVISIONAL
Total
0830 TESSERA
EARLY VOTE
ELECTION DAY
PROVISIONAL
Total
0831 THOMAS
EARLY VOTE
ELECTION DAY
PROVISIONAL
Total
0832 THUNDERHILL
EARLY VOTE
ELECTION DAY
PROVISIONAL
Total
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CURTIN, HARRY
(NON)

o O o o

o O o o

59
14

73

6.66%
9.38%
0.00%
6.98%

9.83%

9.43%

0.00%

9.52%

5.70%
1.82%

5.22%

3.43%
5.36%

3.68%

GREENE, JOAN

o O o o

105
13

119

30

39

61

66

295
28

323

15.89%
13.54%
50.00%
15.68%

17.34%

15.09%

20.00%

16.88%

15.80%
9.09%

14.97%

17.14%
10.73%

16.30%
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0776 SOUTH MTN PARK
SOUTH
EARLY VOTE 0 0 0 0 0 0 0
ELECTION DAY 0 0 0 0 0 0 0
PROVISIONAL 0 0 0 0 0 0 0
Total 0 0 0 0 0 0 0
0777 SOUTH MTN PARK SW
EARLY VOTE 0 0 0 0 0 0 0
ELECTION DAY 0 0 0 0 0 0 0
PROVISIONAL 0 0 0 0 0 0 0
Total 0 0 0 0 0 0 0
0785 ST FRANCIS
EARLY VOTE 86 13.01% 136 20.57% 9% 14.52% 9 136% 89  13.46% 94 1422% 2 0.30%
ELECTION DAY 11 11.46% 16 16.67% 23 23.96% 3 313% 15 15.63% 6 6.25% 0  0.00%
PROVISIONAL 1 50.00% 0 0.00% 0 0.00% 0 0.00% 0 0.00% 0 0.00% 0 0.00%
Total 98 1291% 152 20.03% 119 15.68% 12 1.58% 104 13.70% 100 13.18% 2 0.26%
0830 TESSERA
EARLY VOTE 22 12.72% 21 12.14% 21 12.14% 17 9.83% 18 10.40% 27 1561% 0 0.00%
ELECTION DAY 3 566% 2 3.77% 15 28.30% 10 18.87% 6 11.32% 4 7.55% 0 0.00%
PROVISIONAL 1 20.00% 0 0.00% 2 40.00% 0 0.00% 0 0.00% 1 20.00% 0 0.00%
Total 26 11.26% 23 9.96% 38 16.45% 27 11.69% 24 1039% 32 13.85% 0 0.00%
0831 THOMAS
EARLY VOTE 59 15.28% 65 16.84% 42 10.88% 6  155% 52 13.47% 78 2021% 1 026%
ELECTION DAY 3 545% 6 1091% 12 21.82% 4 727% 14 2545% 10 18.18% 0 0.00%
PROVISIONAL 0 0 0 0 0 0 0
Total 62 14.06% 71 16.10% 54 12.24% 10 2.27% 66 14.97% 88 19.95% 1 023%
0832 THUNDERHILL
EARLY VOTE 100 5.81% 228 13.25% 534  31.03% 14 081% 303 17.61% 187 10.87% 1 0.06%
ELECTION DAY 8  3.07% 19 7.28% 102 39.08% 3 1.15% 75 28.74% 12 460% 0 0.00%
PROVISIONAL 0 0 0 0 0 0 0
Total 108 5.45% 247 12.46% 636 32.09% 17 0.86% 378 19.07% 199 10.04% 1 0.05%
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L)
Precinct <
0776 SOUTH MTN PARK
SOUTH
EARLY VOTE 0
ELECTION DAY 0
PROVISIONAL 0
Total 0
0777 SOUTH MTN PARK SW
EARLY VOTE 0
ELECTION DAY 0
PROVISIONAL 0
Total 0
0785 ST FRANCIS
EARLY VOTE 661
ELECTION DAY 96
PROVISIONAL 2
Total 759
0830 TESSERA
EARLY VOTE 173
ELECTION DAY 53
PROVISIONAL 5
Total 231
0831 THOMAS
EARLY VOTE 386
ELECTION DAY 55
PROVISIONAL 0
Total 441
0832 THUNDERHILL
EARLY VOTE 1,721
ELECTION DAY 261
PROVISIONAL 0
Total 1,982
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Precinct
0860 UNO
EARLY VOTE
ELECTION DAY
PROVISIONAL
Total

0896 WESTERN STAR
EARLY VOTE
ELECTION DAY
PROVISIONAL
Total
0913 WILDER
EARLY VOTE
ELECTION DAY
PROVISIONAL
Total
0915 WILDWOOD
EARLY VOTE
ELECTION DAY
PROVISIONAL
Total
0921 WINDMERE
EARLY VOTE
ELECTION DAY
PROVISIONAL
Total
Election Wide - Total
County - Total

Times Cast

o O o o

1,825
288

2,116

2,326
262

2,592

1,456
253

1,713

2,279
456

2,737
89,688
89,688

Registered
Voters

o O o o

3,064
3,064
3,064
3,064

3,140
3,140
3,140
3,140

2,325
2,325
2,325
2,325

4,338
4,338
4,338
4,338
121,356
121,356

Undervotes

o O o o

467
101

570

655
115

770

385
69

455

584
134

720
26,166
26,166

Overvotes

o O o o

41
10

51

66
14

80
1,610
1,610

Precinct
0860 UNO
EARLY VOTE
ELECTION DAY
PROVISIONAL
Total

0896 WESTERN STAR
EARLY VOTE
ELECTION DAY
PROVISIONAL
Total
0913 WILDER
EARLY VOTE
ELECTION DAY
PROVISIONAL
Total
0915 WILDWOOD
EARLY VOTE
ELECTION DAY
PROVISIONAL
Total
0921 WINDMERE
EARLY VOTE
ELECTION DAY
PROVISIONAL
Total
Election Wide - Total
County - Total
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CURTIN, HARRY
(NON)

o O o o

81
10

91

110

1
119

60
12

1
73

98
22

120
3,917
3,917

6.15%
5.65%
0.00%
6.09%

6.65%
5.59%
25.00%
6.60%

5.76%
6.82%
33.33%
5.98%

6.02%
7.14%

6.20%
6.33%
6.33%

GREENE, JOAN

(NON)

o O o o

287
27

314

203
10

214

182
18

201

347
36

383
10,036
10,036

21.79%
15.25%

0.00%
21.00%

12.27%

6.99%
25.00%
11.88%

17.48%
10.23%
33.33%
16.48%

21.30%
11.69%

19.77%
16.21%
16.21%
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Precinct S>Z x £ 52 3 Z HZ 2 < =
0860 UNO
EARLY VOTE 0 0 0 0 0 0 0
ELECTION DAY 0 0 0 0 0 0 0
PROVISIONAL 0 0 0 0 0 0 0
Total 0 0 0 0 0 0 0
0896 WESTERN STAR
EARLY VOTE 129 9.79% 244 18.53% 232 17.62% 24 1.82% 160 12.15% 157 11.92% 3 0.23%
ELECTION DAY 12 6.78% 19 10.73% 53 29.94% 6 3.39% 37  20.90% 13 7.34% 0 0.00%
PROVISIONAL 0 0.00% 0 0.00% 0 0.00% 0 0.00% 0 0.00% 1 100.00% 0 0.00%
Total 141 9.43% 263 17.59% 285  19.06% 30 2.01% 197  13.18% 171 11.44% 3 0.20%
0913 WILDER
EARLY VOTE 249  15.05% 477 28.82% 133 8.04% 16 0.97% 265 16.01% 197  11.90% 5 0.30%
ELECTION DAY 12 8.39% 25 17.48% 27 18.88% 4 2.80% 38 26.57% 18  12.59% 1 0.70%
PROVISIONAL 0 0.00% 1  25.00% 0 0.00% 0 0.00% 0 0.00% 1  25.00% 0 0.00%
Total 261 14.48% 503 27.91% 160 8.88% 20 1.11% 303 16.81% 216 11.99% 6 0.33%
0915 WILDWOOD
EARLY VOTE 88 8.45% 143 13.74% 225 21.61% 15 1.44% 188 18.06% 136 13.06% 4 0.38%
ELECTION DAY 5 2.84% 14 7.95% 48 27.27% 4 2.27% 67 38.07% 8 4.55% 0 0.00%
PROVISIONAL 0 0.00% 1 33.33% 0 0.00% 0 0.00% 0 0.00% 0 0.00% 0 0.00%
Total 93 7.62% 158 12.95% 273 22.38% 19 1.56% 255 20.90% 144  11.80% 4 0.33%
0921 WINDMERE
EARLY VOTE 124 7.61% 241 14.79% 373 22.90% 46 2.82% 235 14.43% 162 9.94% 3 0.18%
ELECTION DAY 6 1.95% 37 12.01% 73 23.70% 12 3.90% 92 29.87% 27 8.77% 3 0.97%
PROVISIONAL 0 0 0 0 0 0 0
Total 130 6.71% 278 14.35% 446 23.03% 58 2.99% 327 16.88% 189 9.76% 6 0.31%
Election Wide - Total 6,234 10.07% 12,072 19.50% 10,098 16.31% 1,291 2.09% 10,548 17.04% 7,552 12.20% 164 0.26%
County - Total 6,234 10.07% 12,072 19.50% 10,098 16.31% 1,291 2.09% 10,548 17.04% 7,552  12.20% 164 0.26%
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Precinct
0860 UNO
EARLY VOTE
ELECTION DAY
PROVISIONAL
Total

0896 WESTERN STAR
EARLY VOTE
ELECTION DAY
PROVISIONAL
Total
0913 WILDER
EARLY VOTE
ELECTION DAY
PROVISIONAL
Total
0915 WILDWOOD
EARLY VOTE
ELECTION DAY
PROVISIONAL
Total
0921 WINDMERE
EARLY VOTE
ELECTION DAY
PROVISIONAL
Total
Election Wide - Total
County - Total

Total Votes

o O o o

1,317
177

1,495

1,655
143

1,802

1,041
176

1,220

1,629
308

1,937
61,912
61,912
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Phoenix Dist 8-Councilmember (Vote for 1)

Precinct
County
Election Wide
0031 ARDMORE
EARLY VOTE
ELECTION DAY
PROVISIONAL
Total
0049 BALSZ
EARLY VOTE
ELECTION DAY
PROVISIONAL
Total
0059 BETHUNE
EARLY VOTE
ELECTION DAY
PROVISIONAL
Total
0112 CARVER
EARLY VOTE
ELECTION DAY
PROVISIONAL
Total
0124 CHEATHAM
EARLY VOTE
ELECTION DAY
PROVISIONAL
Total

Times Cast

2,302
304

2,613

1,069
322
12
1,403

O O w o

1,938
258

2,202

1,149
172

1,323

Registered
Voters

4,271
4,271
4,271
4,271

3,474
3,474
3,474
3,474

23
23
23
23

3,602
3,602
3,602
3,602

2,354
2,354
2,354
2,354

Undervotes

400
81

482

252
98

354

o O O o

425
65

491

218
44

263

Overvotes

41
11

53

o O o o

Precinct
County
Election Wide
0031 ARDMORE
EARLY VOTE
ELECTION DAY
PROVISIONAL
Total
0049 BALSZ
EARLY VOTE
ELECTION DAY
PROVISIONAL
Total
0059 BETHUNE
EARLY VOTE
ELECTION DAY
PROVISIONAL
Total
0112 CARVER
EARLY VOTE
ELECTION DAY
PROVISIONAL
Total
0124 CHEATHAM
EARLY VOTE
ELECTION DAY
PROVISIONAL
Total
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CEBALLOS VINER,

DENISE
(NON)

174
28
1
203

62
32

98

o O o o

166
42

208

122
19

141

9.35%
13.21%
20.00%

9.77%

7.66%
14.41%
50.00%

9.43%

0.00%
0.00%

0.00%

11.40%
22.46%

0.00%
12.62%

13.74%
15.32%

0.00%
13.92%

GARCIA, CARLOS

(NON)

661
57

719

330
70

401

464
45

512

277
39

316

35.52%
26.89%
20.00%
34.60%

40.79%
31.53%
12.50%
38.59%

83.33%
33.33%

66.67%

31.87%
24.06%
60.00%
31.07%

31.19%
31.45%

0.00%
31.19%
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County
Election Wide
0031 ARDMORE
EARLY VOTE 188  10.10% 831 44.65% 7  038% 1,861
ELECTION DAY 44 20.75% 79 37.26% 4 1.89% 212
PROVISIONAL 1 20.00% 2 40.00% 0 0.00% 5
Total 233 11.21% 912 43.89% 11 0.53% 2,078
0049 BALSZ
EARLY VOTE 86 10.63% 330 40.79% 1 0.12% 809
ELECTION DAY 46 20.72% 72 3243% 2 0.90% 222
PROVISIONAL 1 1250% 2 25.00% 0 0.00% 8
Total 133 12.80% 404 38.88% 3 029% 1,039
0059 BETHUNE
EARLY VOTE 0 0.00% 1 1667% 0 0.00% 6
ELECTION DAY 1 3333% 1 3333% 0 0.00% 3
PROVISIONAL 0 0 0 0
Total 1T 1M.11% 2 22.22% 0 0.00% 9
0112 CARVER
EARLY VOTE 205 14.08% 619 42.51% 2 0.14% 1,456
ELECTION DAY 42 22.46% 58 31.02% 0 0.00% 187
PROVISIONAL 1 20.00% 1 20.00% 0 0.00% 5
Total 248  15.05% 678 41.14% 2 0.12% 1,648
0124 CHEATHAM
EARLY VOTE 119 13.40% 368 41.44% 2 023% 888
ELECTION DAY 25 20.16% 40 32.26% 1 0.81% 124
PROVISIONAL 0 0.00% 1 100.00% 0 0.00% 1
Total 144 14.22% 409 40.38% 3 030% 1,013
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Precinct
0183 CREIGHTON
EARLY VOTE
ELECTION DAY
PROVISIONAL
Total
0228 DOBBINS RANCH
EARLY VOTE
ELECTION DAY
PROVISIONAL
Total
0242 DUNBAR
EARLY VOTE
ELECTION DAY
PROVISIONAL
Total
0252 EDISON
EARLY VOTE
ELECTION DAY
PROVISIONAL
Total
0258 ELWOOD
EARLY VOTE
ELECTION DAY
PROVISIONAL
Total
0272 EUCLID
EARLY VOTE
ELECTION DAY
PROVISIONAL
Total

Times Cast

1,452
241

1,697

1,038
207

1,249

485
88

579

773
155

932

1,588
252

1,846

2,304
282

2,589

Registered
Voters

w
~
o
~

3,467
3,467
3,467

2,095
2,095
2,095
2,095

1,846
1,846
1,846
1,846

2,091
2,091
2,091
2,091

4,044
4,044
4,044
4,044

3,804
3,804
3,804
3,804

Undervotes

w
o) BREEES
o N

8]

383

184
33

219

74
21

98

137
40

177

279
68

349

509
99

609

Overvotes

-
BN

21

28
12

40

Precinct
0183 CREIGHTON
EARLY VOTE
ELECTION DAY
PROVISIONAL
Total
0228 DOBBINS RANCH
EARLY VOTE
ELECTION DAY
PROVISIONAL
Total
0242 DUNBAR
EARLY VOTE
ELECTION DAY
PROVISIONAL
Total
0252 EDISON
EARLY VOTE
ELECTION DAY
PROVISIONAL
Total
0258 ELWOOD
EARLY VOTE
ELECTION DAY
PROVISIONAL
Total
0272 EUCLID
EARLY VOTE
ELECTION DAY
PROVISIONAL
Total
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CEBALLOS VINER,

DENISE
(NON)

101
24
0
125

91
23

114

38

46

39

50

164
34

198

163
39

202

8.99%
14.29%
0.00%
9.67%

11.02%
14.20%

0.00%
11.52%

9.34%
12.12%
0.00%
9.68%

6.24%
7.89%
50.00%
6.73%

12.81%
19.43%

0.00%
13.57%

9.25%
22.03%
0.00%
10.40%

GARCIA, CARLOS

(NON)

577
62

640

254
44

300

203
34

237

350
52

404

624
74

698

592
42

634

51.38%
36.90%
50.00%
49.50%

30.75%
27.16%
100.00%
30.30%

49.88%
51.52%

0.00%
49.89%

56.00%
45.61%
50.00%
54.37%

48.75%
42.29%

0.00%
47.84%

33.58%
23.73%

0.00%
32.65%
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Precinct
0183 CREIGHTON
EARLY VOTE
ELECTION DAY
PROVISIONAL
Total
0228 DOBBINS RANCH
EARLY VOTE
ELECTION DAY
PROVISIONAL
Total
0242 DUNBAR
EARLY VOTE
ELECTION DAY
PROVISIONAL
Total
0252 EDISON
EARLY VOTE
ELECTION DAY
PROVISIONAL
Total
0258 ELWOOD
EARLY VOTE
ELECTION DAY
PROVISIONAL
Total
0272 EUCLID
EARLY VOTE
ELECTION DAY
PROVISIONAL
Total

GRIEMSMANN,
NICK “NICKG"

(NON)

104
30
0
134

132
42

174

70
15

85

99
24

123

201
43

244

9.26%
17.86%
0.00%
10.36%

15.98%
25.93%

0.00%
17.58%

3.93%
6.06%
0.00%
4.21%

11.20%
13.16%

0.00%
11.44%

7.73%
13.71%
0.00%
8.43%

11.40%
24.29%

0.00%
12.56%

HODGE

WASHINGTON,

KESHA

334
50

385

348
52

400

150
20

172

165
37

202

390
43

437

805

859

(NON)

29.74%
29.76%
50.00%
29.78%

42.13%
32.10%

0.00%
40.40%

36.86%
30.30%
100.00%
36.21%

26.40%
32.46%

0.00%
27.19%

30.47%
24.57%
100.00%
29.95%

45.66%
29.38%
100.00%
44.23%

Write-in

o O o o © O NN

w O O w

0.62%
1.19%
0.00%
0.70%

0.12%
0.62%
0.00%
0.20%

0.00%
0.00%
0.00%
0.00%

0.16%
0.88%
0.00%
0.27%

0.23%
0.00%
0.00%
0.21%

0.11%
0.56%
0.00%
0.15%
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Total Votes

826
162

990

407
66

475

625
114

743

1,280
175

1,459

1,763
177

1,942
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Precinct
0300 GARDEN GROVES
EARLY VOTE
ELECTION DAY
PROVISIONAL
Total
0304 GATEWAY
EARLY VOTE
ELECTION DAY
PROVISIONAL
Total
0335 GREENFIELD
EARLY VOTE
ELECTION DAY
PROVISIONAL
Total
0363 HERMOSA
EARLY VOTE
ELECTION DAY
PROVISIONAL
Total
0368 HIDALGO
EARLY VOTE
ELECTION DAY
PROVISIONAL
Total
0374 HILTON
EARLY VOTE
ELECTION DAY
PROVISIONAL
Total

Times Cast

448
91

544

1,110
180

1,294
1,510
298
10

1,818

1,730
343

2,079

381
87

473

Registered
Voters

uS
N
Yo
o

2,296
2,296
2,296

1,615
1,615
1,615
1,615

2,921
2,921
2,921
2,921

4,195
4,195
4,195
4,195

4,353
4,353
4,353
4,353

1,030
1,030
1,030
1,030

Undervotes

245

303

68
18

87

214
46

261

242
70

315

287
88

376

56
16

73

Overvotes

10

Precinct
0300 GARDEN GROVES
EARLY VOTE
ELECTION DAY
PROVISIONAL
Total
0304 GATEWAY
EARLY VOTE
ELECTION DAY
PROVISIONAL
Total
0335 GREENFIELD
EARLY VOTE
ELECTION DAY
PROVISIONAL
Total
0363 HERMOSA
EARLY VOTE
ELECTION DAY
PROVISIONAL
Total
0368 HIDALGO
EARLY VOTE
ELECTION DAY
PROVISIONAL
Total
0374 HILTON
EARLY VOTE
ELECTION DAY
PROVISIONAL
Total
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CEBALLOS VINER,

89
26

115

99
29

129

137
49

187

36
10

46

(NON)

13.65%
21.43%

0.00%
14.90%

12.06%
10.96%
33.33%
12.03%

10.18%
20.47%

0.00%
11.45%

7.98%
13.00%
14.29%

8.78%

9.72%
19.68%
25.00%
11.24%

11.29%
14.71%

0.00%
11.79%

GARCIA, CARLOS

(NON)

249
41

290

215
37

254

418
45

464

411
72

487

540
92

633

177
31

209

34.68%
29.29%

0.00%
33.76%

57.64%
50.68%
66.67%
56.57%

47.83%
35.43%
33.33%
46.22%

33.15%
32.29%
57.14%
33.13%

38.30%
36.95%
25.00%
38.06%

55.49%
45.59%
33.33%
53.59%

11/21/2022 5:34:06 PM





Page: 90 of 100 11/21/2022 5:34:06 PM

20 &
S & g
nZ w Z c o
E vz 8 % % Z ‘&_;' riv
Precinct % § 2 2 § § g, § 8
0300 GARDEN GROVES
EARLY VOTE 89  12.40% 277 3858% 5  070% 718
ELECTION DAY 21 15.00% 48 34.29% 0  0.00% 140
PROVISIONAL 1 100.00% 0  0.00% 0  0.00% 1
Total 111 12.92% 325 37.83% 5  058% 859
0304 GATEWAY
EARLY VOTE 25 6.70% 88 23.59% 0  0.00% 373
ELECTION DAY 13 17.81% 15 20.55% 0  0.00% 73
PROVISIONAL 0  0.00% 0  0.00% 0  0.00% 3
Total 38 8.46% 103 22.94% 0  0.00% 449
0335 GREENFIELD
EARLY VOTE 55 6.29% 312 35.70% 0  0.00% 874
ELECTION DAY 20 15.75% 36 28.35% 0  0.00% 127
PROVISIONAL 1 3333% 1 3333% 0 0.00% 3
Total 76 7.57% 349 3476% 0  0.00% 1,004
0363 HERMOSA
EARLY VOTE 61  4.92% 665 53.63% 4 032% 1,240
ELECTION DAY 31 13.90% 89 39.91% 2 090% 223
PROVISIONAL 0  0.00% 2 2857% 0  0.00% 7
Total 2 626% 756 51.43% 6 041% 1,470
0368 HIDALGO
EARLY VOTE 131 9.29% 602  42.70% 0  0.00% 1,410
ELECTION DAY 31 1245% 75 30.12% 2 080% 249
PROVISIONAL 0  0.00% 2 50.00% 0  0.00% 4
Total 162 9.74% 679 40.83% 2 0.12% 1,663
0374 HILTON
EARLY VOTE 28 878% 77 2414% 1 031% 319
ELECTION DAY 6 882% 21 30.88% 0  0.00% 68
PROVISIONAL 0 0.00% 2 66.67% 0 0.00% 3
Total 34 872% 100 25.64% 1 026% 390
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Precinct
0379 HOLLY
EARLY VOTE
ELECTION DAY
PROVISIONAL
Total
0439 LASSEN
EARLY VOTE
ELECTION DAY
PROVISIONAL
Total
0442 LAVEEN MEADOWS
EARLY VOTE
ELECTION DAY
PROVISIONAL
Total
0471 LOWELL
EARLY VOTE
ELECTION DAY
PROVISIONAL
Total
0499 MAYFLOWER
EARLY VOTE
ELECTION DAY
PROVISIONAL
Total
0503 MCDOWELL
EARLY VOTE
ELECTION DAY
PROVISIONAL
Total

Times Cast

383

435

1,347
213

1,565

994
194

1,196

306
46

358

940
205

1,153

334
50

384

Registered
Voters

o
a0 4
[e) I e)]

916
916

3,567
3,567
3,567
3,567

2,487
2,487
2,487
2,487

1,072
1,072
1,072
1,072

1,923
1,923
1,923
1,923

677
677
677
677

Undervotes

228
44

274

173
55

231

46

56

285
69

360

76
17

93

o o - Overvotes

_

26

30

w O O w

Precinct
0379 HOLLY
EARLY VOTE
ELECTION DAY
PROVISIONAL
Total
0439 LASSEN
EARLY VOTE
ELECTION DAY
PROVISIONAL
Total
0442 LAVEEN MEADOWS
EARLY VOTE
ELECTION DAY
PROVISIONAL
Total
0471 LOWELL
EARLY VOTE
ELECTION DAY
PROVISIONAL
Total
0499 MAYFLOWER
EARLY VOTE
ELECTION DAY
PROVISIONAL
Total
0503 MCDOWELL
EARLY VOTE
ELECTION DAY
PROVISIONAL
Total
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CEBALLOS VINER,

DENISE
(NON)

121
34

155

64
36

100

26

34

63
16

79

21

23

10.75%
12.82%

10.98%

11.07%
20.61%

0.00%
12.29%

8.06%
27.48%
0.00%
10.75%

10.08%
16.67%
40.00%
11.37%

9.78%
11.94%
0.00%
10.13%

8.24%
6.06%

7.99%

GARCIA, CARLOS

(NON)

166
15

181

542
68

610

244
33

278

138
18

157

239
52

292

124
11

135

54.07%
38.46%

52.31%

49.59%
41.21%

0.00%
48.37%

30.73%
25.19%
20.00%
29.89%

53.49%
50.00%
20.00%
52.51%

37.11%
38.81%
50.00%
37.44%

48.63%
33.33%

46.88%
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Precinct % § 2 2 § § g, § 8
0379 HOLLY
EARLY VOTE 34 11.07% 73 23.78% 1 033% 307
ELECTION DAY 7 17.95% 8 20.51% 4 10.26% 39
PROVISIONAL 0 0 0 0
Total 41 11.85% 81 2341% 5 145% 346
0439 LASSEN
EARLY VOTE 107 9.79% 317 29.00% 6  055% 1,093
ELECTION DAY 23 13.94% 39 23.64% 1 061% 165
PROVISIONAL 2 66.67% 1 3333% 0  0.00% 3
Total 132 1047% 357 2831% 7 056% 1,261
0442 LAVEEN MEADOWS
EARLY VOTE 101 12.72% 383 48.24% 2 025% 794
ELECTION DAY 22 16.79% 40 30.53% 0  0.00% 131
PROVISIONAL 1 20.00% 3 60.00% 0 0.00% 5
Total 124 13.33% 426 45.81% 2 022% 930
0471 LOWELL
EARLY VOTE 8 3.10% 82 31.78% 4 155% 258
ELECTION DAY 3 833% 7 19.44% 2 556% 36
PROVISIONAL 0  0.00% 2 40.00% 0  0.00% 5
Total 11 3.68% 91 3043% 6 201% 299
0499 MAYFLOWER
EARLY VOTE 87 1351% 253 39.29% 2 031% 644
ELECTION DAY 25 18.66% 39 29.10% 2 149% 134
PROVISIONAL 1 50.00% 0 0.00% 0  0.00% 2
Total 113 14.49% 292 37.44% 4 051% 780
0503 MCDOWELL
EARLY VOTE 15 588% 94 36.86% 1 039% 255
ELECTION DAY 5 15.15% 15  45.45% 0  0.00% 33
PROVISIONAL 0 0 0 0
Total 20 6.94% 109 37.85% 1 035% 288
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Precinct
0528 MONROE
EARLY VOTE
ELECTION DAY
PROVISIONAL
Total
0574 NVP 6
EARLY VOTE
ELECTION DAY
PROVISIONAL
Total
0575 NVP 7
EARLY VOTE
ELECTION DAY
PROVISIONAL
Total
0587 OLNEY
EARLY VOTE
ELECTION DAY
PROVISIONAL
Total
0601 PALM
EARLY VOTE
ELECTION DAY
PROVISIONAL
Total
0608 PALMDALE
EARLY VOTE
ELECTION DAY
PROVISIONAL
Total

Times Cast

704
146

851

o O o o

o O o o

435
98

535

302
51

356

922
220

1,145

Registered
Voters

N
o
~
ry

1,641
1,641
1,641

o O o o

o O o o

859
859
859
859

660
660
660
660

2,974
2,974
2,974
2,974

Undervotes

-
AN
SR,

o

167

o O o o

o O o o

75
22

97

69
16

86

155
53

208

o olo o < olnlw, Overvotes

o O o o

w O O w

Precinct
0528 MONROE
EARLY VOTE
ELECTION DAY
PROVISIONAL
Total
0574 NVP 6
EARLY VOTE
ELECTION DAY
PROVISIONAL
Total
0575 NVP 7
EARLY VOTE
ELECTION DAY
PROVISIONAL
Total
0587 OLNEY
EARLY VOTE
ELECTION DAY
PROVISIONAL
Total
0601 PALM
EARLY VOTE
ELECTION DAY
PROVISIONAL
Total
0608 PALMDALE
EARLY VOTE
ELECTION DAY
PROVISIONAL
Total
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CEBALLOS VINER,

DENISE
(NON)

18

78

o O o o

o O o o

44
17

62

63
28

91

10.45%
17.65%

0.00%
11.52%

12.83%
23.61%
50.00%
14.87%

8.26%
17.14%
0.00%
9.36%

8.38%
17.18%
0.00%
9.91%

GARCIA, CARLOS

(NON)

240
30

270

o O o o

o O o o

130
18

149

104
16

121

369
67

437

41.81%
29.41%

0.00%
39.88%

37.90%
25.00%
50.00%
35.73%

45.22%
45.71%
50.00%
45.32%

49.07%
41.10%
33.33%
47.60%
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0528 MONROE
EARLY VOTE 40 6.97% 232 4042% 2 0.35% 574
ELECTION DAY 21 20.59% 33 3235% 0 0.00% 102
PROVISIONAL 1 100.00% 0 0.00% 0 0.00% 1
Total 62  9.16% 265  39.14% 2 030% 677
0574 NVP 6
EARLY VOTE 0 0 0 0
ELECTION DAY 0 0 0 0
PROVISIONAL 0 0 0 0
Total 0 0 0 0
0575 NVP 7
EARLY VOTE 0 0 0 0
ELECTION DAY 0 0 0 0
PROVISIONAL 0 0 0 0
Total 0 0 0 0
0587 OLNEY
EARLY VOTE 40  11.66% 128 37.32% 1 0.29% 343
ELECTION DAY 15 20.83% 21 2917% 1 1.39% 72
PROVISIONAL 0 0.00% 0 0.00% 0 0.00% 2
Total 55 13.19% 149  3573% 2 048% 417
0601 PALM
EARLY VOTE 35 15.22% 71 30.87% 1 0.43% 230
ELECTION DAY 6 17.14% 7 20.00% 0 0.00% 35
PROVISIONAL 0 0.00% 1 50.00% 0 0.00% 2
Total 41 1536% 79  29.59% 1 0.37% 267
0608 PALMDALE
EARLY VOTE 35 4.65% 284 37.77% 1 0.13% 752
ELECTION DAY 12 7.36% 54 33.13% 2 123% 163
PROVISIONAL 1 3333% 1 3333% 0 0.00% 3
Total 48  523% 339 36.93% 3 033% 918
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Precinct
0635 PERRY PARK
EARLY VOTE
ELECTION DAY
PROVISIONAL
Total
0639 PIERCE
EARLY VOTE
ELECTION DAY
PROVISIONAL
Total
0653 POLK
EARLY VOTE
ELECTION DAY
PROVISIONAL
Total
0664 PUEBLO GRANDE
EARLY VOTE
ELECTION DAY
PROVISIONAL
Total
0702 ROESER
EARLY VOTE
ELECTION DAY
PROVISIONAL
Total
0712 RUBY
EARLY VOTE
ELECTION DAY
PROVISIONAL
Total

Times Cast

261

326
1,016
204
10

1,230

111
26

138

448
102

553

1,899
304

2,207

852
139

991

Registered
Voters

D
[e)]
O

669
669
669

2,132
2,132
2,132
2,132

224
224
224
224

1,486
1,486
1,486
1,486

4,778
4,778
4,778
4,778

1,455
1,455
1,455
1,455

Undervotes

264
70

336

20
12

33

88
29

119

320
60

380

187
48

235

Overvotes

[e)]

A O O »

Precinct
0635 PERRY PARK
EARLY VOTE
ELECTION DAY
PROVISIONAL
Total
0639 PIERCE
EARLY VOTE
ELECTION DAY
PROVISIONAL
Total
0653 POLK
EARLY VOTE
ELECTION DAY
PROVISIONAL
Total
0664 PUEBLO GRANDE
EARLY VOTE
ELECTION DAY
PROVISIONAL
Total
0702 ROESER
EARLY VOTE
ELECTION DAY
PROVISIONAL
Total
0712 RUBY
EARLY VOTE
ELECTION DAY
PROVISIONAL
Total
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CEBALLOS VINER,

DENISE
(NON)

75
22

98

38
17

55

182
43

225

55
11

66

10.78%
12.50%

11.07%

10.11%

16.67%

12.50%

11.11%

6.90%
7.14%

6.93%

10.64%
23.94%

12.85%

11.86%

18.30%

0.00%

12.69%

8.49%
12.09%

8.93%

GARCIA, CARLOS

(NON)

103
22

125

274
32

310

44
10

54

198
26

224

589
76

667

224
28

252

50.49%
55.00%

51.23%

36.93%

24.24%

50.00%

35.15%

50.57%
71.43%

53.47%

55.46%
36.62%

52.34%

38.40%

32.34%

50.00%

37.62%

34.57%
30.77%

34.10%
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0635 PERRY PARK
EARLY VOTE 16 7.84% 63 30.88% 0  0.00% 204
ELECTION DAY 4 10.00% 9 22.50% 0  0.00% 40
PROVISIONAL 0 0 0 0
Total 20 820% 72 2951% 0  0.00% 244
0639 PIERCE
EARLY VOTE 117 1577% 273 36.79% 3 040% 742
ELECTION DAY 29 21.97% 48 36.36% 1 076% 132
PROVISIONAL 2 25.00% 1 1250% 0  0.00% 8
Total 148 16.78% 322 3651% 4 045% 882
0653 POLK
EARLY VOTE 13 14.94% 24 27.59% 0  0.00% 87
ELECTION DAY 2 1429% 1 7.14% 0  0.00% 14
PROVISIONAL 0 0 0 0
Total 15  14.85% 25 2475% 0  0.00% 101
0664 PUEBLO GRANDE
EARLY VOTE 27 7.56% 94 2633% 0  0.00% 357
ELECTION DAY 12 16.90% 16 22.54% 0  0.00% 71
PROVISIONAL 0 0 0 0
Total 39 9.11% 110 25.70% 0  0.00% 428
0702 ROESER
EARLY VOTE 113 7.37% 647 42.18% 3 020% 1,534
ELECTION DAY 42 1787% 73 31.06% 1 043% 235
PROVISIONAL 0  0.00% 2 50.00% 0  0.00% 4
Total 155 8.74% 722 40.72% 4 023% 1,773
0712 RUBY
EARLY VOTE 108 16.67% 260 40.12% 1 0.15% 648
ELECTION DAY 25 27.47% 24 2637% 3 330% 91
PROVISIONAL 0 0 0 0
Total 133 18.00% 284 3843% 4 0.54% 739
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Precinct
0757 SIERRA VISTA
EARLY VOTE
ELECTION DAY
PROVISIONAL
Total
0771 SOUTH MTN HIGH
EARLY VOTE
ELECTION DAY
PROVISIONAL
Total
0772 SOUTH MTN PARK
EARLY VOTE
ELECTION DAY
PROVISIONAL
Total
0778 SOUTHERN
EARLY VOTE
ELECTION DAY
PROVISIONAL
Total
0794 SUMMERSIDE
EARLY VOTE
ELECTION DAY
PROVISIONAL
Total
0830 TESSERA
EARLY VOTE
ELECTION DAY
PROVISIONAL
Total

Times Cast

911
165
14
1,090

69
11

80

o O o o

1,016
192

1,215

29
14

44

Registered
Voters

)
©
=
o

2,946
2,946
2,946

2,738
2,738
2,738
2,738

109
109
109
109

o O o o

1,821
1,821
1,821
1,821

100
100
100
100

Undervotes

-
SN
- O

8]

213

152
28

184

o O o o

197
46

246

15

Overvotes

N
o =

29

23

29

o O o o

o O o o

39

43

o O o o

Precinct
0757 SIERRA VISTA
EARLY VOTE
ELECTION DAY
PROVISIONAL
Total
0771 SOUTH MTN HIGH
EARLY VOTE
ELECTION DAY
PROVISIONAL
Total
0772 SOUTH MTN PARK
EARLY VOTE
ELECTION DAY
PROVISIONAL
Total
0778 SOUTHERN
EARLY VOTE
ELECTION DAY
PROVISIONAL
Total
0794 SUMMERSIDE
EARLY VOTE
ELECTION DAY
PROVISIONAL
Total
0830 TESSERA
EARLY VOTE
ELECTION DAY
PROVISIONAL
Total
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CEBALLOS VINER,

DENISE
(NON)

133

166

82
16

100

~N O b~ W

o O o o

89
17

106

12.31%
19.76%

0.00%
13.27%

11.14%
12.21%
20.00%
11.40%

6.00%
36.36%

11.48%

11.41%
11.97%

0.00%
11.45%

14.29%
12.50%

13.79%

GARCIA, CARLOS

(NON)

415
72

488

327
46

376

22

25

o O o o

222
44

270

38.43%
43.11%
25.00%
39.01%

44.43%
35.11%
30.00%
42.87%

44.00%
27.27%

40.98%

28.46%
30.99%
100.00%
29.16%

19.05%
25.00%

20.69%
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0757 SIERRA VISTA
EARLY VOTE 68  6.30% 461 42.69% 3 028% 1,080
ELECTION DAY 16 9.58% 44 26.35% 2 1.20% 167
PROVISIONAL 0 0.00% 2 50.00% 1 25.00% 4
Total 84  6.71% 507 40.53% 6 048% 1,251
0771 SOUTH MTN HIGH
EARLY VOTE 54 734% 272 36.96% 1 0.14% 736
ELECTION DAY 30 22.90% 38 29.01% 1 0.76% 131
PROVISIONAL 0 0.00% 5 50.00% 0 0.00% 10
Total 84  9.58% 315 35.92% 2 023% 877
0772 SOUTH MTN PARK
EARLY VOTE 11 22.00% 14 28.00% 0 0.00% 50
ELECTION DAY 4 36.36% 0 0.00% 0 0.00% 11
PROVISIONAL 0 0 0 0
Total 15 24.59% 14 22.95% 0 0.00% 61
0778 SOUTHERN
EARLY VOTE 0 0 0 0
ELECTION DAY 0 0 0 0
PROVISIONAL 0 0 0 0
Total 0 0 0 0
0794 SUMMERSIDE
EARLY VOTE 121 1551% 345  44.23% 3 038% 780
ELECTION DAY 33 2324% 46 32.39% 2 141% 142
PROVISIONAL 0 0.00% 0 0.00% 0 0.00% 4
Total 154 16.63% 391 42.22% 5  0.54% 926
0830 TESSERA
EARLY VOTE 4 19.05% 10 47.62% 0 0.00% 21
ELECTION DAY 1 1250% 4 50.00% 0 0.00% 8
PROVISIONAL 0 0 0
Total 5 17.24% 14 48.28% 0 0.00% 29
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Precinct
0864 VAN BUREN
EARLY VOTE
ELECTION DAY
PROVISIONAL
Total
0875 VINEYARD
EARLY VOTE
ELECTION DAY
PROVISIONAL
Total
0899 WESTWARD HO
EARLY VOTE
ELECTION DAY
PROVISIONAL
Total
0929 YALE
EARLY VOTE
ELECTION DAY
PROVISIONAL
Total
Election Wide - Total

County - Total

Times Cast

-
U
Ul 0o

—_

184

1,751
284

2,041

975
274

1,252

719
162

2

883
45,530
45,530

Registered
Voters

vl n
RN
o o

576
576

3,416
3,416
3,416
3,416

2,075
2,075
2,075
2,075

1,676
1,676
1,676
1,676
90,458
90,458

Undervotes

389
91

483

223
110

336

136
43

179
9,381
9,381

o o - Overvotes

_

N O N O

848
848

Precinct
0864 VAN BUREN
EARLY VOTE
ELECTION DAY
PROVISIONAL
Total
0875 VINEYARD
EARLY VOTE
ELECTION DAY
PROVISIONAL
Total
0899 WESTWARD HO
EARLY VOTE
ELECTION DAY
PROVISIONAL
Total
0929 YALE
EARLY VOTE
ELECTION DAY
PROVISIONAL
Total
Election Wide - Total
County - Total
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CEBALLOS VINER,

DENISE
(NON)

238
47

285

47
22

69

73
19

92
4,057
4,057

13.33%
15.00%

13.55%

17.88%
25.00%

0.00%
18.73%

6.35%
13.41%

7.63%

12.52%
16.24%

0.00%
13.11%
11.49%
11.49%

GARCIA, CARLOS

(NON)

-
w N

87

400
40

441

358
64

422

269
45

1

315
13,896
13,896

54.81%
65.00%

56.13%

30.05%
21.28%
33.33%
28.98%

48.38%
39.02%

46.68%

46.14%
38.46%
50.00%
44.87%
39.36%
39.36%
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0864 VAN BUREN
EARLY VOTE 8 5.93% 33  24.44% 2 1.48% 135
ELECTION DAY 1 5.00% 3 15.00% 0 0.00% 20
PROVISIONAL 0 0 0 0
Total 9 5.81% 36 23.23% 2 1.29% 155
0875 VINEYARD
EARLY VOTE 136 10.22% 555  41.70% 2 0.15% 1,331
ELECTION DAY 33 17.55% 67 35.64% 1 0.53% 188
PROVISIONAL 2 66.67% 0 0.00% 0 0.00% 3
Total 171 11.24% 622 40.87% 3 0.20% 1,522
0899 WESTWARD HO
EARLY VOTE 44 5.95% 289 39.05% 2 0.27% 740
ELECTION DAY 22 1341% 55 33.54% 1 0.61% 164
PROVISIONAL 0 0 0 0
Total 66 7.30% 344  38.05% 3 0.33% 904
0929 YALE
EARLY VOTE 46 7.89% 195 33.45% 0 0.00% 583
ELECTION DAY 15 12.82% 37 31.62% 1 0.85% 117
PROVISIONAL 0 0.00% 1 50.00% 0 0.00% 2
Total 61 8.69% 233 33.19% 1 0.14% 702
Election Wide - Total 3,858 10.93% 13,371 37.88% 119 0.34% 35,301
County - Total 3,858 10.93% 13,371 37.88% 119 0.34% 35,301
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The City Council therefore finds and hereby certifies and declares that the
following named persons, having received a majority of the votes cast in said
Council Election, are elected to the office of Council Member in Districts 2 and 4
for four-year terms beginning on April 17, 2023.

DISTRICT 2 COUNCIL MEMBER

Jim Waring

DISTRICT 4 COUNCIL MEMBER

Laura Pastor

The City Council therefore finds and hereby certifies and declares that none of
the candidates in the Council Election for Council Member in Districts 6 and 8
received a majority of the votes cast, and therefore, a Runoff Election of the
following candidates will be held on March 14, 2023:

DISTRICT 6 COUNCIL MEMBER
Kevin Robinson
Sam Stone

DISTRICT 8 COUNCIL MEMBER

Carlos Garcia
Kesha Hodge Washington
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IN WITNESS WHEREOF, the Council of the City of Phoenix hereby
declares the attached results to be the official results of said Council Election, this
7th day of December, 2022.

Kate Gallego
Mayor
City Cler e
SEAL ‘0
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Jeff Johnson

That is great, but a delay will not matter! They are going to vote to approve this
regardless of the opposition. City council will do what they have to do regardless of
the commissions recommendations.

3d Like Reply 40

Randy Durston

Jeff Johnson There are people that don't want this. For you to say that the
delay does not matter. You're telling us that our voice doesn’t matter. This is the
problem with people like you just letting big corporations just ruin everything.
You're fine with that?! =8

3d Like Reply i.i

. Jeff Johnson

No | am not - | am just saying (since | was on that committee) that it does
not matter...... The city council will vote to approve it anyway....

3d Like Reply

Jennifer Ross
Jeff Johnson Also, when you say "do what they have to do" what exactly does
that mean.

3d Like Reply

. Jeff Johnson

Jennifer Ross show up and complain. Believe me, the decision has
already been made

3d Like Reply o

Valley Vibe's Post

| Jennifer Ross

Jeff Johnson You were on which committee? What what it called and how
were individuals selected?

3d Like Reply

‘ Jeff Johnson

Jennifer Ross planning committee

3d Like Reply

| Jennifer Ross

Jeff Johnson That's what | thought but wanted to confirm. Thank you.



From: Katie Rituper
To: Councn Dlstrlct 1 PCC CounC|I Dlstrlct 2 PCC CounC|I Dlstrlct 3 PCC Council Dlstrlct 4; Council Dlstrlct 5 PCC

Laura Pastor; Betty S Guardad Kevin L Roblnson Anna M Hernandez Kesha Hodge Washington; Mayo
Gallego; Mayor Gallego; Adrian G Zambrano; Sarah Stockham; Racelle Escolar; engage@az.gov

Subject: No on NorthPark: Concern and Disappointment Regarding NorthPark Development Communication
Date: Sunday, December 7, 2025 9:44:44 AM

Dear Phoenix City Council Members,

I am writing to express my deep disappointment in the deceptive and
misleading information that has been shared with the public regarding the
NorthPark development, particularly as it affects the Stetson Valley
neighborhood. As a resident, I feel lied to and misled about the true scope
of the project and the industrial components that are now being proposed.

Our community has been clear about our priorities, and [ want to restate
them plainly:

e The Sonoran Preserve buffer must be protected.

e Our main roadway needs to remain four lanes to ensure safe crossings
for our children and families.

e The industrial elements of this project must be removed.

We deserve transparency and honesty from our city leadership. I urge you
to take these concerns seriously and to advocate for a development plan
that respects the community, our safety, and the natural environment that
makes this area so special.

Thank you for your attention to this important matter.


https://us-phishalarm-ewt.proofpoint.com/EWT/v1/LkjWUF49MRd51_ry!DuC2b9YNzaPQTbWSjahjpMBZAxZ8s6UZxUEkBn3F9mPFgnmDy7ht5E9rLOHQIcxWqsLm-ArG8OTbAU2S4DqF6ygOHRlO1Z8u0Cfwejr_Qg$
mailto:krituper@gmail.com
mailto:council.district.1@phoenix.gov
mailto:council.district.2@phoenix.gov
mailto:council.district.3@phoenix.gov
mailto:council.district.4@phoenix.gov
mailto:council.district.5@phoenix.gov
mailto:District6@phoenix.gov
mailto:council.district.7@phoenix.gov
mailto:council.district.8@phoenix.gov
mailto:ann.obrien@phoenix.gov
mailto:debra.stark@phoenix.gov
mailto:Jim.Waring@phoenix.gov
mailto:laura.pastor@phoenix.gov
mailto:betty.guardado@phoenix.gov
mailto:kevin.robinson@phoenix.gov
mailto:Anna.Hernandez@phoenix.gov
mailto:kesha.hodge.washington@phoenix.gov
mailto:mayor.gallego@phoenix.gov
mailto:mayor.gallego@phoenix.gov
mailto:mayor.gallego@phoenix.gov
mailto:adrian.zambrano@phoenix.gov
mailto:sarah.stockham@phoenix.gov
mailto:racelle.escolar@phoenix.gov
mailto:engage@az.gov

Sincerely,
Katie Rituper
623-363-7625



From: Mark Cole

To: Council District 2 PCC; Ann M Q"Brien; Council District 1 PCC; Jim Waring; Debra W Stark; Council District 3 PCC;
Laura Pastor; Council District 4; Betty S Guardado; Council District 5 PCC; Kevin L Robinson; Council District 6
PCC; Anna M Hernandez; Council District 7 PCC; Kesha Hodge Washington; Council District 8 PCC; PDD North
Gateway VPC; Adrian G Zambrano; Sarah Stockham; Racelle Escolar; Mayor Gallego

Subject: Rezoning Case No. Z-139-24-1 & General Plan Amendment Case Nos. GPA-NG-1-24-1 & GPA-NG-2-24-1

Date: Sunday, December 7, 2025 5:20:52 PM

As a homeowner in North Phoenix, | strongly oppose the proposed rezoning for
NorthPark, Rezoning Case No. Z-139-24-1 & General Plan Amendment Case Nos.
GPA-NG-1-24-1 & GPA-NG-2-24-1. This project represents overdevelopment that will
severely harm our community.

Key concerns include:

1. Flawed traffic study — The analysis assumes 20% of trips stay inside the
community, far above the 5-10% recommended by City guidelines. This
underestimates the true number of cars on our roads.

2. Outdated comparisons — The study relies on traffic data from Anthem (2010-2012),
which is not reflective of today’s congestion, travel patterns, or growth.

3. Failing intersections — Critical intersections are projected to fail with long delays
and safety risks.

4. Child safety — With thousands of additional vehicles on Stetson Valley Parkway,
children will not be able to cross safely to schools, parks, or friends’ homes. This
threatens the walkability and livability of our neighborhood.

5. Semi-truck cut-throughs — By opening Stetson Valley Parkway as a north-south
corridor, semi-trucks will be allowed to cut through what is currently a residential
street. This is not acceptable in a family-oriented neighborhood — semi-trucks should
be prohibited from utilizing this neighborhood road.

6. Unfunded mitigations — The study assumes roadway improvements by 2050 that
are neither funded nor guaranteed. In reality, residents would face years of gridlock
before relief ever comes.

7. Excessive density — Increasing from 1 home per acre to nearly 5 homes per acre
will generate over 160,000 daily vehicle trips, overwhelming neighborhood streets,
arterials, and freeways. This density does not fit the character of our community.

8. Industrial uses disguised as “innovation” — Residents are deeply concerned about
the inclusion of a microchip manufacturing plant or similar heavy industrial use within
this project. Calling this an “innovation corridor” is misleading — it masks the fact that
these are industrial operations, not compatible with nearby residential neighborhoods.
9. Environmental and quality-of-life impacts — Microchip fabrication facilities are
extremely resource-intensive. They consume vast amounts of water and electricity,
use hazardous chemicals, and generate airborne and wastewater pollutants.
Additionally, they operate 24 hours a day, creating constant noise, lighting, and


https://us-phishalarm-ewt.proofpoint.com/EWT/v1/LkjWUF49MRd51_ry!DuC2ThjD7YNfDdWSrcnjZFvPtYgIg4pasf1Izs4u95bkhlBaggcq5KWBLf2cyAc1EHnjvQZbsNoEfF2NRf45NluLeBsR1kRY8Eqp5bX7kjk$
mailto:mcole82609@yahoo.com
mailto:council.district.2@phoenix.gov
mailto:ann.obrien@phoenix.gov
mailto:council.district.1@phoenix.gov
mailto:Jim.Waring@phoenix.gov
mailto:debra.stark@phoenix.gov
mailto:council.district.3@phoenix.gov
mailto:laura.pastor@phoenix.gov
mailto:council.district.4@phoenix.gov
mailto:betty.guardado@phoenix.gov
mailto:council.district.5@phoenix.gov
mailto:kevin.robinson@phoenix.gov
mailto:District6@phoenix.gov
mailto:District6@phoenix.gov
mailto:Anna.Hernandez@phoenix.gov
mailto:council.district.7@phoenix.gov
mailto:kesha.hodge.washington@phoenix.gov
mailto:council.district.8@phoenix.gov
mailto:northgatewayvpc@phoenix.gov
mailto:northgatewayvpc@phoenix.gov
mailto:adrian.zambrano@phoenix.gov
mailto:sarah.stockham@phoenix.gov
mailto:racelle.escolar@phoenix.gov
mailto:mayor.gallego@phoenix.gov

vibration impacts that are incompatible with residential living.

10. Inappropriate location for industrial activity — Industrial facilities should be sited in
properly zoned, buffered areas with existing infrastructure to support their energy and
water demands — not adjacent to homes, schools, and parks. Allowing such uses
here would irreversibly alter the character, safety, and livability of our community.

| urge you to deny this rezoning request. At a minimum, the project should be
significantly reduced in scale and exclude all industrial or manufacturing uses until
traffic, safety, and environmental concerns are fully addressed.

Please protect our community from reckless overdevelopment and incompatible
industrial expansion.

Sent from my iPhone



From: Adrian G Zambrano

To: Adrian G Zambrano
Subject: Help save Pyramid Peak!!!
Date: Monday, December 8, 2025 9:59:37 AM

From: playmoregtr <1979strat@gmail.com>

Sent: Sunday, December 7, 2025 7:30 PM

To: Adrian G Zambrano <adrian.zambrano@phoenix.gov>
Subject: Help save Pyramid Peak!!!

Please, help us save the Pyramid Peak Regional area!!!

Thank you!

Mark Cole

Area homeowner
Sent from my iPhone


mailto:adrian.zambrano@phoenix.gov
mailto:adrian.zambrano@phoenix.gov
mailto:1979strat@gmail.com
mailto:adrian.zambrano@phoenix.gov
https://us-phishalarm-ewt.proofpoint.com/EWT/v1/LkjWUF49MRd51_ry!DuC2bliNDS0wjfWdLWmjhEz8MZfA_eqSFvOXOsU0R1BbTJ6g2jS0S04SmYMfmLHQy4ZLJlwQFXTdsQbjEpRhhLWtaqtU9TjN7WZCvTIJFg$

From: parker mcgowan

To: Mayor Gallego
Subject: Northpark Concerns
Date: Sunday, December 7, 2025 10:01:14 AM

Hello City Council and mayor Gallego. My name is Parker and I am 12 years old and I wanted
to send this email to address some of my concerns about the Northpark project. I have been to
all of the meetings and this project doesn't seem at all like a good idea. I envision a future
neighborhood where people can have clean water and air where they can enjoy

beautiful desert preserve next to their homes. TSMC will essentially be building microchip
plants over our preserve and polluting the water and air around it, which not only hurts
wildlife, it hurts human beings with carcinogens. Not only that, they essentially want to build a
highway through our neighborhood where we cross to go to the park and school. I would like
to be able to cross my own street without it being 6 lanes wide and having to worry about
getting hit by cars. Just to be clear, I'm not opposed to any development, Having a Costco
within a 10 minute drive of our home would amazing for my family but the amount of
microchip plants and homes TSMC is building is insane. Bottom line, chemical factories don't
belong this close to places where people live. Sorry to get political but I thought Democrats
were supposed to care about climate change, peoples safety, the environment, and especially
pollution. Please do NOT approve this project, I know there is a lot of money involved but
there are peoples lives involved in this.

Thank you for reading this email,
Sincerely Parker.


https://us-phishalarm-ewt.proofpoint.com/EWT/v1/LkjWUF49MRd51_ry!AGC2YPhubaz_LL3S4gejZ11Byw6Pt1YUxNzVywVH9N3UjiWos5IWLgM9QYtHsMypM1wbBeVeKWSauKfQw4alNrsNIz889wVtJl6W4EGLblv5yi8HKtuoHP0Y6X8G5Y9LbRyk$
mailto:4parkermcgowan@gmail.com
mailto:mayor.gallego@phoenix.gov

From: Philip Mandina
Subject: Rezoning Case No. Z-139-24-1 & General Plan Amendment Case Nos. GPA-NG-1-24-1 & GPA-NG-2-24-1
Date: Sunday, December 7, 2025 10:51:48 AM

As a homeowner in North Phoenix, | strongly oppose the proposed rezoning
for NorthPark, Rezoning Case No. Z-139-24-1 & General Plan Amendment
Case Nos. GPA-NG-1-24-1 & GPA-NG-2-24-1. This project represents
overdevelopment that will severely harm our community.

Key concerns include:

1. Flawed traffic study — The analysis assumes 20% of trips stay inside
the community, far above the 5-10% recommended by City guidelines. This
underestimates the true number of cars on our roads.

2. Outdated comparisons — The study relies on traffic data from Anthem
(2010-2012), which is not reflective of today’s congestion, travel

patterns, or growth.

3. Failing intersections — Critical intersections are projected to fail

with long delays and safety risks.

4. Child safety — With thousands of additional vehicles on Stetson

Valley Parkway, children will not be able to cross safely to schools,

parks, or friends’ homes. This threatens the walkability and livability

of our neighborhood.

5. Semi-truck cut-throughs — By opening Stetson Valley Parkway as a
north-south corridor, semi-trucks will be allowed to cut through what is
currently a residential street. This is not acceptable in a

family-oriented neighborhood — semi-trucks should be prohibited from
utilizing this neighborhood road.

6. Unfunded mitigations — The study assumes roadway improvements by 2050
that are neither funded nor guaranteed. In reality, residents would face
years of gridlock before relief ever comes.

7. Excessive density — Increasing from 1 home per acre to nearly 5 homes
per acre will generate over 160,000 daily vehicle trips, overwhelming
neighborhood streets, arterials, and freeways. This density does not fit

the character of our community.

8. Industrial uses disguised as “innovation” — Residents are deeply
concerned about the inclusion of a microchip manufacturing plant or
similar heavy industrial use within this project. Calling this an

“‘innovation corridor” is misleading — it masks the fact that these are
industrial operations, not compatible with nearby residential neighborhoods.
9. Environmental and quality-of-life impacts — Microchip fabrication
facilities are extremely resource-intensive. They consume vast amounts


https://us-phishalarm-ewt.proofpoint.com/EWT/v1/LkjWUF49MRd51_ry!DSC4LvanbWOeR9WcbKNNRGpJ7aWIJ0wwSLorx4mZGEQoHbjsiMWEHT1x3lBo_YVJ0GTIiRNy91I36tm2IRQzNdvmjuXUHLNrz-w-SqwS$
mailto:pmandina@cox.net

of water and electricity, use hazardous chemicals, and generate airborne
and wastewater pollutants. Additionally, they operate 24 hours a day,
creating constant noise, lighting, and vibration impacts that are
incompatible with residential living.

10. Inappropriate location for industrial activity — Industrial

facilities should be sited in properly zoned, buffered areas with

existing infrastructure to support their energy and water demands — not
adjacent to homes, schools, and parks. Allowing such uses here would
irreversibly alter the character, safety, and livability of our community.

| urge you to deny this rezoning request. At a minimum, the project
should be significantly reduced in scale and exclude all industrial or
manufacturing uses until traffic, safety, and environmental concerns are
fully addressed.

Please protect our community from reckless overdevelopment and
incompatible industrial expansion.

Philip M Mandina

5729 W Plum Rd
Phoenix, AZ 85083-9345
623-434-1000



From: Amanda Flynn
To: Councn Dlstrlct 1 PCC CounC|I Dlstrlct 2 PCC Councﬂ Dlstrlct 3 PCC Council Dlstrlct 4; Council Dlstrlct 5 PCC

Laura Pastor; Betty S Guardad Kevin L Roblnson Anna M Hernandez Kesha Hodge Washington; Mayo
Gallego; Mayor Gallego; Adrian G Zambrano; Sarah Stockham; Racelle Escolar; engage@az.gov
Subject: North park deception
Date: Monday, December 8, 2025 8:26:43 PM

Dear Phoenix City Council Members,

I am writing out of frustration and concern over the deceptive information
shared with residents regarding the NorthPark development. The Stetson
Valley community was not given honest or accurate details about the
industrial components being introduced, and many of us feel misled by
those responsible for representing our interests.

Our community has been clear about what we expect:

e Protect the Sonoran Preserve buffer.
e Maintain our main roadway as four lanes to keep our families safe.

e Remove all industrial elements from this project.

We deserve transparency from our city leadership, not shifting narratives or
withheld information. I urge you to stand with the community, prioritize
our safety, and ensure that the development plan reflects the values of the
people who live here.

Thank you for addressing these concerns.


https://us-phishalarm-ewt.proofpoint.com/EWT/v1/LkjWUF49MRd51_ry!AuC0YZahwUNe4rh8zKmNyXoGcT1xl4qDZyn5W_vH4wGrj_UXAk6PPUHjSvJcos6QciSTeWJYa3Y9eqDbCxPil0E4R2Gy0ODm9F5CdEjceaKAO4rqYNX9RhOwKmAePlcc5ZC_RcYXU6ueIBMfrKuh$
mailto:adbloom619@msn.com
mailto:council.district.1@phoenix.gov
mailto:council.district.2@phoenix.gov
mailto:council.district.3@phoenix.gov
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mailto:debra.stark@phoenix.gov
mailto:Jim.Waring@phoenix.gov
mailto:laura.pastor@phoenix.gov
mailto:betty.guardado@phoenix.gov
mailto:kevin.robinson@phoenix.gov
mailto:Anna.Hernandez@phoenix.gov
mailto:kesha.hodge.washington@phoenix.gov
mailto:mayor.gallego@phoenix.gov
mailto:mayor.gallego@phoenix.gov
mailto:mayor.gallego@phoenix.gov
mailto:adrian.zambrano@phoenix.gov
mailto:sarah.stockham@phoenix.gov
mailto:racelle.escolar@phoenix.gov
mailto:engage@az.gov

Sincerely,

Amanda Flynn
623-229-0658



Don't poison our
Preserve for profit.

#nothanksNorthPark

stersonvaueyoa.com/say-no»to-norrhpark
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Let TSMC trucks

cut through your
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O’Brien,
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preserve for profit.
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From: Marian Herman

To: Kesha Hodge Washington; Mayor Gallego; Adrian G Zambrano; Sarah Stockham; Racelle Escolar
Subject: NO TO NORTHPARK
Date: Monday, December 8, 2025 6:56:23 PM

Dear Phoenix City Council Members,

I am writing to express my concern about the lack of clarity and accuracy
in the information shared with the public regarding the NorthPark
development. Many residents in Stetson Valley feel misinformed about the
development’s scope, especially with regard to the industrial elements now
being considered.

To reiterate the priorities of our community:

e The Sonoran Preserve buffer must be fully protected.

e The primary roadway should remain four lanes to ensure safe
pedestrian crossings.

e Industrial uses should be removed from the proposal.

Our neighborhood values transparency, safety, and environmental
stewardship. I respectfully ask that you take these concerns into account
and advocate for a development plan that reflects these priorities.

Thank you for your consideration.

Sincerely,


https://us-phishalarm-ewt.proofpoint.com/EWT/v1/LkjWUF49MRd51_ry!DuC4ALjj400Qo1WcrYftBI_kdvBYf-w7QIaoD37CTNZmaMCFRm5ZErDtcqeKT5iRL2hBn-OoSRRHOY3xqP8hesvSxwDEMRFLKOBbyiol9Q$
mailto:hermanmarian9@gmail.com
mailto:kesha.hodge.washington@phoenix.gov
mailto:mayor.gallego@phoenix.gov
mailto:adrian.zambrano@phoenix.gov
mailto:sarah.stockham@phoenix.gov
mailto:racelle.escolar@phoenix.gov

Marian D. Bloom

602-679-0752



From: Amanda McGowan

Cc: DAVID NIELSEN
Subject: Fw: NorthPark - TSMC Public Access
Date: Tuesday, December 9, 2025 10:01:16 AM
Attachments: image002.png

image003.png

Umlauf maps.pdf
peter goodman response.pdf

Mayor Gallego & City Council,

I recognize that you're likely tired of hearing from me. | continue to write because we
hear daily from residents in our community and surrounding neighborhoods who still do
not have clear answers to fundamental questions about this rushed and poorly
coordinated project- one that totally disregards the community most directly affected.

As outlined below, if this proposal is approved, will public access be lost during
construction once those lands are turned over to Pulte? For how long? A community
member has been trying to get answers and can't get a straight response. Land
commissioners asked the Pulte/TSMC representative why they could not save at least
the few areas people use for recreation as a buffer and relocate that density elsewhere
instead- creating more affordable middle housing instead in the other parcels instead.
The answer was essentially, "because we want it." Who is advocating for the
community? | am attaching a map showing the area of buffer that people want to see
saved- the map was created by another community member Jim Umlauf who | know
would be happy to take any of you out there to look at it and explain why he wants to see
it preserved. Many of you have taken the time out of your busy schedules to travel to
Taiwan; | hope you'll come visit Stetson Valley to understand exactly what you're voting
on.

| am also attaching a letter | received today from Peter Goodman, a journalist with The
New York Times and author of the recent article, “18,000 Reasons It’s Difficult to Build a
Chip Plant.” In it, he notes that in places such as Taiwan, comprehensive land-use
planning ensures that communities and chip plants do not collide, because they are
deliberately located in separate areas. He further emphasizes that if the United States is
serious about expanding domestic semiconductor manufacturing, we must also be
serious about the planning, social responsibility, and environmental standards required
to make it work.


https://us-phishalarm-ewt.proofpoint.com/EWT/v1/LkjWUF49MRd51_ry!ASC0YPaBoQ8Rg1Y8LUhDZuXWg4ujstwlCy7L7-TwzNuiHfq6Cf9Zbsc9P9RuJsnD4Pon5htnqZFG97wMVT1iDYc6hqbEl4L0j1L911MKopvZG5Q6kU6UGCOjHS9zYBsQch2_0JCF_iJZ6eEeSg$
mailto:amanda@stetsonvalleyoa.com
mailto:dnielsen2@cox.net
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We would like to see the circled area protected- people
use this area to hike/bike and it would create a buffer. We have been
requesting this of the developer and our councilperson since 2024.
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Amanda Mcgowan

We would like to see the circled area protected- people
use this area to hike/bike and it would create a buffer. We have been requesting this of the developer and our councilperson since 2024.   
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The community uses & loves the area surrounding Pyramid Peak. People come to our
neighborhood and park along the CAP canal to go hiking & biking. There is an
opportunity for the city to protect this area and create something similar to Piestewa
Peak for recreation. Not just preserving slopes, flood plains and strips of land that are
“buffers” near industrial and commercial.

Pyramid Peak
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Amanda Mcgowan

The community uses & loves the area surrounding Pyramid Peak. People come to our neighborhood and park along the CAP canal to go hiking & biking. There is an opportunity for the city to protect this area and create something similar to Piestewa Peak for recreation. Not just preserving slopes, flood plains and strips of land that are “buffers” near industrial and commercial. 
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shortly after our neighborhood. Expandlng it to 6 lanes is
1rrespon31b1e Connectlng it before 67th Ave is poor planmng .

=
3
(1)
w
25
¢
J
]
nmunlty P’erk~ Peor/a".,
i } Reglonal
[ L
Ry Preserve
, - v
4,4 > f‘ e "‘ -' ..f X
,.,Peorla " ‘ Viank
: e . ‘ ﬁ\'
Mountaln P W e o ""?TABOU DER G 13
&, lIPresenve o TR DY L) A, M%Uw 'N

'Flreston‘h’CompI :
M‘W ¥
,Auto@ar.
N
3 Recentlyvuew ' __,
4 ,; .3
£ .<“ 2|
‘ o o S ﬁhssmi.'a'apw
d ! 'o?, S . e t ) ] ( ] " \-
;..,.m;p‘ e N’. glhunderbird 75 PR O A A FDORERy
PATR'.C, JRENCHES Conservatlon AN o e VTR .,.?,,
{paric e L e

it
HILLCRES] RANCHIL (. -
HOMEOWNERS 38 -

. .,P.J_.Q: )

{
-




Amanda Mcgowan



Amanda Mcgowan

51st Ave bisects our community & has a school crossing. It dead ends shortly after our neighborhood. Expanding it to 6 lanes is irresponsible. Connecting it before 67th Ave is poor planning. 
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Amanda Mcgowan

There is a massive amount of state trust land available for TSMC expansion. It makes no sense to allow them to expand near existing neighborhoods & Sonoran Preserve land. 






12/9/25, 9:46 AM Inbox - Amanda McGowan - Outlook

? Outlook

Re: | Am One of the 18,000 Reasons It's Hard to Build a Chip Factory in America...and | have
every reason to be

From Peter Goodman <peter.goodman@nytimes.com>
Date Tue 12/9/2025 8:40 AM
To Amanda McGowan <amanda@stetsonvalleyoa.com>

Dear Amanda,
Thanks very much for sending me this thoughtful letter. | hope they publish it.

Just for the record, | in no way begrudge communities demanding a say over developments in their
midst. And your call for clean air and water, -- and processes to protect both -- seem more than
legitimate to me. The point my piece attempts to make about the TSMC development is not the
tired cliche that NIMBYs are halting progress. It's that, in places like Taiwan, comprehensive land
use planning ensures that communities and chip plants do not collide, because they are confined to
separate areas. If we are serious about promoting domestic chip-making capacity, we should be
serious studying what is required to make it work, and compliance with our social and
environmental standards.

| respect your work, and wish you the best.
Peter

On Fri, Dec 5, 2025 at 4:24 PM Amanda McGowan <amanda@stetsonvalleyoa.com> wrote:

Peter Goodman’s recent New York Times piece, “18,000 Reasons It’s So Hard to Build a Chip
Factory in America,” cast American residents as obstacles standing in the way of a booming
semiconductor future. | read it from my home in North Phoenix, just miles from the rapidly
expanding TSMC complex. And | want to be very clear:

| am one of the 18,000 reasons.
And | have every reason to be.

For 16 years, this has been my neighborhood. Phoenix is where | grew up, where I've raised
my children, and where | hoped to retire. I've spent countless hours volunteering in my
neighborhood because | believe in the kind of Phoenix that values families as much as it
values growth.

But growth, in Phoenix today, increasingly feels like something happening to us, not for us.

Goodman’s article included one line that should alarm every parent and policymaker in this
country:

"Last year, the Environmental Protection Agency notified Maricopa County, which
includes Phoenix, that it intended to reclassify the local ozone threat as serious.
That would have made it far harder for TSMC to gain Clean Air Act approvals.
Under President Trump, the agency loosened its standards."

https://outlook .office.com/mail/inbox/id/AAQKADYONDZIMTU1LWUSNmQtNDQ1ZC1iMzkSLTI2MTU2M2EOMGNIZAAQABdA5gShXCRAmM8DzY 9ddDz4%3D 1/3
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12/9/25, 9:46 AM Inbox - Amanda McGowan - Outlook

That is not an abstract regulatory footnote.
That is the air our children breathe.

Phoenix already ranks among the most polluted air basins in the nation. Parents in my
neighborhood are regularly told not to let their children play outside because the air is unsafe.
And still—still —city officials are considering a rezoning that would make hundreds of
additional acreage available for semiconductor factories, pushing heavy industrial uses
toward our homes, parks, and the Sonoran Preserve.

This isn’t visionary economic planning.

This is a neighborhood becoming a casualty of a quiet, bureaucratic war waged through
rushed approvals, staff memos that change requirements overnight, and community input that
is politely heard and procedurally ignored.

Our concerns are not “NIMBY” theatrics. They are the basics every American family deserves:

Our kids deserve safe routes to school—
not crosswalks crowded with semis hauling hazardous materials.

Our kids deserve clean air and water—
not lowered air-quality standards and untested PFAS emissions, some shielded from
public scrutiny under “trade-secret confidentiality.”

Our city deserves real open space—
not preserve land flattened for the convenience of global developers.

And yes, America needs chips. But America also needs healthy children, functioning
democracies, transparent governments, and neighborhoods that aren’t told to sacrifice
themselves quietly because the nation needs one more glowing ribbon-cutting ceremony.

Goodman argues that the semiconductor industry struggles because Americans make
demands.

He’s right.

We demand breathable air.

Safe streets.

Respect for the communities that already exist.

Public officials who don’t treat environmental protections as red tape.

And planning processes that treat residents as citizens- not obstacles.

These are not unreasonable expectations.
They are the foundation of responsible governance and responsible growth.

Let me say this plainly: We are not anti-business. We are anti-harm.
We're against allowing multinational corporations to expand without guardrails while the
people who live here are told to take the hits quietly for the greater economic good.

If Phoenix wants to lead the future of microelectronics manufacturing, it must also commit to
leading the future of community-centered planning, environmental stewardship, and public-
health protections. We can have both industry and livability. But only if elected officials insist
on it.

So yes, we are one of the 18,000 reasons it’s “hard” to build a chip factory in America.
Because if protecting neighborhood children, air quality, water safety, and our last remaining
desert open spaces counts as “making it hard,” then perhaps the problem isn’t the residents.

Perhaps the problem is that we are the only ones still insisting on being responsible.
https://outlook.office.com/mail/inbox/id/AAQkADYONDZIMTU ILWUSNmQINDQ1ZC1iMzkSLTI2MTU2M2EOMGNIZAAQABdA5gShXCRAmM8DzY9ddDz4%3D 2/3
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-Amanda McGowan
SVOA Board President
https://www.stetsonvalleyoa.com/say-no-to-northpark/
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| ask you to lead in a way that balances economic development with accountability,
transparency, and respect for the people who live here. Our neighborhood quality of life
should not become collateral damage, and the Sonoran Preserve should never be put at
risk of becoming a future environmental liability.

Phoenix will live with the consequences of this vote long after this council term ends.
Please choose leadership that withstands time and scrutiny.

Respectfully,
-Amanda McGowan
SVOA Board President

After Hours Emergency: 1.800.274.3165
StetsonValleyOA.com [stetsonvalleyoa.com]

From: DAVID NIELSEN <dnielsen2@cox.net>

Sent: Tuesday, December 9, 2025 9:24 AM

To: Carolyn Oberholtzer <coberholtzer@bfsolaw.com>; Mark Edelman <medelman@azland.gov>;
Adrian G Zambrano <adrian.zambrano@ phoenix.gov>

Cc: Claire Miller <claire.miller@phoenix.gov>; Jarod Rogers <jarod.rogers@phoenix.gov>; Mike Hifler
<mike.hifler@pultegroup.com>; Sarah Stockham <sarah.stockham@phoenix.gov>; Racelle Escolar
<racelle.escolar@phoenix.gov>; Amanda McGowan <amanda@stetsonvalleyoa.com>

Subject: Re: NorthPark - TSMC Public Access

To Whom it may concern,

| never heard back from anyone on this. Should | assume my estimate is about right
and the public will lose access for about 10 years?

Thank You

David Nielsen

On Tuesday, November 18, 2025 at 11:36:52 AM MST, Adrian G Zambrano
<adrian.zambrano@phoenix.gov> wrote:

Hi David,

| would defer to the applicant and the Parks and Recreation Department to answer
your questions below.

Best regards,


https://urldefense.com/v3/__https://www.stetsonvalleyoa.com/home/__;!!LkjWUF49MRd51_ry!eUliay3EcfX7MLKUK50KjPCtYtRP0T6uckHoVrVIOSszmDTkDTcfMcqqsgwDTsttddaTT9T0rw9ZjBmSXy9Wx7HTMohwKzQ$

Adrian Zambrano (he/him/his)
Planner Il - Village Planner
Phone: 602-534-6057

E-mail: adrian.zambrano@phoenix.gov

g p——— City of Phoenix

PRESERVE » Planning & Development Department

SHAPE Planning Division, Long Range Planning
200 West Washington Street, 3" Floor

BUILD  Pnoenix, Az 85003

Mission: Planning, Development and Preservation for a Better Phoenix

From: DAVID NIELSEN <dnielsen2@cox.net>

Sent: Tuesday, November 18, 2025 11:26 AM

To: Carolyn Oberholtzer <coberholtzer@bfsolaw.com>; Mark Edelman
<medelman@azland.gov>

Cc: Adrian G Zambrano <adrian.zambrano@phoenix.gov>; Claire Miller
<claire.miller@phoenix.gov>; Jarod Rogers <jarod.rogers@phoenix.gov>; Mike Hifler
<mike.hifler@pultegroup.com>; Sarah Stockham <sarah.stockham@phoenix.gov>; Racelle
Escolar <racelle.escolar@phoenix.gov>; Amanda McGowan
<amanda@stetsonvalleyoa.com>

Subject: Re: NorthPark - TSMC Public Access

Hello Adrian,
Thank you and others for the timely response.

1. 1 do understand the ability to access the land while it is held in ASLD Trust and is
not subject to a Certificate of Purchase. Thank you for the clarifications.

2. | would like to get clarification on how long (estimated) the land will Not be
accessible to the public, after the Certificate of Purchase is issued. For Example:

Area MDP.5

a. 1st quarter of 2026 - Certificate of Purchase issued - Closed to Public Access?

b. 2026 through 2027 - Design and Permitting, Land Transfers to City - Closed to
Public Access?

c. 2028 through 2029 - Sitework, Grading, Drainage, Ultilities etc. - Closed to Public
Access?

d. 2029 through 2035 - Building Construction - Closed to Public Access?

The way the Preserve Areas are currently shown in MDP.5 (particularly Pyramid
Peak), they are islands surrounded by private property and a construction site. |
can't image those little fingers of access at Pyramid Peak can be created and
maintained by the Applicant and/or City during construction or that it would be safe to
do so, certainly not while sitework is taking place. It seems likely it would be much
later in the process or close to completion that access becomes available. If | am
completely wrong on this please let me know. This is what | think the public needs to
be aware of.


mailto:adrian.zambrano@phoenix.gov

Please confirm the estimated time frame that function/legal access to Preserve Areas
in MDP.5 will be closed to the public upon issuance of the Certificate of Purchase for
the land?

Thank You

David Nielsen

On Monday, November 17, 2025 at 01:02:13 PM MST, Mark Edelman <medelman@azland.gov> wrote:

Good afternoon everyone -

1. ASLD Recreational Permits: Carolyn's response below is accurate. To fully integrate Carolyn's
statement that there is, "(A) period of time where portions of the preserve are not publicly
accessible after auctions," I'd suggest that her initial statement be amended to read, "

(W)hile the land is held in Trust and is not subject to a Certificate of Purchase, it is
available for access through the Recreational Land Use permit process..." ASLD

issues a Certificate of Purchase to a successful bidder following an auction and prior
to the issuance of a Patent (Deed) for the auctioned property.

2. MDP.2 Auction Date: ASLD Application to Purchase No. 53-126033 submitted by
TSMC Arizona is scheduled for auction on 1/7/2026 per ASLD's Website

(https://land.az.gov/reports-notices [land.az.gov])

Thanks - Mark

Mark Edelman, AICP

Executive Planner

Special Projects & Economic Development Initiatives

1110 W. Washington St [google.com

Phoenix, AZ 85007 [google.com
602-542-6331

land.az.gov [land.az.gov] | Eacebook
[facebook.com] | Twitter/X [twitter.com]

On Mon, Nov 17, 2025 at 9:47 AM Carolyn Oberholtzer <coberholtzer@bfsolaw.com > wrote:

Good morning-

Regarding the question posed to me, you are correct that while the land is held in Trust, it
is available for access through the Recreational Land Use permit process:

Applications & Permits | Arizona State Land Department [land.az.gov]


mailto:medelman@azland.gov
https://urldefense.com/v3/__https:/land.az.gov/reports-notices__;!!LkjWUF49MRd51_ry!ZSCWhlt97f6O6X1RjJnDmmJHEhXGd4fcdQyTC77QbBdP_L6FoQDxji0zmqpz64kxh0A5E3YSslmI9rOEcsyuIGdo6UU$
https://urldefense.com/v3/__https:/www.google.com/maps/search/1110*W.*Washington*St**CPhoenix,*AZ*85007?entry=gmail&source=g__;KysrK8KgKysr!!LkjWUF49MRd51_ry!ZSCWhlt97f6O6X1RjJnDmmJHEhXGd4fcdQyTC77QbBdP_L6FoQDxji0zmqpz64kxh0A5E3YSslmI9rOEcsyua_9AKcs$
https://urldefense.com/v3/__https:/www.google.com/maps/search/1110*W.*Washington*St**CPhoenix,*AZ*85007?entry=gmail&source=g__;KysrK8KgKysr!!LkjWUF49MRd51_ry!ZSCWhlt97f6O6X1RjJnDmmJHEhXGd4fcdQyTC77QbBdP_L6FoQDxji0zmqpz64kxh0A5E3YSslmI9rOEcsyua_9AKcs$
https://urldefense.com/v3/__https:/land.az.gov/__;!!LkjWUF49MRd51_ry!ZSCWhlt97f6O6X1RjJnDmmJHEhXGd4fcdQyTC77QbBdP_L6FoQDxji0zmqpz64kxh0A5E3YSslmI9rOEcsyuPRyUt9U$
https://urldefense.com/v3/__https:/www.facebook.com/azstateland/__;!!LkjWUF49MRd51_ry!ZSCWhlt97f6O6X1RjJnDmmJHEhXGd4fcdQyTC77QbBdP_L6FoQDxji0zmqpz64kxh0A5E3YSslmI9rOEcsyuW6bIKPQ$
https://urldefense.com/v3/__https:/www.facebook.com/azstateland/__;!!LkjWUF49MRd51_ry!ZSCWhlt97f6O6X1RjJnDmmJHEhXGd4fcdQyTC77QbBdP_L6FoQDxji0zmqpz64kxh0A5E3YSslmI9rOEcsyuW6bIKPQ$
https://urldefense.com/v3/__https:/twitter.com/AZStateLand__;!!LkjWUF49MRd51_ry!ZSCWhlt97f6O6X1RjJnDmmJHEhXGd4fcdQyTC77QbBdP_L6FoQDxji0zmqpz64kxh0A5E3YSslmI9rOEcsyuaWWUwQs$
mailto:coberholtzer@bfsolaw.com
https://urldefense.com/v3/__https:/land.az.gov/applications-permits__;!!LkjWUF49MRd51_ry!ZSCWhlt97f6O6X1RjJnDmmJHEhXGd4fcdQyTC77QbBdP_L6FoQDxji0zmqpz64kxh0A5E3YSslmI9rOEcsyuU9DG7XE$

There will likely be a period of time where portions of the preserve are not publicly
accessible after auctions because the process to transfer the land to the City will not
occur until post-auction.

Carolyn

From: Adrian G Zambrano <adrian.zambrano hoenix.gov>
Sent: Monday, November 17, 2025 9:35 AM
To: DAVID NIELSEN <dnielsen2@cox.net>; Claire Miller

<claire.miller@phoenix.gov>; Jarod Rogers <jarod.rogers@phoenix.gov>; Mark
Edelman <medelman@azland.gov>; Carolyn Oberholtzer

<coberholtzer@bfsolaw.com>; Mike Hifler <mike.hifler@pultegroup.com>
Cc: Sarah Stockham <sarah.stockham@phoenix.gov>; Racelle Escolar

<racelle.escolar@phoenix.gov>; Amanda McGowan

<amanda@stetsonvalleyoa.com>
Subject: RE: NorthPark - TSMC Public Access

Good morning Mr. Nielsen,

Per Stipulation #9, the timing of the conveyance of the 2,100 acres of Sonoran Preserve will be
mutually agreed upon by the developer, the Parks and Recreation Department, and the Planning and
Development Department. Even if the PUD rezoning is approved, the land in MDP.5 would still be
owned by the Arizona State Land Department (ASLD) until such time that ASLD lists this MDP for
auction and it gets sold to the highest bidder. To my understanding, the future Sonoran Preserve land
in MDP.5 would still be accessible to the public with a recreational permit after rezoning if the land is
still owned by ASLD. | have copied @Mark Edelman with ASLD to confirm.

After MDP.5 is sold in an auction, if the applicant were the winning bidder, the land in MDP.5
designated as Sonoran Preserve would likely need to be conveyed to the City as Sonoran Preserve
before construction began in MDP.5, as this would likely happen before preliminary approval of plans
would be granted, which happens before the City issues permits to allow construction to begin. | have
copied the applicant, @Carolyn Oberholtzer and @Mike Hifler to confirm if the future Sonoran
Preserve land would still be accessible to the public between the time the land is purchased from
auction and the time of conveyance to the City. Once the land is conveyed to the City, the Parks and
Recreation Department would then be responsible for management of the land, and public access
would then be determined by the Parks and Recreation Department. @Jarod Rogers and @Claire
Miller with the Parks and Recreation Department would be better suited to answer questions of public
access at this point in the process, and they are both copied on this email thread.

Per the circled areas in the image below, there will be areas from the PUD rezoning boundary that will
allow access to this future Sonoran Preserve area from the CAP canal and from an adjacent parcel
that is not within the PUD boundary, as well as from 67th Avenue and 51st Avenue. Additionally, the
Parks and Recreation Department requested that trailheads be provided, and the circled area in the
image below will be a future public major trailhead for this area.

| believe the auction date you noted for MDP.2 is correct. @Mark Edelman can confirm.
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Best regards,

FYRAMID
PEAK

Adrian Zambrano (he/him/his)
Planner Il - Village Planner
Phone: 602-534-6057

E-mail: adrian.zambrano@phoenix.gov

City of Phoenix

» Planning & Development Department

Planning Division, Long Range Planning
rd
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SHAPE

200 West Washington Street, 3 Floor
BUILD  Phoenix AZ 85003

Mission: Planning, Development and Preservation for a Better Phoenix

From: DAVID NIELSEN <dnielsen2@cox.net>

Sent: Saturday, November 15, 2025 11:16 AM

To: Adrian G Zambrano <adrian.zambrano@phoenix.gov>

Cc: Sarah Stockham <sarah.stockham@phoenix.gov>; Racelle Escolar
<racelle.escolar@phoenix.gov>; Claire Miller <claire.miller@phoenix.gov>; Jarod Rogers
<jarod.rogers@phoenix.gov>; Ann M O'Brien <ann.obrien@phoenix.gov>; Debra W

Stark <debra.stark@phoenix.gov>; Jim Waring <Jim.Waring@phoenix.gov>; Laura
Pastor <laura.pastor@phoenix.gov>; Betty S Guardado <betty.guardado@phoenix.gov>;

Kevin L Robinson <kevin.robinson@phoenix.gov>; Anna M Hernandez
<Anna.Hernandez@phoenix.gov>; Kesha.washington@phoenix.gov; Mayor Gallego
<mayor.gallego@phoenix.gov>; Mayor Gallego <mayor.gallego@phoenix.gov>; PDD
North Gateway VPC <northgatewayvpc@phoenix.gov>; Council District 1 PCC
<council.district.1@phoenix.gov>; Council District 2 PCC

<council.district.2@phoenix.gov>; Council District 3 PCC
<council.district. 3@phoenix.gov>; Council District 4 <council.district.4@phoenix.gov>;

Council District 5 PCC <council.district.5@phoenix.gov>; Council District 6 PCC
<Districté@phoenix.gov>; Council District 7 PCC <council.district.7@phoenix.gov>;
council.district8@phoenix.gov; Amanda McGowan <amanda@stetsonvalleyoa.com>
Subject: NorthPark - TSMC Public Access

Hello Adrian,
The vote by North Gateway VPC last week was disappointing to say the least.

| have a few questions should the worst case happen and this development be approved as currently
shown.

1. When will the applicant donate the Preserve Portions to the City?
2. Will the applicant allow access to these Public Preserve Areas prior to and during construction?
3. Will the City allow access to these Public Preserve Areas prior to and during construction?

| think the public might be thinking they will have access to a lot of this area for some time since the
buildout period is 15+ years and it is not planned to start for awhile.

My concern is it could be completely closed off immediately after purchase and be over a decade
before the public has any access to these spaces that they currently enjoy. Particularly with the regard
the the Pyramid Peak Area. The 1998 Sonoran Preserve Master Plan allowed clear access to areas
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both east and west of 51st avenue at the CAP and connection to Deems Hills Recreation Area, the
applicants plan does not. This is another good reason to put that Preserve Area back the way it was
originally shown. At least people could have some continuation of the current access they enjoy with
easy entry at 51st Avenue and the CAP.

Also, it is my understanding that an auction date of January 7th, 2026 has been set for the TSMC
portion shown as MDP.2 on the applicants plans. Can you confirm this?

| stand by my positions as stated in my previous e-mail and request that the Planning Commission &
City Council Vote No on the NorthPark - TSMC rezoning cases per attached.

Thank You.



We would like to see the circled area protected- people
use this area to hike/bike and it would create a buffer. We have been
requesting this of the developer and our councilperson since 2024.
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Amanda Mcgowan

Amanda Mcgowan
We would like to see the circled area protected- people
use this area to hike/bike and it would create a buffer. We have been requesting this of the developer and our councilperson since 2024.   

Amanda Mcgowan


The community uses & loves the area surrounding Pyramid Peak. People come to our
neighborhood and park along the CAP canal to go hiking & biking. There is an
opportunity for the city to protect this area and create something similar to Piestewa
Peak for recreation. Not just preserving slopes, flood plains and strips of land that are
“buffers” near industrial and commercial.

Pyramid Peak
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Amanda Mcgowan

Amanda Mcgowan
The community uses & loves the area surrounding Pyramid Peak. People come to our neighborhood and park along the CAP canal to go hiking & biking. There is an opportunity for the city to protect this area and create something similar to Piestewa Peak for recreation. Not just preserving slopes, flood plains and strips of land that are “buffers” near industrial and commercial. 


51st Ave bisects our community & has a school crossing. It dead ends
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Amanda Mcgowan

Amanda Mcgowan
51st Ave bisects our community & has a school crossing. It dead ends shortly after our neighborhood. Expanding it to 6 lanes is irresponsible. Connecting it before 67th Ave is poor planning. 
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There 1s a massive amount of state trust 1and available for TSMC expansion. It makes no sense to allow them to
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Amanda Mcgowan

Amanda Mcgowan
There is a massive amount of state trust land available for TSMC expansion. It makes no sense to allow them to expand near existing neighborhoods & Sonoran Preserve land. 


12/9/25, 9:46 AM Inbox - Amanda McGowan - Outlook

? Outlook

Re: | Am One of the 18,000 Reasons It's Hard to Build a Chip Factory in America...and | have
every reason to be

From Peter Goodman <peter.goodman@nytimes.com>
Date Tue 12/9/2025 8:40 AM
To Amanda McGowan <amanda@stetsonvalleyoa.com>

Dear Amanda,
Thanks very much for sending me this thoughtful letter. | hope they publish it.

Just for the record, | in no way begrudge communities demanding a say over developments in their
midst. And your call for clean air and water, -- and processes to protect both -- seem more than
legitimate to me. The point my piece attempts to make about the TSMC development is not the
tired cliche that NIMBYs are halting progress. It's that, in places like Taiwan, comprehensive land
use planning ensures that communities and chip plants do not collide, because they are confined to
separate areas. If we are serious about promoting domestic chip-making capacity, we should be
serious studying what is required to make it work, and compliance with our social and
environmental standards.

| respect your work, and wish you the best.
Peter

On Fri, Dec 5, 2025 at 4:24 PM Amanda McGowan <amanda@stetsonvalleyoa.com> wrote:

Peter Goodman’s recent New York Times piece, “18,000 Reasons It’s So Hard to Build a Chip
Factory in America,” cast American residents as obstacles standing in the way of a booming
semiconductor future. | read it from my home in North Phoenix, just miles from the rapidly
expanding TSMC complex. And | want to be very clear:

| am one of the 18,000 reasons.
And | have every reason to be.

For 16 years, this has been my neighborhood. Phoenix is where | grew up, where I've raised
my children, and where | hoped to retire. I've spent countless hours volunteering in my
neighborhood because | believe in the kind of Phoenix that values families as much as it
values growth.

But growth, in Phoenix today, increasingly feels like something happening to us, not for us.

Goodman’s article included one line that should alarm every parent and policymaker in this
country:

"Last year, the Environmental Protection Agency notified Maricopa County, which
includes Phoenix, that it intended to reclassify the local ozone threat as serious.
That would have made it far harder for TSMC to gain Clean Air Act approvals.
Under President Trump, the agency loosened its standards."

https://outlook .office.com/mail/inbox/id/AAQKADYONDZIMTU1LWUSNmQtNDQ1ZC1iMzkSLTI2MTU2M2EOMGNIZAAQABdA5gShXCRAmM8DzY 9ddDz4%3D 1/3
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That is not an abstract regulatory footnote.
That is the air our children breathe.

Phoenix already ranks among the most polluted air basins in the nation. Parents in my
neighborhood are regularly told not to let their children play outside because the air is unsafe.
And still—still —city officials are considering a rezoning that would make hundreds of
additional acreage available for semiconductor factories, pushing heavy industrial uses
toward our homes, parks, and the Sonoran Preserve.

This isn’t visionary economic planning.

This is a neighborhood becoming a casualty of a quiet, bureaucratic war waged through
rushed approvals, staff memos that change requirements overnight, and community input that
is politely heard and procedurally ignored.

Our concerns are not “NIMBY” theatrics. They are the basics every American family deserves:

Our kids deserve safe routes to school—
not crosswalks crowded with semis hauling hazardous materials.

Our kids deserve clean air and water—
not lowered air-quality standards and untested PFAS emissions, some shielded from
public scrutiny under “trade-secret confidentiality.”

Our city deserves real open space—
not preserve land flattened for the convenience of global developers.

And yes, America needs chips. But America also needs healthy children, functioning
democracies, transparent governments, and neighborhoods that aren’t told to sacrifice
themselves quietly because the nation needs one more glowing ribbon-cutting ceremony.

Goodman argues that the semiconductor industry struggles because Americans make
demands.

He’s right.

We demand breathable air.

Safe streets.

Respect for the communities that already exist.

Public officials who don’t treat environmental protections as red tape.

And planning processes that treat residents as citizens- not obstacles.

These are not unreasonable expectations.
They are the foundation of responsible governance and responsible growth.

Let me say this plainly: We are not anti-business. We are anti-harm.
We're against allowing multinational corporations to expand without guardrails while the
people who live here are told to take the hits quietly for the greater economic good.

If Phoenix wants to lead the future of microelectronics manufacturing, it must also commit to
leading the future of community-centered planning, environmental stewardship, and public-
health protections. We can have both industry and livability. But only if elected officials insist
on it.

So yes, we are one of the 18,000 reasons it’s “hard” to build a chip factory in America.
Because if protecting neighborhood children, air quality, water safety, and our last remaining
desert open spaces counts as “making it hard,” then perhaps the problem isn’t the residents.

Perhaps the problem is that we are the only ones still insisting on being responsible.
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-Amanda McGowan
SVOA Board President
https://www.stetsonvalleyoa.com/say-no-to-northpark/
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From: Amanda McGowan

Subject: Concerns Regarding Last-Minute Substantive Changes to the NorthPark PUD and Deviation from Established
Planning Process
Date: Tuesday, December 9, 2025 10:37:05 AM

Dear Mayor and Members of the City Council,

Cc: Planning Commission

After taking the time to review and cross-reference all seventeen (17) pages of last-
minute revisions to the NorthPark PUD materials provided immediately prior to the most
recent Planning Commission meeting, we are writing to formally express serious
concerns regarding both the substance of those changes and the manner in which they
were introduced and approved.

These revisions were not minor corrections, as stated by the applicant. They materially
altered the scope and intensity of the project presented to the public and previously
reviewed by the Village Planning Committee. Specifically, the amendments increased
heavy industrial entitlements within the so-called “innovation corridor” from 20% to
60%, effectively expanding heavy industrial uses from approximately 200 acres to more
than 500 acres. The changes also increased permitted building heights to 110 feet and
expanded the allowable portion of rooftop area that may contain mechanical equipment
up to 225 feet tall- including exhaust stacks- from 20% to 25%. These height allowances
are inconsistent with the City of Phoenix’s Commerce Park standards and represent a
substantial departure from what the public was led to believe was being proposed and
what is marketed in photographs in the PUD. City staff noted concerns in their August
staff comments about A1 uses not being permitted, but A2 uses being inserted into what
was marketed as a "commerce park."

Despite the applicant characterizing the 20% to 60% increase as a "typo" and the
commissioners voting with that belief before reading the document, the scale and
number of these changes make clear that they were negotiated, substantive
amendments- not clerical corrections. These changes were not publicly disclosed,
noticed, or meaningfully presented prior to the meeting. Planning Commissioners
themselves stated on the record that they had received the 17 pages of revisions as they
were walking into the hearing and had not read them before voting, but would review
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them afterwards. One commissioner abstained, noting that he himself "does this for a
living" and was confused about what was being planned. Lack of transparency has
deprived both the Commission and the public of a fair and informed review process and
allowed materially different entitlements to be approved than those previously
discussed and voted on.

Equally concerning is the City’s departure from its own planning process under Section
636 of the Phoenix Zoning Ordinance. City rules require that a comprehensive, high-level
master plan- the Conceptual Master Development Parcel (CMDP)- for the entire
NorthPark project be reviewed and approved before individual parcels may proceed with
more detailed plans, in order to ensure coordinated infrastructure, land use
compatibility, and full evaluation of cumulative impacts. However, the City stipulations
added that MDP.2, the TSMC site, can proceed outside of this required

sequence. Granting this exemption undermines the purpose of the Planned Community
District framework, enables piecemeal approvals, and signals preferential treatment
that is not afforded to other developments.

As members of the public, we are deeply concerned that these procedural shortcuts
reflect a rushed approval process that prioritizes preferential treatment for a single
applicant over transparency, consistency with City standards, meaningful public
participation, and our unaddressed health & safety concerns. Major land-use decisions
with community-wide impacts are being advanced before the full scope, scale, and
consequences of the project have been properly disclosed, analyzed, and reviewed with
seemingly no concern for the surrounding established neighborhoods.

We respectfully request that the City Council closely examine both the substance of
these last-minute amendments and the proceduralirregularities surrounding their
approval, and take appropriate action to ensure that the NorthPark PUD is reviewed in a
manner that is transparent, lawful, consistent with established City planning policies,
and addresses our community's concerns. Thank you,

-Amanda McGowan
SVOA Board President

StetsonValleyOA.com [stetsonvalleyoa.com]
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From: Greg Latcham
Subject: Rezoning Case No. Z-139-24-1 & General Plan Amendment Case Nos. GPA-NG-1-24-1 & GPA-NG-2-24-1
Date: Tuesday, December 9, 2025 11:01:27 AM

Please Vote No on zoning changes!

There needs to be more specific details given before changes are
made.

Please vote No until we can protect children walking across 51% Ave to
get to school and home again each day.

Please vote No until we can protect the current homeowners and streets
from traffic jams through current neigborhoods.

Please vote No until we can get clarification on where the industrial
buildings will be built.

Please vote No until we can decide on open space preservation.

Please vot No until the water usage has been approved for the states
using water rights from the Colorado river.

Please let TSMC use the land to the north of the 303 for their industrial
building.

Please vote No on rezoning changes!

Thank you for listening,
Susan, Ellyce, and Greg Latcham
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From: KentParker McGowan

Subject: Save the desert!
Date: Tuesday, December 9, 2025 2:32:55 PM
Attachments: image.png

Hello there. My name is Kent. I’m fifteen years old, and I’'ve lived here my entire life.

You probably already know what this email is about.
I know that this isn’t the only letter that you’re receiving about this.

I’m not the only human being that lives within a mile radius of the microchip
manufacturing plant that’s about to be built on top of some of the last truly preserved
native wildlife in Arizona. But read this. Read every letter, because you need to know
what voting this in will do.

Did I say plant? It’s plants now, several of them. Chemical factories. They can call it an
‘innovation corridor’ to lie and trick people, but it doesn’t change the fact that they’re
releasing ‘trade secret’ emissions into the already notoriously poor Arizona air; they had
to lower environmental standards to allow them to get air permits. Pouring toxic
chemicals that never break down into the water. Phoenix isn’t making them test for it,
either. They’re regulated off barely more than a pinky promise. We’re in a terrible drought
right now, and each one of these plants will use more water in a single day than me and
my entire family have used in our entire lives living here. They promise to eventually
recycle the water but that’s years down the road, assuming they even decide to do it at
all.

It’WL funnel traffic through our already strained roads, which will kill people. People will
have to be afraid letting their kids walk to school. Is that really worth it?

We have an incredible wildlife preserve in our backyard. | love listening to the coyotes
sing at night. It’s my favorite sound. Bulldozing this beautiful desert to make way for a
factory feels like something a literal comic-book supervillain would do.

Please, think about this.

Save the coyotes, save the desert, save the kids, save us. All it takes is one vote. Yours.

A,

;K./\(eni'
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From: DAVID NIELSEN

To: Carolyn Oberholtzer

Cc: Mark Edelman; Adrian G Zambrano; Claire Miller; Jarod Rogers; Mike Hifler; Sarah Stockham; Racelle Escolar;
Amanda McGowan

Subject: NorthPark - Public Access

Date: Wednesday, December 10, 2025 6:40:26 AM

Hello Carolyn,

Thank you for your response. With regard to public access, what you described as a
possible option sounds complicated, time consuming and unlikely to happen. My
guess is that it could be 10 years before the public has access again, at which time
the area will be permanently damaged by development.

A simple solution would be to put the Pyramid Peak area back the way it has been
shown for the last 27 years since the 1998 study was issued. That way the Park's
Department would have access from 51st avenue immediately to implement their
plans which would hopefully include public access similar to they way it is now,
photos attached.

Best Regards

David Nielsen


https://us-phishalarm-ewt.proofpoint.com/EWT/v1/LkjWUF49MRd51_ry!DuC4TtaNLWJebbcc7mhthl35sEy-hbvpdURIbzen5mOutNsSHPqHm8yiz-O-0jPcZBpyhmyJfm4NTNTAOIUFIDf8x4ohbZx5pKOKpCRMhA$
mailto:dnielsen2@cox.net
mailto:coberholtzer@bfsolaw.com
mailto:medelman@azland.gov
mailto:adrian.zambrano@phoenix.gov
mailto:claire.miller@phoenix.gov
mailto:jarod.rogers@phoenix.gov
mailto:mike.hifler@pultegroup.com
mailto:sarah.stockham@phoenix.gov
mailto:racelle.escolar@phoenix.gov
mailto:amanda@stetsonvalleyoa.com

ay

' Pru;eui Nam: Hartrr WS
Gravity Sew

Permites's Name. Redpumt Contracting & '
Hﬂtirna Humharjﬁ?]l Zlﬂ 4545

astar Plau Slst m









From: Jessica Wise
Subject: Rezoning Case No. Z-139-24-1 & General Plan Amendment Case Nos. GPA-NG-1-24-1 & GPA-NG-2-24-1
Date: Wednesday, December 10, 2025 2:09:47 PM

To Whom It May Concern,

As a homeowner in Stetson Valley, | previously wrote in with my concerns about the requested rezoning and have
become aware that the NorthPark initiatives are still pushing through without the changes that the community is
requesting. | am even more concerned that the semiconductor company has now increased the amount of
semiconductor space two different times and is now going to be a mile from our community.

Please reconsider the expansion as they are currently requesting it. Our community already has issues with traffic
and the school that is in the community. We need to ensure that there is not semi-truck traffic being added to it as
well. Also, | am very opposed to making N. Stetson Valley Parkway larger than its current 4 lanes as it is already
extremely difficult to cross with strollers or children to get to the many parks in the community. It is also my
understanding that the semiconductor facilities release pollution and utilize a large amount of water (and they are
not currently set up to recycle the water as they have indicated will be happening).

Please reconsider changes to our community that will negatively impact it. Please consider expanding Dixeleta to
help offset some of the traffic to Happy Valley, keep N. Stetson Valley Parkway a neighborhood street and keep
semi-trucks away, as well as consider the semiconductor facility to be built on the north side of the 303 where it's
current building is located.

Thank you so much for keeping our community in your minds with the votes that will be occurring on the rezone
request.

Best,
Jessica Bodenlos
26910 N 54th Ave, Phoenix

Please see the information sent by my HOA about our community's opposing views of the rezoning.

Rezoning Case No. Z-139-24-1 & General Plan Amendment Case Nos. GPA-NG-1-24-1 & GPA-NG-2-24-1. This
project represents overdevelopment that will severely harm our community.
Key concerns include:

1. Flawed traffic study — The analysis assumes 20% of trips stay inside the community, far above the 5-10%
recommended by City guidelines. This underestimates the true number of cars on our roads.

2. Outdated comparisons — The study relies on traffic data from Anthem (2010-2012), which is not reflective of
today’s congestion, travel patterns, or growth.

3. Failing intersections — Critical intersections are projected to fail with long delays and safety risks.

4. Child safety — With thousands of additional vehicles on Stetson Valley Parkway, children will not be able to
cross safely to schools, parks, or friends’ homes. This threatens the walkability and livability of our neighborhood.
5. Semi-truck cut-throughs — By opening Stetson Valley Parkway as a north-south corridor, semi-trucks will be
allowed to cut through what is currently a residential street. This is not acceptable in a family-oriented
neighborhood — semi-trucks should be prohibited from utilizing this neighborhood road.

6. Unfunded mitigations — The study assumes roadway improvements by 2050 that are neither funded nor
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guaranteed. In reality, residents would face years of gridlock before relief ever comes.

7. Excessive density — Increasing from 1 home per acre to nearly 5 homes per acre will generate over 160,000
daily vehicle trips, overwhelming neighborhood streets, arterials, and freeways. This density does not fit the
character of our community.

8. Industrial uses disguised as “innovation” — Residents are deeply concerned about the inclusion of a microchip
manufacturing plant or similar heavy industrial use within this project. Calling this an “innovation corridor” is
misleading — it masks the fact that these are industrial operations, not compatible with nearby residential
neighborhoods.

9. Environmental and quality-of-life impacts — Microchip fabrication facilities are extremely resource-intensive.
They consume vast amounts of water and electricity, use hazardous chemicals, and generate airborne and
wastewater pollutants. Additionally, they operate 24 hours a day, creating constant noise, lighting, and vibration
impacts that are incompatible with residential living.

10. Inappropriate location for industrial activity — Industrial facilities should be sited in properly zoned, buffered
areas with existing infrastructure to support their energy and water demands — not adjacent to homes, schools,
and parks. Allowing such uses here would irreversibly alter the character, safety, and livability of our community.

| urge you to deny this rezoning request. At a minimum, the project should be significantly reduced in scale and
exclude all industrial or manufacturing uses until traffic, safety, and environmental concerns are fully addressed.

Please protect our community from reckless overdevelopment and incompatible industrial exp



From: Carter Huber

To: Ann M Q"Brien; Council District 1 PCC; Jim Waring; Council District 2 PCC; Debra W Stark; Council District 3 PCC;
Laura Pastor; Council District 4; Betty S Guardado; Council District 5 PCC; Kevin L Robinson; Council District 6
PCC; Anna M Hernandez; Council District 7 PCC; Kesha Hodge Washington; Council District 8 PCC; PDD North
Gateway VPC; Adrian G Zambrano; Sarah Stockham; Racelle Escolar; Mayor Gallego

Subject: Rezoning Case No. Z-139-24-1 & General Plan Amendment Case Nos. GPA-NG-1-24-1 & GPA-NG-2-24-1

Date: Wednesday, December 10, 2025 12:45:29 PM

Good afternoon,

I am a local veterinarian and avid mountain biker writing to express my deep concern and
opposition for the planned Northpark community. I have no connection or vested interest in
any neighboring HOA. I live in an apartment and own no property.

I am simply invested in open space, community building, and recreation in my locale.

Last year when I got word of the plan, I started a petition on change.org titled Say No to North
Park. This petition has since garnered over 1,200 signatures and dozens of comments from
phoenix residents. I encourage you to review that petition and the words of the individuals you
represent. https://www.change.or ay-no-to-northpark [chan

This isn’t a few disgruntled nimbys from neighboring HOA’s that are in opposition. This is
large swaths of phoenix’s community from every background and socioeconomic class.

The reasons to oppose this development are endless. I’d love to name a few: TSMC pollution
concerns, loss of open space, dwindling Colorado River water, continued urban sprawl,
PulteGroup’s shoddy reputation for homebuilding.

As a late 20’s resident of Phoenix and a prospective home buyer, I see myself as a member of
this community and an educated, contributing member of our economy. These changes are not
at all reflective of the vision and promise that was set out for this land in the Sonoran Preserve
Master Plan. These changes are also not reflective of what I and many other contributing
members of our community seek. This is irresponsible growth that is alienating the actual
desires of the community. Quite frankly, these are developments that will drive community
members (including myself) to seek communities that are more in line with their values far
outside of Phoenix.

I urge you to vote no on this plan and allow this space to remain as it is currently zoned.
All the best and thank you for your time,

Carter Huber, DVM
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From: Jennifer Wise

To: Mayor Gallego
Subject: Rezoning Case No. Z-139-24-1 & General Plan Amendment Case Nos. GPA-NG-1-24-1 & GPA-NG-2-24-1
Date: Wednesday, December 10, 2025 5:37:19 PM

Dear Sirs and Madams-

Please kindly reconsider the zoning usage for the area that is to be called "North Park". As
residents of the neighboring community to the south, Stetson Valley, we are greatly
concerned with the impact this new build will have on our quiet community. As you may have
seen from other concerned citizens we DO NOT oppose growth in our community. We
understand that growth is necessary. We just URGE you to consider the impacts of the growth
when it comes to the safety of your tax-paying citizens. Please write into law a limit on the

maximum lanes going north/south on 51t ave to just FOUR. Please, provide a signal at the

crossing lanes of Inspiration Loop(north) and 51°t ave for our SCHOOL children. Almost 800
children pass this area on a daily basis in our quiet community and we urge you to protect
them. Please PROHIBIT semi-tractor truck driving through this area as well in order to protect
our kids and to protect our quiet environment. We are not saying don't put the road through,
we are just urging you to provide some responsible protection for our community.

Secondly, we urge you to limit INDUSTRIAL zoning to the areas between Loop 303 and
Carefree Highway. The current proposal allows industrial zoning south of the 303. This would
be just ONE MILE from the Arizona Canal. Can you imagine the danger to our water supply
allowing chip and other heavily chemical fueled industrial zoning that close to THE major
water source for the entire Valley? Anyone remember Erin Brockovich?

Lastly, please protect our vibrant, beautiful desert. So many of us moved to this area BECAUSE
of it's unique access to preserves with endless hiking and outdoor activities. We are not asking
for all of the land just the portion that so many of your north Phoenix citizens use on a daily
basis. Protect the beautiful parcel of land that extends from Pyramid Peak to the canal.
Preserve this for the thousands of generations to come while you still can.

Thank you for your kind consideration.

Respectfully,

Greg and Jennifer Wise


https://us-phishalarm-ewt.proofpoint.com/EWT/v1/LkjWUF49MRd51_ry!AuC0YRZBwUN-grh8jWmtSSbFxwyLqfF_9zjY7_w2B5EbNI60bBvO_o4iKUVwPQ2u9AHuNC6uxSaBIuuvdM5LZx8SOIZZpsHPkajr4InreeaFV6LOTIMj5lFaTLD99W0yxxYRspZuUzlq6l6t3UI_$
mailto:flynjenn@hotmail.com
mailto:mayor.gallego@phoenix.gov

13 year homeowners in Stetson Valley



From: JEANNIE EKDAHL

To: Adrian G Zambrano
Subject: NorthPark development
Date: Wednesday, December 10, 2025 8:57:00 AM

I am vehemently disagreeing with the location of these manufacturing plants being so close to
residential areas. The safety of your constituents should come first. There is land north of the
303 that could be used and further away if there are chemical leaks or safety issues.

Please consider voting no for this location.
Jeannie Ekdahl

Sent from Yahoo Mail for iPhone [mail.onelink.me
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From: Amanda McGowan
Subject: Would Phoenix’s Leaders Want to Live Live Next to a 225-Foot TSMC-Factory?
Date: Thursday, December 11, 2025 10:48:32 AM

Residents See an Opportunity for City Leaders to Chart a Better Path at the
December 17 NorthPark Rezoning Vote

Phoenix, AZ — As Phoenix races toward its December 17 vote on the NorthPark
rezoning, one question is echoing across surrounding neighborhoods:

TSMC isn’t a great neighbor, will Phoenix City Council choose to be?

The Stetson Valley Owners Association is calling on City Council to take a breath, hit the
“transparency reset button,” and set clear, reasonable guardrails that make room for
growth without sacrificing community trust, quality of life, or the Sonoran Desert
Preserve.

Because yes- Phoenix can grow and protect the people who already live here. But only if
leaders choose the path of smart, honest, resident-centered planning.

Three Reasonable Fixes That Put Phoenix on the Right Side of Smart Growth

Residents are asking City Council to adopt three straightforward safeguards before
approving any rezoning:
1. Remove heavy industrial zoning from NorthPark.
Heavy industrial belongs in areas designed for it- not next to established
neighborhoods, schools, libraries, community parks and a major Sonoran
Preserve recreation zone.

2. Preserve the Sonoran Preserve buffer around Pyramid Peak.
This is one of the most beloved outdoor recreation areas in the Valley. Families
hike there. Kids explore there. Phoenix should protect that- not chip away at it.

3. Keep the main roadway at four lanes and prevent semi-truck cut-through
traffic.
Children cross these roads to get to school. Residents walk dogs, push strollers,
and bike. No one wants semi-trailers or hazardous materials rumbling through
their residential streets at all hours.

A Pattern of Missing Information Has Eroded Public Trust

Residents are increasingly alarmed by what hasn’t been disclosed:
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Early public meetings never mentioned heavy industrial zoning.

® The Vice Mayor, Anne O'Brien, publicly described the area as “Arcadia-like” and
referenced planning with Pulte- with no mention of microchip manufacturing or
industrial entitlements.

® The developer’s website and marketing materials similarly skip any reference to
heavy industrial uses, while touting new restaurants.

® Aland commissioner even abstained from voting because he “does this for a
living” and still couldn’t understand what was being proposed.

® And developers quietly attempted to triple the acreage allowed for heavy
industrial uses in the “innovation corridor”- without clear public notice.

If the people responsible for planning are confused, and the public isn’t told the full
story, something is off.

“When a professional planner says he can’t understand what’s being proposed, that
tells you the public never stood a chance,” the Association noted. “Phoenix deserves
transparent, honest planning- not secrecy & last-minute surprises.”

Meanwhile, TSMC’s Oversight Raises More Concerns

While the City highlights economic development wins, residents notice the other side of
the story:

® TSMC is not required by the City to test for PFAS “forever chemicals.”

® Recent federal changes loosened Clean Air Act ozone requirements- rules that
would otherwise have made industrial permitting more difficult in Phoenix’s
already poor air quality.

If Phoenix is rolling out the red carpet for multinational corporations, residents simply
want the City to show the same level of urgency in protecting existing neighborhoods.

Phoenix Still Has a Chance to Get This Right

This isn’t about stopping growth. It’s about smart growth- the kind that preserves open
space, protects residents, and keeps Phoenix livable for decades to come.

City Council now has the opportunity to:

Restore transparency

Rebuild trust

Require reasonable protections

® And show that Phoenix puts its residents first



The path forward is clear. The question is whether leaders will take it.
How to Participate on December 17

Residents are encouraged to participate in the December 17 Phoenix City Council
meeting at 2:30 PM by attending in person or online.

Instructions on how to participate, submit comments, or watch the meeting live are
available at:

https://www.stetsonvalleyoa.com/say-no-to-northpark/ [stetsonvalleyoa.com]

-Amanda McGowan
SVOA Board President

After Hours Emergency: 1.800.274.3165
StetsonValleyOA.com [stetsonvalleyoa.com]
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From: Brittany Szemerei

To: Council District 1 PCC; Council District 2 PCC; Council District 3 PCC; Council District 6 PCC; Council District 7
PCC; Tony J Motola; Adrian G Zambrano; engage@az.gov; Mayor Gallego; Sarah Stockham

Subject: Please Oppose NorthPark as Proposed and Support 3 Common Sense Requests

Date: Thursday, December 11, 2025 4:24:48 PM

Dear Mayor Gallego and Members of the Phoenix City Council,

My family and I are Phoenix residents living near the proposed NorthPark area, and I'm
writing to respectfully ask you to oppose the North Park proposal as it is currently written and
to support specific changes that would better balance growth with neighborhood safety,
livability, and environmental stewardship.

Our neighborhood is eager to support responsible growth that strengthens Phoenix while
preserving the qualities that make our community unique. We are not opposed to
development; we are asking that it be thoughtfully planned so existing families are not
sacrificed in the process.

In particular, we respectfully ask that you:

1 Keep TSMC manufacturing and other heavy industrial uses north of the Loop 303 and
out of established neighborhoods.

2 Save the two small parcels south of Pyramid Peak, that were planned to be Sonoran
Preserve, that our community relies on for recreation and open space.

3 Keep 51st Avenue in Stetson Valley at four lanes permanently and prioritize
neighborhood safety.

Below is additional detail on each of these requests.

1. Remove language that allows heavy industrial manufacturing south of the 303 near
neighborhoods and preserved lands

We are deeply concerned about any entitlements or language that would allow heavy
industrial uses, including future TSMC-related or similar manufacturing, south of the Loop
303 in close proximity to existing neighborhoods and the Sonoran Preserve.

Heavy industrial uses bring increased noise and potential environmental impacts that are
incompatible with nearby homes and natural open spaces. Once this type of zoning and use is
approved, it is extremely difficult to reverse, even if the impacts turn out worse than
anticipated.

We respectfully ask that the City:

* Remove or significantly limit heavy industrial uses south of the Loop 303

* Maintain appropriate buffer zones and transitional uses between any employment or
industrial areas and residential areas

* Ensure that any future uses are clearly compatible with long-term neighborhood
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livability, not just short-term development goals or pressures.

2. Protect two small planned Sonoran Preserve parcels south of Pyramid Peak that residents
rely on for recreation, open space, and wildlife habitat

The nearby Sonoran Preserve is not just empty land on a map; it is an integral part of our
community’s daily life and identity. Families use it for hiking, biking, walking, and
connecting with nature. It supports wildlife, protects scenic views, and provides meaningful
mental and physical health benefits for residents.

In particular, the two small parcels south of Pyramid Peak are heavily used and valued by
nearby residents. Losing or encroaching on these parcels would have an outsized impact on
our neighborhood’s access to nature and open space.

Consider this an opportunity to mimic the area around Piestewa Peak and the Dreamy Draw
area.

3. Maintain four-lane neighborhood roadways permanently and prioritize safety and livability
on 51st Avenue in Stetson Valley

One of our biggest concerns is how roadway design and traffic will impact safety, noise, and
the basic character of our neighborhood. Converting nearby roads into wider, faster corridors
would effectively turn neighborhood streets into thoroughtares and truck routes, undermining
the family-oriented nature of the area.

In particular, we ask that 51st Avenue through Stetson Valley remain a four-lane roadway
permanently, and that it not be widened to six lanes in the future.

A permanent four-lane commitment, combined with appropriate design standards, will help
protect neighborhood safety, reduce cut-through and truck traffic, and maintain the livability
that current residents depend on.

We believe these adjustments are reasonable, practical, and aligned with Phoenix’s long-term
interests. They would:

* Allow for meaningful economic development and growth;

* Protect existing neighborhoods and the Sonoran Preserve;

 Prioritize safety for children and families; and

» Preserve the character, environment, and quality of life that current residents value.

We respectfully urge you to oppose the NorthPark proposal in its current form and require
these protections and clarifications before moving forward. With thoughtful revisions, we
believe there is a path that can meet the City’s goals while honoring the commitments made to
residents who have invested their lives, families, and futures in this community.

Thank you for your time, your service, and your consideration of the families who will live
with the long-term impacts of these decisions. We ask that you stand with us in supporting
responsible growth that strengthens, rather than harms, the neighborhoods and natural spaces
that make Phoenix special.

Sincerely,

Brittany Szemerei and family

5752 W Plum rd Phoenix AZ 85083
602-820-5057
Brittszemerei(@gmail.com



Sent from my iPhone



From: Danny Weiss

To: Council District 1 PCC; Council District 2 PCC; Council District 3 PCC; Council District 6 PCC; Council District 7
PCC; Tony J Motola; Adrian G Zambrano; engage@az.gov; Council District 4; Council District 5 PCC

Subject: Please Oppose NorthPark as Proposed and Support 3 Common Sense Requests

Date: Thursday, December 11, 2025 3:34:12 PM

Dear Mayor Gallego and Members of the Phoenix City Council,

My family and | are Phoenix residents living near the proposed NorthPark area,
and I'm writing to respectfully ask you to oppose the North Park proposal as it
is currently written and to support specific changes that would better balance
growth with neighborhood safety, livability, and environmental stewardship.

Our neighborhood is eager to support responsible growth that strengthens
Phoenix while preserving the qualities that make our community unique. We
are not opposed to development; we are asking that it be thoughtfully
planned so existing families are not sacrificed in the process.

In particular, we respectfully ask that you:

1. Keep TSMC manufacturing and other heavy industrial uses north
of the Loop 303 and out of established neighborhoods.

2. Save the two small parcels south of Pyramid Peak, that were
planned to be Sonoran Preserve, that our community relies on for
recreation and open space.

3. Keep 51st Avenue in Stetson Valley at four lanes permanently and
prioritize neighborhood safety.

Below is additional detail on each of these requests.

1. Remove language that allows heavy industrial manufacturing south of the 303
near neighborhoods and preserved lands

We are deeply concerned about any entitlements or language that would
allow heavy industrial uses, including future TSMC-related or similar
manufacturing, south of the Loop 303 in close proximity to existing
neighborhoods and the Sonoran Preserve.

Heavy industrial uses bring increased noise and potential environmental
impacts that are incompatible with nearby homes and natural open spaces.
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Once this type of zoning and use is approved, it is extremely difficult to
reverse, even if the impacts turn out worse than anticipated.

We respectfully ask that the City:

e Remove or significantly limit heavy industrial uses south of the
Loop 303

e Ensure that any future uses are clearly compatible with long-term
neighborhood livability, not just short-term development goals or
pressures.

2. Protect two small planned Sonoran Preserve parcels south of Pyramid Peak that
residents rely on for recreation, open space, and wildlife habitat

The nearby Sonoran Preserve is not just empty land on a map; it is an integral
part of our community’s daily life and identity. Families use it for hiking, biking,
walking, and connecting with nature. It supports wildlife, protects scenic views,
and provides meaningful mental and physical health benefits for residents.

In particular, the two small parcels south of Pyramid Peak are heavily used
and valued by nearby residents. Losing or encroaching on these parcels would
have an outsized impact on our neighborhood'’s access to nature and open
space.

Consider this an opportunity to mimic the area around Piestewa Peak and the
Dreamy Draw area.

3. Maintain four-lane neighborhood roadways permanently and prioritize safety
and livability on 51st Avenue in Stetson Valley

One of our biggest concerns is how roadway design and traffic will impact
safety, noise, and the basic character of our neighborhood. Converting nearby
roads into wider, faster corridors would effectively turn neighborhood streets
into thoroughfares and truck routes, undermining the family-oriented nature of
the area.

In particular, we ask that 51st Avenue through Stetson Valley remain a
four-lane roadway permanently, and that it not be widened to six lanes in
the future.

A permanent four-lane commitment, combined with appropriate design
standards, will help protect neighborhood safety, reduce cut-through and
truck traffic, and maintain the livability that current residents depend on

We believe these adjustments are reasonable, practical, and aligned with
Phoenix’s long-term interests. They would:

e Allow for meaningful economic development and growth;



e Protect existing neighborhoods and the Sonoran Preserve;
e Prioritize safety for children and families; and

e Preserve the character, environment, and quality of life that current
residents value.

We respectfully urge you to oppose the NorthPark proposal in its current
form and require these protections and clarifications before moving forward.
With thoughtful revisions, we believe there is a path that can meet the City's
goals while honoring the commitments made to residents who have invested
their lives, families, and futures in this community.

Thank you for your time, your service, and your consideration of the families
who will live with the long-term impacts of these decisions. We ask that you
stand with us in supporting responsible growth that strengthens, rather than
harms, the neighborhoods and natural spaces that make Phoenix special.

Sincerely,

Danny Weiss
(623) 208-9270



From: Jim U

To: Council District 1 PCC; Council District 2 PCC; Council District 3 PCC; Council District 6 PCC; Council District 7
PCC; Tony J Motola; Adrian G Zambrano; engage@az.gov; Council District 5 PCC; Council District 4

Subject: Please Oppose NorthPark as Currently Proposed

Date: Thursday, December 11, 2025 3:11:12 PM

Dear Mayor Gallego and Members of the Phoenix City Council,

I am asking you to oppose the NorthPark development as it is currently written and proposed.
I have been involved in this process since 2024 and have watched the proposal evolve over
time. While I understand that growth is coming, the current plan places an unreasonable share
of the burden on existing neighborhoods and open space south of the Loop 303.

Keep TSMC manufacturing north of the 303

The single biggest concern is the new introduction of heavy industrial manufacturing south of
the 303. Our neighborhood believes this is wholly inappropriate. There is a significant amount
of state trust land available in the broader area, particularly along the 74 and 303 corridors,
that could accommodate expansion without pushing heavy industrial uses directly toward
established neighborhoods.

We’ve heard a variety of shifting explanations for why other sites supposedly cannot be used:
vibrations, lack of sewer, lack of infrastructure, or the need to develop State Route 74 first.
Yet TSMC has already been built directly next to a freeway, and the areas being discussed
north and northwest are already under active or planned development. The reality is that there
is ample land for TSMC and related uses to expand north of the 303 without encroaching on
neighborhoods and the planned Sonoran Preserve.

The land south of the 303 has always served as a critical buffer. We understand it will
eventually be developed, but it should be developed responsibly. We need a meaningful buffer
between heavy chemical and industrial uses and our homes. The Loop 303 is the logical and
effective buffer. Please keep TSMC and heavy industrial manufacturing north of the 303.

Keep 51st Avenue at Four Lanes — Plans Can and Should Change

Second, I ask you to keep 51st Avenue at four lanes. There is no practical or community-
based justification for turning 51st Avenue into a six-lane arterial through Stetson Valley.

Today, 51st Avenue through Stetson Valley is four lanes. South of Happy Valley, it narrows to
two lanes and then dead-ends into Pinnacle Peak. There is no continuous, logical traffic flow
that would warrant forcing a six-lane roadway through an established residential
neighborhood. In contrast, 67th Avenue is a far better through corridor:
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e [t already connects to the 101,
e It does not slice directly through the middle of a built-out neighborhood, and
e It is far better suited to handle increased regional traffic volumes.

We are repeatedly told that “51st Avenue was always planned to be six lanes.” With respect,
that explanation is not sufficient for what is being proposed now. Many elements of North
Phoenix have changed dramatically from the original plans over the past decades. TSMC itself
was not originally planned to be south of the 303, yet plans changed to accommodate new
realities.

If plans can change to allow a massive industrial facility to move closer to neighborhoods,
they can also change to protect those same neighborhoods. We should not treat “it was always
planned this way” as a fixed excuse when we know that plans are updated all the time in
response to new information, growth patterns, and community impacts.

A six-lane 51st Avenue would effectively bisect our community, invite higher speeds and cut-
through traffic, and permanently damage the character and safety of the neighborhood that has
grown here. This is very different from extending an already major arterial like 67th Avenue
to North Park.

Please keep 51st Avenue through Stetson Valley permanently at four lanes and direct regional
traffic and future expansions to more appropriate corridors such as 67th Avenue.

Preserve the planned Sonoran Preserve Parcels South of Pyramid Peak

Third, I urge you to preserve the two Sonoran Preserve parcels south of Pyramid Peak.

In 1998, the Phoenix City Council unanimously voted to designate this land as part of the
Sonoran Preserve. Since then, residents have consistently used these parcels for hiking, biking,
and recreation. They are not vacant, unused land; they are a heavily utilized, defining feature
of this community.

These parcels are attractive to developers precisely because they are relatively flat and easy to
build on, but that convenience for a developer does not outweigh the long-term loss to the
public. There is significant other land available for homes and development; the developer can
pursue those options and honor the original intent of these parcels as Preserve land.

This neighborhood was built around access to the Sonoran Preserve and these open spaces.
That is how it has been marketed, how it has been used, and how residents have shaped their
lives. That commitment should be respected.

Ten years from now, we are not going to regret that we did not “squeeze in” a few more
houses. But we will absolutely regret it if we fail to protect enough open space and
permanently lose Preserve land that was entrusted to the public. With the pace of growth
in this area, once these parcels are gone, they are gone forever.



Finally, I want to reiterate: there is a great deal of state trust land along both the 74 and 303
corridors. We do not need to over-intensify this relatively small area with heavy industrial
uses, six-lane neighborhood roads, and the loss of designated Preserve parcels.

We can develop this area intelligently—supporting jobs and tax base—without sacrificing
buffers, open space, and neighborhood livability. NorthPark, as currently proposed, goes too
far in the wrong direction.

I respectfully ask you to:

1. Keep TSMC and heavy industrial manufacturing north of the Loop 303, preserving
it as a hard buffer between industrial uses and neighborhoods.

2. Keep S1st Avenue in Stetson Valley permanently at four lanes, and do not rely on “it
was always planned that way” as justification when we know plans are regularly
revised; instead, update the plan to reflect today’s built-out neighborhood and safety
needs.

3. Preserve the two Sonoran Preserve parcels south of Pyramid Peak, honoring the
1998 Council decision and the community’s long-standing, active use of this land.

It has been very disappointing to see how this process has unfolded and the lack of leadership
shown by some of our local elected officials. Communication to our neighborhood has been
sparse, many times antagonistic, and has not reflected the level of transparency, diligence, or
support that residents deserve. We have tried, repeatedly, to engage in good faith and to find
an advocate for our neighborhood, but so far we have not found one.

We are asking you now to be that advocate — to ensure our community is heard and
meaningfully considered in this decision.

Please oppose the NorthPark proposal in its current form and require these changes so that

growth in this area is responsible, safe, and respectful of existing residents and the Sonoran
Preserve.

Thank you for your time and consideration.

Sincerely,

Jim Umlauf

623-229-2346



26311 N 49th Ln

Phoenix, AZ 85083



From: Mark Cole

Subject: NorthPark PUD: Inconsistencies with the City of Phoenix General Plan (PlanPHX 2025)- Rezoning Case No. Z-139-
24-1, (GPA) Case Nos. GPA-NG-1-24-1 & GPA-NG-2-24-1
Date: Thursday, December 11, 2025 4:18:12 PM

The proposed NorthPark Planned Unit Development (PUD) seeks to rezone
approximately 6,355 acres of Arizona State Trust Land near the southwest corner of
the Loop 303 and I-17 freeways. While described as a “mixed-use master-planned
community,” the proposal introduces large-scale industrial and semiconductor-support
uses in an area currently designated for low-density residential and preserve/open
space.

Our review identifies multiple conflicts with the City of Phoenix General Plan
(PlanPHX 2025), the Sonoran Preserve Master Plan, and the North Black Canyon
Corridor Plan.

Conflict with General Plan Land Use Designations and Preserve Policies

The PUD’s concurrent General Plan Amendment would redefine Sonoran Preserve
boundaries and reclassify mapped open-space lands as mixed-use or employment
zones.

“A concurrent Minor General Plan application will amend the Land Use
Designations... to reflect clarification... of the future boundaries of the Sonoran
Preserve.” (PUD §2.4)

« Contradicts PlanPHX “Environmental Stewardship” goal: “Preserve and protect the
City’s unique Sonoran Desert environment.”

* Reduces areas shown as Parks/Open Space- Publicly Owned in the General Plan
and shrinks the Sonoran Preserve without clear ecological justification.

* Conflicts with the Sonoran Preserve Master Plan (1998), which designated these
lands for permanent protection.

Industrial & High-Tech Uses Incompatible with Land Use and Village Character

The PUD’s “Innovation Corridor” introduces industrial and semiconductor-support
activities adjacent to residential zones and near the Sonoran Preserve.

» PlanPHX Land Use Goal LU 1.2: Direct industrial uses to existing employment
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corridors rather than expanding into undeveloped desert lands.

* PlanPHX Growth Strategy: Encourages infill before expansion.

* Violates North Gateway Village Core concept, which emphasizes context-sensitive,
low-density transitions along preserve edges.

This Encourages sprawl and introduces heavy traffic, noise, and environmental
hazards inconsistent with the City’s balanced growth objectives.

Density Transfers and Hillside Development Conflicts

The PUD allows density from hillside and preserve areas to be transferred elsewhere
within the property: “Density and intensity of development which, but for dedication of
Preserve lands, would be allowed, shall be transferable to contiguous non-Preserve
lands.” (§5.5)

» Undermines Hillside Ordinance (Sec. 710) and General Plan policy to protect slope
integrity.

* Contradicts PlanPHX Environmental Stewardship Goal ES 1.3: “Protect natural
landforms and scenic views.”

* Artificially increases density beyond the 2—-3.5 du/ac typically permitted in this area.

Inconsistency with North Black Canyon Corridor Plan (NBCCP)

Although the PUD claims alignment with NBCCP objectives, it lies outside the plan
boundary and selectively applies its employment goals: “The Project is outside of the
boundaries of the NBCCP.” (§2.5)

* Ignores the NBCCP’s balance directive between employment and conservation.

» Expands industrial use beyond the NBCCP infrastructure limit line without regional
analysis

Governance and Transparency Conflicts

The PUD allows administrative approval of “minor” amendments and requires only
ASLD authorization, bypassing public hearings: “Minor amendments shall be
reviewed and administratively approved by staff.” (§5.3.b)

» Contradicts PlanPHX “Engage Phoenix” Core Value of inclusive, transparent
decision-making.

* Reduces City and public oversight of major land use changes.

Transportation & Safety Inconsistencies

The PUD'’s circulation plan relies primarily on freeway-oriented vehicular access and



lacks binding commitments for multimodal safety or school crossings.

» PlanPHX Transportation Element Goal T 1.1: “Design systems that safely support all
modes.”

* Fails to address pedestrian/bicycle safety or mitigation of truck cut-through traffic
near residential areas.

The NorthPark PUD represents a major deviation from the City’s adopted General
Plan and village-level policies. Its cumulative effects—industrial sprawl, loss of
preserve land, and diminished public oversight- are inconsistent with PlanPHX 2025’s
core principles of Environmental Stewardship, Connectivity, and Community
Engagement.

We respectfully request that the City deny the rezoning and General Plan
amendments as submitted and require a new plan that:

» Removes industrial and manufacturing uses south of Loop 303;

* Restores Sonoran Preserve boundaries as defined in the 1998 Master Plan;
* Ensures independent traffic and environmental impact studies;

» Implements real, data-driven safety improvements at school crossings and
intersections.

Sent from my iPhone



From: playmoregtr

Subject: NorthPark PUD: Inconsistencies with the City of Phoenix General Plan (PlanPHX 2025)- Rezoning Case No. Z-139-
24-1, (GPA) Case Nos. GPA-NG-1-24-1 & GPA-NG-2-24-1
Date: Thursday, December 11, 2025 4:16:43 PM

The proposed NorthPark Planned Unit Development (PUD) seeks to rezone
approximately 6,355 acres of Arizona State Trust Land near the southwest corner of
the Loop 303 and I-17 freeways. While described as a “mixed-use master-planned
community,” the proposal introduces large-scale industrial and semiconductor-support
uses in an area currently designated for low-density residential and preserve/open
space.

Our review identifies multiple conflicts with the City of Phoenix General Plan
(PlanPHX 2025), the Sonoran Preserve Master Plan, and the North Black Canyon
Corridor Plan.

Conflict with General Plan Land Use Designations and Preserve Policies

The PUD’s concurrent General Plan Amendment would redefine Sonoran Preserve
boundaries and reclassify mapped open-space lands as mixed-use or employment
zones.

“A concurrent Minor General Plan application will amend the Land Use
Designations... to reflect clarification... of the future boundaries of the Sonoran
Preserve.” (PUD §2.4)

« Contradicts PlanPHX “Environmental Stewardship” goal: “Preserve and protect the
City’s unique Sonoran Desert environment.”

* Reduces areas shown as Parks/Open Space- Publicly Owned in the General Plan
and shrinks the Sonoran Preserve without clear ecological justification.

* Conflicts with the Sonoran Preserve Master Plan (1998), which designated these
lands for permanent protection.

Industrial & High-Tech Uses Incompatible with Land Use and Village Character

The PUD’s “Innovation Corridor” introduces industrial and semiconductor-support
activities adjacent to residential zones and near the Sonoran Preserve.

» PlanPHX Land Use Goal LU 1.2: Direct industrial uses to existing employment
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corridors rather than expanding into undeveloped desert lands.

* PlanPHX Growth Strategy: Encourages infill before expansion.

* Violates North Gateway Village Core concept, which emphasizes context-sensitive,
low-density transitions along preserve edges.

This Encourages sprawl and introduces heavy traffic, noise, and environmental
hazards inconsistent with the City’s balanced growth objectives.

Density Transfers and Hillside Development Conflicts

The PUD allows density from hillside and preserve areas to be transferred elsewhere
within the property: “Density and intensity of development which, but for dedication of
Preserve lands, would be allowed, shall be transferable to contiguous non-Preserve
lands.” (§5.5)

» Undermines Hillside Ordinance (Sec. 710) and General Plan policy to protect slope
integrity.

* Contradicts PlanPHX Environmental Stewardship Goal ES 1.3: “Protect natural
landforms and scenic views.”

* Artificially increases density beyond the 2—-3.5 du/ac typically permitted in this area.

Inconsistency with North Black Canyon Corridor Plan (NBCCP)

Although the PUD claims alignment with NBCCP objectives, it lies outside the plan
boundary and selectively applies its employment goals: “The Project is outside of the
boundaries of the NBCCP.” (§2.5)

* Ignores the NBCCP’s balance directive between employment and conservation.

» Expands industrial use beyond the NBCCP infrastructure limit line without regional
analysis

Governance and Transparency Conflicts

The PUD allows administrative approval of “minor” amendments and requires only
ASLD authorization, bypassing public hearings: “Minor amendments shall be
reviewed and administratively approved by staff.” (§5.3.b)

» Contradicts PlanPHX “Engage Phoenix” Core Value of inclusive, transparent
decision-making.

* Reduces City and public oversight of major land use changes.

Transportation & Safety Inconsistencies

The PUD'’s circulation plan relies primarily on freeway-oriented vehicular access and



lacks binding commitments for multimodal safety or school crossings.

» PlanPHX Transportation Element Goal T 1.1: “Design systems that safely support all
modes.”

* Fails to address pedestrian/bicycle safety or mitigation of truck cut-through traffic
near residential areas.

The NorthPark PUD represents a major deviation from the City’s adopted General
Plan and village-level policies. Its cumulative effects—industrial sprawl, loss of
preserve land, and diminished public oversight- are inconsistent with PlanPHX 2025’s
core principles of Environmental Stewardship, Connectivity, and Community
Engagement.

We respectfully request that the City deny the rezoning and General Plan
amendments as submitted and require a new plan that:

» Removes industrial and manufacturing uses south of Loop 303;

* Restores Sonoran Preserve boundaries as defined in the 1998 Master Plan;
* Ensures independent traffic and environmental impact studies;

» Implements real, data-driven safety improvements at school crossings and
intersections.

Sent from my iPhone



From: Jen Ross
Subject: TSMC/North Park inquiry - Stetson Valley
Date: Friday, December 12, 2025 9:46:30 AM

Hello - happy Friday!

I'm curious what the plans are for the 6 lanes on Stetson Valley Parkway. Have you guys
decided yet if it will remain at 4?
I'm really concerned about the kids who need to cross to go to Inspiration Mountain School.

Also, what is the timeframe for when the homes and roads will be built? I just need a
ballpark. 2 months? 1 year? 5 years? We're trying to figure out when to sell our home. Let
me know if any of you are interested and we'll be happy to sell this month. Stetson Valley is a
great neighborhood currently.

I won't bother getting into all of the other issues because I know you have plenty of other
residents emailing about that. ha!

Thanks for any insight you're able to provide.

Enjoy your weekend!
Jen
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Sarah Stockham

Subject: RE: Oppose NorthPark

From: Ang San <livingforj@gmail.com>

Sent: Friday, December 12, 2025 8:39 AM

To: Council District 1 PCC <council.district.1 @phoenix.gov>; Council District 2 PCC <council.district.2@phoenix.gov>;
Council District 3 PCC <council.district.3@phoenix.gov>; Council District 6 PCC <District6@phoenix.gov>; Council District
7 PCC <council.district.7@phoenix.gov>; Tony J Motola <tony.motola@phoenix.gov>; Adrian G Zambrano
<adrian.zambrano@phoenix.gov>; engage@az.gov; Council District 4 <council.district.4@phoenix.gov>; Council District
5 PCC <council.district.5@phoenix.gov>

Subject: Oppose NorthPark

Dear Mayor Gallego and Members of the Phoenix City Council,

I am asking you to oppose the NorthPark development as it is currently written and proposed. | have been
involved in this process since 2024 and have watched the proposal evolve over time. While | understand
that growth is coming, the current plan places an unreasonable share of the burden on existing
neighborhoods and open space south of the Loop 303.

Keep TSMC manufacturing north of the 303

The single biggest concern is the new introduction of heavy industrial manufacturing south of the 303.
Our neighborhood believes this is wholly inappropriate. There is a significant amount of state trust land
available in the broader area, particularly along the 74 and 303 corridors, that could accommodate
expansion without pushing heavy industrial uses directly toward established neighborhoods.

We’ve heard a variety of shifting explanations for why other sites supposedly cannot be used: vibrations,
lack of sewer, lack of infrastructure, or the need to develop State Route 74 first. Yet TSMC has already
been built directly next to a freeway, and the areas being discussed north and northwest are already
under active or planned development. The reality is that there is ample land for TSMC and related uses
to expand north of the 303 without encroaching on neighborhoods and the planned Sonoran Preserve.

The land south of the 303 has always served as a critical buffer. We understand it will eventually be
developed, but it should be developed responsibly. We need a meaningful buffer between heavy
chemical and industrial uses and our homes. The Loop 303 is the logical and effective buffer. Please
keep TSMC and heavy industrial manufacturing north of the 303.

Keep 51st Avenue at Four Lanes - Plans Can and Should Change



Second, | ask you to keep 51st Avenue at four lanes. There is no practical or community-based
justification for turning 51st Avenue into a six-lane arterial through Stetson Valley.

Today, 51st Avenue through Stetson Valley is four lanes. South of Happy Valley, it narrows to two lanes
and then dead-ends into Pinnacle Peak. There is no continuous, logical traffic flow that would warrant
forcing a six-lane roadway through an established residential neighborhood. In contrast, 67th Avenue is
a far better through corridor:

e It already connects to the 101,
¢ It does not slice directly through the middle of a built-out neighborhood, and
e It is far better suited to handle increased regional traffic volumes.

We are repeatedly told that “51st Avenue was always planned to be six lanes.” With respect, that
explanation is not sufficient for what is being proposed now. Many elements of North Phoenix have
changed dramatically from the original plans over the past decades. TSMC itself was not originally
planned to be south of the 303, yet plans changed to accommodate new realities.

If plans can change to allow a massive industrial facility to move closer to neighborhoods, they can also
change to protect those same neighborhoods. We should not treat “it was always planned this way” as a
fixed excuse when we know that plans are updated all the time in response to new information, growth
patterns, and community impacts.

A six-lane 51st Avenue would effectively bisect our community, invite higher speeds and cut-through
traffic, and permanently damage the character and safety of the neighborhood that has grown here. This
is very different from extending an already major arterial like 67th Avenue to North Park.

Please keep 51st Avenue through Stetson Valley permanently at four lanes and direct regional traffic and
future expansions to more appropriate corridors such as 67th Avenue.

Preserve the planned Sonoran Preserve Parcels South of Pyramid Peak

Third, | urge you to preserve the two Sonoran Preserve parcels south of Pyramid Peak.

In 1998, the Phoenix City Council unanimously voted to designate this land as part of the Sonoran
Preserve. Since then, residents have consistently used these parcels for hiking, biking, and recreation.
They are not vacant, unused land; they are a heavily utilized, defining feature of this community.

These parcels are attractive to developers precisely because they are relatively flat and easy to build on,
but that convenience for a developer does not outweigh the long-term loss to the public. There is
significant other land available for homes and development; the developer can pursue those options and
honor the original intent of these parcels as Preserve land.

This neighborhood was built around access to the Sonoran Preserve and these open spaces. That is how
it has been marketed, how it has been used, and how residents have shaped their lives. That
commitment should be respected.



Ten years from now, we are not going to regret that we did not “squeeze in” a few more houses. But
we will absolutely regret it if we fail to protect enough open space and permanently lose Preserve
land that was entrusted to the public. With the pace of growth in this area, once these parcels are
gone, they are gone forever.

Finally, | want to reiterate: there is a great deal of state trust land along both the 74 and 303 corridors.
We do not need to over-intensify this relatively small area with heavy industrial uses, six-lane
neighborhood roads, and the loss of designated Preserve parcels.

We can develop this area intelligently—supporting jobs and tax base—without sacrificing buffers, open
space, and neighborhood livability. NorthPark, as currently proposed, goes too far in the wrong direction.

| respectfully ask you to:

1. Keep TSMC and heavy industrial manufacturing north of the Loop 303, preserving it as a hard
buffer between industrial uses and neighborhoods.

2. Keep 51st Avenue in Stetson Valley permanently at four lanes, and do not rely on “it was
always planned that way” as justification when we know plans are regularly revised; instead,
update the plan to reflect today’s built-out neighborhood and safety needs.

3. Preserve the two Sonoran Preserve parcels south of Pyramid Peak, honoring the 1998
Council decision and the community’s long-standing, active use of this land.

It has been very disappointing to see how this process has unfolded and the lack of leadership shown by
some of our local elected officials. Communication to our neighborhood has been sparse, many times
antagonistic, and has not reflected the level of transparency, diligence, or support that residents
deserve. We have tried, repeatedly, to engage in good faith and to find an advocate for our neighborhood,
but so far we have not found one.

We are asking you now to be that advocate — to ensure our community is heard and meaningfully
considered in this decision.

Please oppose the NorthPark proposal in its current form and require these changes so that growth in
this areais responsible, safe, and respectful of existing residents and the Sonoran Preserve.

Thank you for your time and consideration.



Sincerely,

Angela Sannapu



Sarah Stockham

To: Adrian G Zambrano
Subject: RE: Please Oppose NorthPark as Proposed and Support 3 Common Sense Requests

From: Danielle Arnold <aprilded@aol.com>

Sent: Friday, December 12, 2025 7:55:07 PM

To: Council District 1 PCC <council.district.1 @phoenix.gov>; Council District 2 PCC <council.district.2@phoenix.gov>;
Council District 3 PCC <council.district.3@phoenix.gov>; Council District 6 PCC <District6@phoenix.gov>; Council District
7 PCC <council.district.7@phoenix.gov>; Tony J Motola <tony.motola@phoenix.gov>; Adrian G Zambrano
<adrian.zambrano@phoenix.gov>; engage@az.gov <engage@az.gov>; Mayor Gallego <mayor.gallego@phoenix.gov>;
Council District 4 <council.district.4@phoenix.gov>; Council District 5 PCC <council.district.5@phoenix.gov>

Subject: Please Oppose NorthPark as Proposed and Support 3 Common Sense Requests

Dear Mayor Gallego and Members of the Phoenix City Council,

My family and | are Phoenix residents living near the proposed NorthPark area, and I’m writing to
respectfully ask you to oppose the North Park proposal as it is currently written and to support specific
changes that would better balance growth with neighborhood safety, livability, and environmental
stewardship.

Our neighborhood is eager to support responsible growth that strengthens Phoenix while preserving the
qualities that make our community unique. We are not opposed to development; we are asking that it be
thoughtfully planned so existing families are not sacrificed in the process.

In particular, we respectfully ask that you:

1 Keep TSMC manufacturing and other heavy industrial uses north of the Loop 303 and out of
established neighborhoods.

2 Save the two small parcels south of Pyramid Peak, that were planned to be Sonoran Preserve, that
our community relies on for recreation and open space.

3 Keep 51st Avenue in Stetson Valley at four lanes permanently and prioritize neighborhood safety.

Below is additional detail on each of these requests.

1. Remove language that allows heavy industrial manufacturing south of the 303 near neighborhoods
and preserved lands

We are deeply concerned about any entitlements or language that would allow heavy industrial uses,
including future TSMC-related or similar manufacturing, south of the Loop 303 in close proximity to
existing neighborhoods and the Sonoran Preserve.



Heavy industrial uses bring increased noise and potential environmental impacts that are incompatible
with nearby homes and natural open spaces. Once this type of zoning and use is approved, it is
extremely difficult to reverse, even if the impacts turn out worse than anticipated.

We respectfully ask that the City:

¢ Remove or significantly limit heavy industrial uses south of the Loop 303

¢ Maintain appropriate buffer zones and transitional uses between any employment or industrial
areas and residential areas

e Ensure that any future uses are clearly compatible with long-term neighborhood livability, not just
short-term development goals or pressures.

2. Protect two small planned Sonoran Preserve parcels south of Pyramid Peak that residents rely on for
recreation, open space, and wildlife habitat

The nearby Sonoran Preserve is not just empty land on a map; itis an integral part of our community’s
daily life and identity. Families use it for hiking, biking, walking, and connecting with nature. It supports
wildlife, protects scenic views, and provides meaningful mental and physical health benefits for
residents.

In particular, the two small parcels south of Pyramid Peak are heavily used and valued by nearby
residents. Losing or encroaching on these parcels would have an outsized impact on our neighborhood’s
access to nature and open space.

Consider this an opportunity to mimic the area around Piestewa Peak and the Dreamy Draw area.

3. Maintain four-lane neighborhood roadways permanently and prioritize safety and livability on 51st
Avenue in Stetson Valley

One of our biggest concerns is how roadway design and traffic will impact safety, noise, and the basic
character of our neighborhood. Converting nearby roads into wider, faster corridors would effectively
turn neighborhood streets into thoroughfares and truck routes, undermining the family-oriented nature
of the area.

In particular, we ask that 51st Avenue through Stetson Valley remain a four-lane roadway permanently,
and that it not be widened to six lanes in the future.

A permanent four-lane commitment, combined with appropriate design standards, will help protect
neighborhood safety, reduce cut-through and truck traffic, and maintain the livability that current
residents depend on.

We believe these adjustments are reasonable, practical, and aligned with Phoenix’s long-term interests.
They would:

¢ Allow for meaningful economic development and growth;

¢ Protect existing neighborhoods and the Sonoran Preserve;

¢ Prioritize safety for children and families; and

¢ Preserve the character, environment, and quality of life that current residents value.

We respectfully urge you to oppose the NorthPark proposalin its current form and require these
protections and clarifications before moving forward. With thoughtful revisions, we believe there is a
path that can meet the City’s goals while honoring the commitments made to residents who have
invested their lives, families, and futures in this community.



Thank you for your time, your service, and your consideration of the families who will live with the long-
term impacts of these decisions. We ask that you stand with us in supporting responsible growth that
strengthens, rather than harms, the neighborhoods and natural spaces that make Phoenix special.

Sincerely,
Danielle Arnold
Stetson Valley
623-221-6909



From: Don Diehn

To: PDD Long Range Planning

Subject: Fwd: Please Oppose North Park as Proposed and Support 3 Common Sense Requests
Date: Friday, December 12, 2025 3:43:37 PM

Attachments: image0.png

Please forward as necessary

Don D Diehn
dondiehn.3@gmail.com
602-350-6113

Begin forwarded message:

From: Don Diehn <dondiehn.3@gmail.com>

Date: December 12, 2025 at 3:03:01 PM MST

To: engage@az.gov, mayor.gallego@phoenix.gov,

council.district. 1 @phoenix.gov, council.district.2@phoenix.gov,
council.district.3@phoenix.gov, council.district.4@phoenix.gov,
council.district.5@phoenix.gov, council.district.6@phoenix.gov,
council.district.7@phoenix.gov, adrian.zambrano@phoenix.gov,
tony.motola@phoenix.gov

Subject: Please Oppose North Park as Proposed and Support 3 Common
Sense Requests

Dear Mayor and Council Members.,please note some additional information
relevant to this opposition position. These messages have been sent to all
residents in the impacted close development area. Please review prior to the vote
and do not just vote because this development lies outside your district! It is not
just another housing development. It is a dangerous industrial neighbor that as
propose will be quite close to current communities. Vote you with YOUR OWN
MIND, not just because a particular councilwoman may be blessing it!

Don D Diehn

Vice President of the Stetson Valley Owners Association
5139 W. Straight Arrow Ln.

Phoenix AZ. 85083


https://us-phishalarm-ewt.proofpoint.com/EWT/v1/LkjWUF49MRd51_ry!DuC44JbNbSPw47WcbKhtxKfAq-GFydhtG05ENbHj8wALwBnEfpICVQ3QmA70s8Lon8exUFYP2o8hc4x8K1hSFhcQ5zfx-SksQUscLrKr$
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Show up on December 17th and make your voice heard!

The City tripled the amount of semiconductor manufacturing
allowed in Northpark & put it ~1 mile away from Stetson Valley.
Show up to the FINAL CITY COUNCIL VOTE at City Council
Chambers-2:30PM on or attend remotely, we will send
sign-up instructions as soon as they are released 48 hrs prior.





dondiehn.3@gmail.com
602-350-6113



HELP SAVE STETSON VALLEY!

Show up on December 17th and make your voice heard!
We need everyone to show up and speak out!

What this is about: The City tripled the amount of semiconductor manufacturing
allowed in Northpark & put it ~1 mile away from Stetson Valley.
What YOU can do: Show up to the FINAL CITY COUNCIL VOTE at City Council
Chambers-2:30PM on DECEMEBER 17th, 2025 or attend remotely, we will send
sign-up instructions as soon as they are released 48 hrs prior.

Tell City Council YOU DEMAND 3 things:

1. No Heavy Industrial in Northpark 2. Keep 51st Ave. to 4 lanes
3. Save Sonoran preserve buffer between Pyramid Peak & CAP

Email City Council Sign up for updates




Sarah Stockham

Subject: RE: Please oppose North Park as Proposed and Support 3 Common Sense Requests

From: Don Diehn <dondiehn.3@gmail.com>

Sent: Friday, December 12, 2025 1:30:54 PM

To: Mayor Gallego <mayor.gallego@phoenix.gov>; engage@az.gov <engage@az.gov>; Council District 1 PCC
<council.district.1@phoenix.gov>; Council District 2 PCC <council.district.2@phoenix.gov>; Council District 3 PCC
<council.district.3@phoenix.gov>; Council District 4 <council.district.4@phoenix.gov>; Council District 5 PCC
<council.district.5@phoenix.gov>; Council District 6 PCC <District6 @phoenix.gov>; Council District 7 PCC
<council.district.7@phoenix.gov>; Tony J Motola <tony.motola@phoenix.gov>; Adrian G Zambrano
<adrian.zambrano@phoenix.gov>

Subject: Please oppose North Park as Proposed and Support 3 Common Sense Requests

Dear Mayor Gallego and Members of the Phoenix City Council,

My family and | are Phoenix residents living near the proposed NorthPark area, and I’'m writing to
respectfully ask you to oppose the North Park proposal as it is currently written and to support
specific changes that would better balance growth with neighborhood safety, livability, and
environmental stewardship.

Our neighborhood is eager to support responsible growth that strengthens Phoenix while preserving
the qualities that make our community unique. We are not opposed to development. We are asking
that it be thoughtfully planned so existing families are not sacrificed in the process.

In particular, we respectfully ask that you:

1 Keep TSMC manufacturing and other heavy industrial uses north of the Loop 303 and out of
established neighborhoods.

2 Save the two small parcels south of Pyramid Peak, that were planned to be Sonoran Preserve,
that our community and surrounding communities, rely on for recreation and open space.

3 Keep 51st Avenue through Stetson Valley at four lanes permanently and prioritize
neighborhood safety.

More details supporting these requests are listed below;

1. Remove language that allows heavy industrial manufacturing south of the 303 near neighborhoods
and preserved lands.

We are deeply concerned about any entitlements or language that would allow heavy industrial uses,
including future TSMC-related or similar manufacturing, south of the Loop 303 in close proximity to
existing neighborhoods and the Sonoran Preserve.

1



Heavy industrial uses bring increased noise and potential environmental impacts that are
incompatible with nearby homes and natural open spaces. Once this type of zoning and use is
approved, it is extremely difficult to reverse, even if the impacts turn out worse than anticipated.

We respectfully ask that the City:

* Remove or significantly limit heavy industrial uses south of the Loop 303
« Ensure that any future uses are clearly compatible with long-term neighborhood livability, not
just short-term development goals or pressures.

2. Protect two small planned Sonoran Preserve parcels south of Pyramid Peak that residents rely on
for recreation, open space, and wildlife habitat.

The nearby Sonoran Preserve is not just empty land on a map; it is an integral part of our
community’s daily life and identity. Families use it for hiking, biking, walking, and connecting with
nature. It supports wildlife, protects scenic views, and provides meaningful mental and physical health
benefits for residents.

In particular, the two small parcels south of Pyramid Peak are heavily used and valued by nearby
residents. Losing or encroaching on these parcels would have an outsized impact on our
neighborhood’s access to nature and open space.

Consider this an opportunity to mimic the area around Piestewa Peak and the Dreamy Draw area.

3. Maintain four-lane neighborhood roadways permanently and prioritize safety and livability on 51st
Avenue in Stetson Valley.

One of our biggest concerns is how roadway design and traffic will impact safety, noise, and the basic
character of our neighborhood. Converting nearby roads into wider, faster corridors would effectively
turn neighborhood streets into thoroughfares and truck routes, undermining the family-oriented nature
of the area.

In particular, we ask that 51st Avenue through Stetson Valley remain a four-lane roadway
permanently, and that it not be widened to six lanes in the future.

A permanent four-lane commitment, combined with appropriate design standards, will help protect
neighborhood safety, reduce cut-through and truck traffic, and maintain the livability that current
residents depend on.

We believe these adjustments are reasonable, practical, and aligned with Phoenix’s long-term
interests. They would:

* Allow for meaningful economic development and growth;

* Protect existing neighborhoods and the Sonoran Preserve;

» Prioritize safety for children and families; and

* Preserve the character, environment, and quality of life that current residents value.

We respectfully urge you to oppose the NorthPark proposal in its current form and require these
protections and clarifications before moving forward. With thoughtful revisions, we believe there is a
path that can meet the City’s goals while honoring the commitments made to residents who have
invested their lives, families, and futures in this community.



Thank you for your time, your service, and your consideration of the families who will live with the
long-term impacts of these decisions. We ask that you stand with us in supporting responsible growth

that strengthens, rather than harms, the neighborhoods and natural spaces that make Phoenix
special.

Sincerely,

Don D Diehn
dondiehn.3@gmail.com
5139 W. Straight Arrow Ln.
Phoenix AZ 85083
602-350-6113




From: Nancy Carriere <nancylcarriere@gmail.com>

Sent: Friday, December 12, 2025 7:14:13 PM

To: Council District 1 PCC <council.district.1 @phoenix.gov>; Council District 2 PCC <council.district.2@phoenix.gov>;
Council District 3 PCC <council.district.3@phoenix.gov>; Council District 6 PCC <District6@phoenix.gov>; Council District
4 <council.district.4@phoenix.gov>; Council District 5 PCC <council.district.5@phoenix.gov>; Council District 7 PCC
<council.district.7@phoenix.gov>; Tony J Motola <tony.motola@phoenix.gov>; Adrian G Zambrano
<adrian.zambrano@phoenix.gov>; engage@az.gov <engage@az.gov>

Subject: Please Oppose NorthPark as Proposed and Support 3 Common Sense Requests

Dear Mayor Gallego and Members of the Phoenix City Council:

| am a Phoenix resident living near the proposed NorthPark area, and I’'m writing to respectfully ask you to oppose the
North Park proposal as it is currently written and to support specific changes that would better balance growth with
neighborhood safety, livability, and environmental stewardship.

Our neighborhood is eager to support responsible growth that strengthens Phoenix while preserving the qualities that
make our community unique. We are not opposed to development; we are asking that it be thoughtfully planned so
existing families are not sacrificed in the process.

In particular, we respectfully ask that you:
1. Keep TSMC manufacturing and other heavy industrial uses north of the Loop 303 and out of established
neighborhoods.
2. Save the two small parcels south of Pyramid Peak, that were planned to be Sonoran Preserve, that our
community relies on for recreation and open space.
3. Keep 51st Avenue in Stetson Valley at four lanes permanently and prioritize neighborhood safety.

Below is additional detail on each of these requests.

1. Remove language that allows heavy industrial manufacturing south of the 303 near neighborhoods and
preserved lands

We are deeply concerned about any entitlements or language that would allow heavy industrial uses, including future
TSMC-related or similar manufacturing, south of the Loop 303 in close proximity to existing neighborhoods and the
Sonoran Preserve.

Heavy industrial uses bring increased noise and potential environmental impacts that are incompatible with nearby
homes and natural open spaces. Once this type of zoning and use is approved, it is extremely difficult to reverse, even if
the impacts turn out worse than anticipated.

We respectfully ask that the City:
¢ Remove or significantly limit heavy industrial uses south of the Loop 303
e Ensure that any future uses are clearly compatible with long-term neighborhood livability, not just short-term
development goals or pressures.

2. Protect two small planned Sonoran Preserve parcels south of Pyramid Peak that residents rely on for
recreation, open space, and wildlife habitat



The nearby Sonoran Preserve is not just empty land on a map; it is an integral part of our community’s daily life and
identity. Families use it for hiking, biking, walking, and connecting with nature. It supports wildlife, protects scenic views,
and provides meaningful mental and physical health benefits for residents.

In particular, the two small parcels south of Pyramid Peak are heavily used and valued by nearby residents. Losing or
encroaching on these parcels would have an outsized impact on our neighborhood’s access to nature and open space.

Consider this an opportunity to mimic the area around Piestewa Peak and the Dreamy Draw area.

3. Maintain four-lane neighborhood roadways permanently and prioritize safety and livability on 51st Avenue in
Stetson Valley

One of our biggest concerns is how roadway design and traffic will impact safety, noise, and the basic character of our
neighborhood. Converting nearby roads into wider, faster corridors would effectively turn neighborhood streets into
thoroughfares and truck routes, undermining the family-oriented nature of the area.

In particular, we ask that 51st Avenue through Stetson Valley remain a four-lane roadway permanently, and that it not
be widened to six lanes in the future.

A permanent four-lane commitment, combined with appropriate design standards, will help protect neighborhood
safety, reduce cut-through and truck traffic, and maintain the livability that current residents depend on.

We believe these adjustments are reasonable, practical, and aligned with Phoenix’s long-term interests. They would:
e Allow for meaningful economic development and growth;
e Protect existing neighborhoods and the Sonoran Preserve;
e Prioritize safety for children and families; and
e Preserve the character, environment, and quality of life that current residents value.

We respectfully urge you to oppose the NorthPark proposal in its current form and require these protections and
clarifications before moving forward. With thoughtful revisions, we believe there is a path that can meet the City’s goals
while honoring the commitments made to residents who have invested their lives, families, and futures in this
community.

Thank you for your time, your service, and your consideration of the families who will live with the long-term impacts of
these decisions. We ask that you stand with us in supporting responsible growth that strengthens, rather than harms,
the neighborhoods and natural spaces that make Phoenix special.



From: Selina McCabe-Charley

To: Ann M Q"Brien; Council District 1 PCC; Jim Waring; Council District 2 PCC; Debra W Stark; Council District 3 PCC;
Laura Pastor; Council District 4; Betty S Guardado; Council District 5 PCC; Kevin L Robinson; Council District 6
PCC; Anna M Hernandez; Council District 7 PCC; Kesha Hodge Washington; Council District 8 PCC; PDD North
Gateway VPC; Adrian G Zambrano; Sarah Stockham; Racelle Escolar; Mayor Gallego

Subject: Rezoning Case No. Z-139-24-1 & General Plan Amendment Case Nos. GPA-NG-1-24-1 & GPA-NG-2-24-1

Date: Friday, December 12, 2025 10:34:05 AM

As a homeowner in North Phoenix, | strongly oppose the proposed rezoning for NorthPark,
Rezoning Case No. Z-139-24-1 & General Plan Amendment Case Nos. GPA-NG-1-24-1 & GPA-
NG-2-24-1. This project represents overdevelopment that will severely harm our community.

Key concerns include:

1. Flawed traffic study — The analysis assumes 20% of trips stay inside the community, far
above the 5-10% recommended by City guidelines. This underestimates the true number of
cars on our roads.

2. Outdated comparisons — The study relies on traffic data from Anthem (2010-2012), which is
not reflective of today’s congestion, travel patterns, or growth.

3. Failing intersections — Critical intersections are projected to fail with long delays and safety
risks.

4. Child safety — With thousands of additional vehicles on Stetson Valley Parkway, children will
not be able to cross safely to schools, parks, or friends’” homes. This threatens the walkability
and livability of our neighborhood.

5. Semi-truck cut-throughs — By opening Stetson Valley Parkway as a north-south corridor,
semi-trucks will be allowed to cut through what is currently a residential street. This is not
acceptable in a family-oriented neighborhood — semi-trucks should be prohibited from
utilizing this neighborhood road.

6. Unfunded mitigations — The study assumes roadway improvements by 2050 that are
neither funded nor guaranteed. In reality, residents would face years of gridlock before relief
ever comes.

7. Excessive density — Increasing from 1 home per acre to nearly 5 homes per acre will
generate over 160,000 daily vehicle trips, overwhelming neighborhood streets, arterials, and
freeways. This density does not fit the character of our community.
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8. Industrial uses disguised as “innovation” — Residents are deeply concerned about the
inclusion of a microchip manufacturing plant or similar heavy industrial use within this project.
Calling this an “innovation corridor” is misleading — it masks the fact that these are industrial
operations, not compatible with nearby residential neighborhoods.

9. Environmental and quality-of-life impacts — Microchip fabrication facilities are extremely
resource-intensive. They consume vast amounts of water and electricity, use hazardous
chemicals, and generate airborne and wastewater pollutants. Additionally, they operate 24
hours a day, creating constant noise, lighting, and vibration impacts that are incompatible with
residential living.

10. Inappropriate location for industrial activity — Industrial facilities should be sited in
properly zoned, buffered areas with existing infrastructure to support their energy and water
demands — not adjacent to homes, schools, and parks. Allowing such uses here would
irreversibly alter the character, safety, and livability of our community.

| urge you to deny this rezoning request. At a minimum, the project should be significantly
reduced in scale and exclude all industrial or manufacturing uses until traffic, safety, and
environmental concerns are fully addressed.

Please protect our community from reckless overdevelopment and incompatible industrial
expansion.



From: Steve Miller

To: PDD Planning Commission; PDD Long Range Planning
Subject: Re: Agenda Items 10-12 & Rezoning Case No. Z-139-24-1.
Date: Friday, December 12, 2025 6:22:02 PM

I was informed that emails previously sent were not being counted in opposition to this
proposed project.

I am also sending it to ppd.longrange@phoenix.gov to insure my voice is heard.

Also to say I am not pleased that heavy industrial development within a mile of my home!
Keep it where it won’t impact existing development that have bought their homes for their
locations away from these types of development!!

Please do the right thing for the existing Denis families and don’t let this development go
forward!!

Mr. Miller

On Mon, Dec 1, 2025 at 12:04 PM Steve Miller <Ismiller1952@gmail.com> wrote:
| am a City of Phoenix resident who resides in Stetson Valley, the area directly south of the

proposed NorthPark development.

As | have reviewed the proposed plan there are two areas of real concern for me.

1. Lack of sufficient major arterials to collect and distribute the traffic.

The number of residences proposed for this development and the impact on the traffic
through our development. Phoenix traffic patterns are based on the grid system, which acts
to distribute traffic to major traffic arterials from minor arterials. In the area from I-17 to
67th Avenue, a distance that would normally have 5 major arterials available to the traveling
public, there is only one. 27th Avenue does not exist, 35th Avenue north of Pinnacle Peak
does not exist, 43rd Avenue and 35th Avenue are residential collector streets north of
Happy Valley Road, and 59th Avenue does not exist.

In addition, Jomax, an east west major arterial does not exist between I-17 and 67th Avenue
which exacerbates traffic distribution.

Happy Valley Road is already joking called 'the Happy Valley Freeway' because of the
volumes of vehicles and the speed of the motoring public using it. And the city is developing
it to carry even more traffic. Happy Valley Road is the only east west major arterial available
to motorists to travel west from I-17, as Jomax does not exist, Deer Valley do not exist
continuously from I-17 to 67th Avenue, and Pinnacle Peak necks to two lanes through
Thunderbird Park and terminates at 59th Avenue.

Even the one major arterial that does exist, 51st Avenue, is not much more than a minor
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arterial north of Happy Valley Road and is a two lane street between Happy Valley Road and
Pinnacle Peak, which severely limits its ability to carry the traffic generated by the existing
development north of PInnacle Peak Road much less thousands of additional cars. As you
are aware, Pinnacle Peak Road west of 55th Avenue is a two lane road through Thunderbird
Park which minimizes 51st Ave to being not much more than a collector street at best.
Because of the mountains from 67th Avenue to about 31st Avenue, south of Happy Valley
Road, creating these essential traffic corridors is not feasible.

The proposal to direct thousands of motorists to the 51st Avenue crossing of the canal,
through the Stetson Valley residential development, to a non-existing grid system below the
CAP canal is unthinkable and perhaps irresponsible for those entrusted to account for the
public welfare. Currently during peak traffic times it can take 3 light cycles to get on to
Happy Valley Road eastbound from Stetson Valley. Adding potentially thousands of other
vehicles from this proposed development is simply unreasonable.

The city has recently installed two new 4-way traffic stops on 51st Avenue to slow traffic
down to allow the school children to cross 51st Avenue to get to the grade school just west
of 51st Avenue. Additional traffic is certainly an additional hazard and a potential safety for
these children. Just yesterday | witnessed two vehicles fail to stop at one of these 4-way
stops. It is a real problem!

My suggestion is to eliminate 51st Avenue as a vehicular crossing of the canal and use it as a
pedestrian crossing and let the 303 be the egress and ingress into this new development
area. Please don't add to the existing traffic issues in Stetson Valley!

2. The mixed use of the proposed area development plan.

It would seem prudent to the residential nature of the existing development in the adjacent
areas to restrict the use of this area to residential use and light commercial use also. Please
move all the industrial, warehousing and other big box development, like the chip factories
to be built north of the 303. This would also have a positive impact on my first concern.

| would sincerely hope that the City Planning and Zoning would reject the current plan and
rethink how this land is developed so that it would be in harmony with the existing
development and with the open, natural, unobstructed views of the mountains and deserts
natural aesthetic of the area.

Please do the right thing by taking seriously the feelings of those who live in this area of the
City of Phoenix and reject the current plan and have the citizens of the impacted area be a

significant part of the planning of this area instead of involving those impacted the most at

the 11th hour!

Sincerely,

L. Steve Miller
27416 N. 54th Lane
Phoenix, AZ 85083



From: Amanda McGowan

Subject: Where Is Vice Mayor Anne O'Brien?
Date: Saturday, December 13, 2025 9:13:33 AM
Attachments: Northpark Gmail - PHX Council District 1 Newsletter.pdf

Dear Mayor and Members of City Council,

I am writing to ask a simple but important question: Where is Vice Mayor Anne
O’Brien?

Vice Mayor O’Brien has not sent a newsletter to her District 1 constituents since
October. During that silence, one of the largest and most consequential land-use
proposals affecting our community has advanced rapidly- the Northpark rezoning, which
includes hundreds of acres of heavy industrial zoning immediately adjacent to
established neighborhoods and Sonoran Preserve land.

Last year, Vice Mayor O’Brien’s own newsletter described Northpark as “Arcadia-like”
and stated that she was planning the project alongside the developer, Pulte. That same
newsletter emphasized neighborhood amenities- shops and walkability. It did not
disclose the scale of heavy industrial entitlements now proposed within the so-called
“innovation corridor,” including land uses consistent with semiconductor
manufacturing.

Vice Mayor O’Brien has since stated that she was unaware of the heavy industrial zoning
until this summer. Yet since becoming aware, she has not used her primary
communication tool- a district newsletter- to inform constituents of what is actually
being planned next to their homes and Sonoran Preserve land.

She has also been notably absent from the public meetings where residents expressed
their concerns. Vice Mayor O’Brien did not attend the Village Planning Committee or
Planning Commission meetings where overwhelming opposition to this project was
clearly and repeatedly voiced by community members most directly affected.

This matters. District 1 residents are currently being inundated with mass spam text
messages promoting Northpark as a pleasant mixed-use development, again
highlighting shops and restaurants, with no mention of heavy industrial uses or
semiconductor manufacturing. We explicitly asked Vice Mayor O’Brien to counter this
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Message from Councilwoman Ann O'Brien

1 hope everyone had a wonderful Thanksgiving holiday spent with friends
and family! | was able to get out of the Valley and up to the mountains to
spend the holiday with my family and granddaughter. I’m thankful for my
family and for the opportunity to get to serve every single one of you and
for getting the honor to continue to serve you for the next four years!



https://action.phoenix.gov/v.pl?a4cb80332a8308f615a944c80ff4a4863d92b89ea6e42b99



This past week may have been a shortened work week due to the
Holiday, but I still managed to pack a lot of meetings and events into it!
Over the past weekend, | embarked on my first weekend for the Rodel
Fellowship program that | was invited to join this year. The Rodel
Fellowship is a renowned development program for American political
leaders which selects 24 state and local-level bipartisan elected
officials from across the Country to participate in a two-year-long
seminar program. The Rodel program helps America’s most promising
leaders reach their full potential as public servants, deepen their
commitment to democracy and the rule of law, and work together to
address some of our nation’s most important domestic and international
challenges. I’m honored to have been selected for this cohort as
previous cohorts have included prominent Arizona political figures like
Mayor Kate Gallego, County Supervisor Bill Gates, former Governor Doug
Ducey, and Senator Kyrsten Sinema.

On Monday, | chaired the Economic Development and Housing
Subcommittee where we discussed the Phoenix Film Office and the
recent tax credits approved by the State Legislature related to filming
and what impact we may see moving forward. I’m sure everyone knows
about Bill & Ted’s Excellent Adventure having been filmed at the old
Metrocenter Mall, but did you know many other movies, such as
Transformers 5, were filmed here in Phoenix? Even Disney couldn’t deny
the allure of Phoenix when they filmed their Disney+ Christmas classic,
Noelle, at Desert Ridge and on our lightrail line. Between 2006 and 2010,
under the old tax incentive, Phoenix saw an economic impact of over
$30 million! | continue to be hopeful that Phoenix will become the next
Atlanta or New Mexico where the big studios are looking to film their
productions here, as opposed to California. There are some more things
on the horizon, and | cannot wait to keep you all in the loop!

On Tuesday, | had back-to-back briefings all morning. At the rate I’ve
been taking meetings, | figure | might just have maintenance install a
revolving door! My first briefing of the morning was with the Aviation
Department as we discussed their preparations for the upcoming holiday
travel and continued plans for expansion of the airport. Additionally, |
discussed with them the concerns brought forward to me by the pre-
security concessionaires and their worry about being able to stay open
when most people will wait to eat until they are through security. |
suggested we start looking at events where we encourage folks to ride
the lightrail into the airport and do a “Taste of Sky Harbor” type event
encouraging people to come and try the pre-security restaurants.

Another meeting | had that morning was with the Planning Department.
You may have read in the paper about the NorthPark Community by
Pulte looking to build in the 6,400 acres of land just south of the 303,
across from TSMC. Since my first year in office, we have been working
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very closely with Pulte as we plan this community. I’'ve made it very
clear from the start, I’m not looking for another traditional suburban-
style neighborhood where all the commercial retail is located in one
intersection and there’s zero walkability. While Phoenix has great
examples of thriving master-planned communities with this type of
design, I’m looking for a more urban, Arcadia-like, neighborhood. This is
an important development. This could bring as many as 36,000 people to
North Phoenix in the next 10 years - that’s half the population of
Flagstaff! | want to make sure this part of Phoenix becomes one of the
most desirable parts of the city to live in, and that starts with proper
planning. ’'m committed to rolling my sleeves up and getting into the
mud to make sure this community is properly planned, designed, and
coveted.

With NorthPark and Halo Vista to the north, and The Metropolitan to the
south, District 1 is experiencing astronomical growth! ’m thankful to be
leading these efforts and to ensure we bring back attainable and
affordable housing so that our teachers, nurses, and public safety
officials can live in the communities they serve. Thank you again for
allowing me this opportunity!

Ann O'Brien

Councilwoman for District 1

DOJ Investigation Update
DOJ Update

» City staff and lawyers have completed their first negotiation
meeting with DOJ

Mark Your Calendars: Community Meeting

Our next meeting will be Friday, December 6th, at the DoubleTree Hotel
located at 10220 N Metro Pkwy E, Phoenix, AZ 85051. Plan for check in to begin
at 7:30am and the meeting to start at 8:00am.

You can register below for the upcoming meeting! As a reminder, please
fill out the form SEPARATELY for EACH member of your family planning
to attend. Thank you!




https://www.google.com/maps/search/10220+N+Metro+Pkwy+E,+Phoenix,+AZ+85051?entry=gmail&source=g
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misinformation by sharing clear, factual details with her constituents. She has not done
so.

In the absence of transparent communication from their elected representative,
neighbors have stepped up themselves- going door to door with flyers, holding meetings,
writing letters, sending postcards, standing on the corner with signs (see attached-
someone was standing on the corner holding these as | drove home yesterday) and
contacting Council offices to express opposition. Many of those residents have reached
out directly to you. But they represent only a small portion of District 1. The broader
community remains largely unaware of the true scope of this proposal.

Yesterday, leaders in the City of Chandler made the responsible decision to vote down a
project after receiving approximately 250 letters from concerned residents. That raises a
fair question for this body as well: How many letters of opposition have you received
regarding Northpark- and how many more would you receive if District 1
constituents were fully informed?

The record shows:
® A newsletter promoting Northpark as “Arcadia-like”

® A claim of late awareness of heavy industrial zoning

Months of silence afterward

Ongoing misleading outreach from the developer

Repeated requests from residents for transparent communication that went
unanswered

These facts raise a reasonable and troubling question: Why hasn’t District 1 been fully
informed?

City residents rely on their councilmembers to communicate honestly and proactively-
especially when proposals of this scale fundamentally change the character of their
neighborhoods and public lands. Transparency is not optional; it is foundational to
public trust.

Before this Council votes, District 1 deserves to hear plainly and directly from its Vice
Mayor about what is being planned, why it was previously described so differently, and
why constituents have been left to learn critical details through rumor, advocacy, and
developer marketing instead of official communication.



Respectfully,

-Amanda McGowan
SVOA Board President

After Hours Emergency: 1.800.274.3165

StetsonValleyOA.com [stetsonvalleyoa.com]
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Message from Councilwoman Ann O'Brien

1 hope everyone had a wonderful Thanksgiving holiday spent with friends
and family! | was able to get out of the Valley and up to the mountains to
spend the holiday with my family and granddaughter. I’m thankful for my
family and for the opportunity to get to serve every single one of you and
for getting the honor to continue to serve you for the next four years!
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This past week may have been a shortened work week due to the
Holiday, but I still managed to pack a lot of meetings and events into it!
Over the past weekend, | embarked on my first weekend for the Rodel
Fellowship program that | was invited to join this year. The Rodel
Fellowship is a renowned development program for American political
leaders which selects 24 state and local-level bipartisan elected
officials from across the Country to participate in a two-year-long
seminar program. The Rodel program helps America’s most promising
leaders reach their full potential as public servants, deepen their
commitment to democracy and the rule of law, and work together to
address some of our nation’s most important domestic and international
challenges. I’m honored to have been selected for this cohort as
previous cohorts have included prominent Arizona political figures like
Mayor Kate Gallego, County Supervisor Bill Gates, former Governor Doug
Ducey, and Senator Kyrsten Sinema.

On Monday, | chaired the Economic Development and Housing
Subcommittee where we discussed the Phoenix Film Office and the
recent tax credits approved by the State Legislature related to filming
and what impact we may see moving forward. I’m sure everyone knows
about Bill & Ted’s Excellent Adventure having been filmed at the old
Metrocenter Mall, but did you know many other movies, such as
Transformers 5, were filmed here in Phoenix? Even Disney couldn’t deny
the allure of Phoenix when they filmed their Disney+ Christmas classic,
Noelle, at Desert Ridge and on our lightrail line. Between 2006 and 2010,
under the old tax incentive, Phoenix saw an economic impact of over
$30 million! | continue to be hopeful that Phoenix will become the next
Atlanta or New Mexico where the big studios are looking to film their
productions here, as opposed to California. There are some more things
on the horizon, and | cannot wait to keep you all in the loop!

On Tuesday, | had back-to-back briefings all morning. At the rate I’ve
been taking meetings, | figure | might just have maintenance install a
revolving door! My first briefing of the morning was with the Aviation
Department as we discussed their preparations for the upcoming holiday
travel and continued plans for expansion of the airport. Additionally, |
discussed with them the concerns brought forward to me by the pre-
security concessionaires and their worry about being able to stay open
when most people will wait to eat until they are through security. |
suggested we start looking at events where we encourage folks to ride
the lightrail into the airport and do a “Taste of Sky Harbor” type event
encouraging people to come and try the pre-security restaurants.

Another meeting | had that morning was with the Planning Department.
You may have read in the paper about the NorthPark Community by
Pulte looking to build in the 6,400 acres of land just south of the 303,
across from TSMC. Since my first year in office, we have been working


Amanda Mcgowan


very closely with Pulte as we plan this community. I’'ve made it very
clear from the start, I’m not looking for another traditional suburban-
style neighborhood where all the commercial retail is located in one
intersection and there’s zero walkability. While Phoenix has great
examples of thriving master-planned communities with this type of
design, I’m looking for a more urban, Arcadia-like, neighborhood. This is
an important development. This could bring as many as 36,000 people to
North Phoenix in the next 10 years - that’s half the population of
Flagstaff! | want to make sure this part of Phoenix becomes one of the
most desirable parts of the city to live in, and that starts with proper
planning. ’'m committed to rolling my sleeves up and getting into the
mud to make sure this community is properly planned, designed, and
coveted.

With NorthPark and Halo Vista to the north, and The Metropolitan to the
south, District 1 is experiencing astronomical growth! ’m thankful to be
leading these efforts and to ensure we bring back attainable and
affordable housing so that our teachers, nurses, and public safety
officials can live in the communities they serve. Thank you again for
allowing me this opportunity!

Ann O'Brien

Councilwoman for District 1

DOJ Investigation Update
DOJ Update

» City staff and lawyers have completed their first negotiation
meeting with DOJ

Mark Your Calendars: Community Meeting

Our next meeting will be Friday, December 6th, at the DoubleTree Hotel
located at 10220 N Metro Pkwy E, Phoenix, AZ 85051. Plan for check in to begin
at 7:30am and the meeting to start at 8:00am.

You can register below for the upcoming meeting! As a reminder, please
fill out the form SEPARATELY for EACH member of your family planning
to attend. Thank you!
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From: kent mcgowan
To: Councn Dlstrlct 1 PCC CounC|I Dlstrlct 2 PCC Councﬂ Dlstrlct 3 PCC Council Dlstrlct 4; Council Dlstrlct 5 PCC

Laura Pastor; Betty S Guardad Kevin L Roblnson Anna M Hernandez Kesha Hodge Washington; Mayo
Gallego; Mayor Gallego; Adrian G Zambrano; Sarah Stockham; Racelle Escolar; PDD Long Range PIanning;

engage@az.gov
Subject: I oppose Northpark
Date: Saturday, December 13, 2025 2:23:07 PM

I oppose the construction of Northpark. I don't think the children in the school next door will
appreciate having to breathe all the 'trade secret' fumes. Be responsible. Do better.
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Sarah Stockham

Subject: RE: Please Oppose NorthPark as Proposed and Support 3 Common Sense Requests

From: Leo Charley <locharly01@yahoo.com>

Sent: Saturday, December 13, 2025 2:41:37 PM

To: Council District 1 PCC <council.district.1 @phoenix.gov>; Council District 2 PCC <council.district.2@phoenix.gov>;
Council District 3 PCC <council.district.3@phoenix.gov>; Council District 6 PCC <District6@phoenix.gov>; Council District
4 <council.district.4@phoenix.gov>; Council District 5 PCC <council.district.5@phoenix.gov>; Council District 7 PCC
<council.district.7@phoenix.gov>; Tony J Motola <tony.motola@phoenix.gov>; Adrian G Zambrano
<adrian.zambrano@phoenix.gov>; engage@az.gov <engage@az.gov>; Mayor Gallego <mayor.gallego@phoenix.gov>
Subject: Please Oppose NorthPark as Proposed and Support 3 Common Sense Requests

Dear Mayor Gallego and Members of the Phoenix City Council

My family and | are Phoenix residents living near the proposed NorthPark area, and I'm writing to respectfully ask you to
oppose the North Park proposal as it is currently written and to support specific changes that would better balance growth
with neighborhood safety, livability, and environmental stewardship. Our neighborhood is eager to support responsible
growth that strengthens Phoenix while preserving the qualities that make our community unique. We are not opposed to
development; we are asking that it be thoughtfully planned so existing families are not sacrificed in the process. In
particular, we respectfully ask that you:

1 Keep TSMC manufacturing and other heavy industrial uses north of the Loop 303 and out of established
neighborhoods.

2 Save the two small parcels south of Pyramid Peak, that were planned to be Sonoran Preserve, that our community
relies on for recreation and open space.

3 Keep 51st Avenue in Stetson Valley at four lanes permanently and prioritize neighborhood safety. Below is additional
detail on each of these requests.

1. Remove language that allows heavy industrial manufacturing south of the 303 near neighborhoods and preserved
lands We are deeply concerned about any entitiements or language that would allow heavy industrial uses, including
future TSMC-related or similar manufacturing, south of the Loop 303 in close proximity to existing neighborhoods and the
Sonoran Preserve. Heavy industrial uses bring increased noise and potential environmental impacts that are incompatible
with nearby homes and natural open spaces. Once this type of zoning and use is approved, it is extremely difficult to
reverse, even if the impacts turn out worse than anticipated. We respectfully ask that the City:

* Remove or significantly limit heavy industrial uses south of the Loop 303 + Ensure that any future uses are
clearly compatible with long-term neighborhood livability, not just short-term development goals or pressures.

2. Protect two small planned Sonoran Preserve parcels south of Pyramid Peak that residents rely on for recreation, open
space, and wildlife habitat The nearby Sonoran Preserve is not just empty land on a map; it is an integral part of our
community’s daily life and identity. Families use it for hiking, biking, walking, and connecting with nature. It supports
wildlife, protects scenic views, and provides meaningful mental and physical health benefits for residents. In particular,
the two small parcels south of Pyramid Peak are heavily used and valued by nearby residents. Losing or encroaching on
these parcels would have an outsized impact on our neighborhood’s access to nature and open space. Consider this an
opportunity to mimic the area around Piestewa Peak and the Dreamy Draw area.

1



3. Maintain four-lane neighborhood roadways permanently and prioritize safety and livability on 51st Avenue in Stetson
Valley One of our biggest concerns is how roadway design and traffic will impact safety, noise, and the basic character of
our neighborhood. Converting nearby roads into wider, faster corridors would effectively turn neighborhood streets into
thoroughfares and truck routes, undermining the family-oriented nature of the area. In particular, we ask that 51st Avenue
through Stetson Valley remain a four-lane roadway permanently, and that it not be widened to six lanes in the future. A
permanent four-lane commitment, combined with appropriate design standards, will help protect neighborhood safety,
reduce cut-through and truck traffic, and maintain the livability that current residents depend on. We believe these
adjustments are reasonable, practical, and aligned with Phoenix’s long-term interests. They would:

+ Allow for meaningful economic development and growth;

* Protect existing neighborhoods and the Sonoran Preserve;

+ Prioritize safety for children and families; and

» Preserve the character, environment, and quality of life that current residents value.

We respectfully urge you to oppose the NorthPark proposal in its current form and require these protections and
clarifications before moving forward. With thoughtful revisions, we believe there is a path that can meet the City’s goals
while honoring the commitments made to residents who have invested their lives, families, and futures in this community.
Thank you for your time, your service, and your consideration of the families who will live with the long-term impacts of
these decisions. We ask that you stand with us in supporting responsible growth that strengthens, rather than harms, the
neighborhoods and natural spaces that make Phoenix special.

Sincerely,

Leo Charley

5213 W Spur Dr
602-615-1867
locharly01@yahoo.com




Sarah Stockham

Subject: RE: North Park - Opposition to PUD as written and formal request for stipulations

From: Randy Wilde <rwilde@outlook.com>

Sent: Saturday, December 13, 2025 9:36:50 AM

To: Council District 1 PCC <council.district.1 @phoenix.gov>; Council District 2 PCC <council.district.2@phoenix.gov>;
Council District 3 PCC <council.district.3@phoenix.gov>; Council District 6 PCC <District6@phoenix.gov>; Council District
7 PCC <council.district.7@phoenix.gov>; Tony J Motola <tony.motola@phoenix.gov>; Adrian G Zambrano
<adrian.zambrano@phoenix.gov>; engage@az.gov <engage@az.gov>; Mayor Gallego <mayor.gallego@phoenix.gov>;
Council District 4 <council.district.4@phoenix.gov>; Council District 5 PCC <council.district.5@phoenix.gov>

Subject: North Park - Opposition to PUD as written and formal request for stipulations

SUBJECT: FORMAL OPPOSITION AND CONTINGENT APPROVAL DEMAND FOR NORTH PARK PUD
REZONE (CASE NO: Z-139-24-1)

Dear Mayor Gallego and Members of the City Council,

I, aresident and property owner in the community adjacent to the proposed North Park PUD rezone, am
writing to formalize my opposition to Case Z-139-24-1 as currently stipulated. | understand the need for
development but demand that the Council apply its legislative authority to protect existing
neighborhoods from unacceptable impacts.

The project area, and particularly the land north of the CAP canal and south of Pyramid Peak, is a
beautiful, raw desert landscape that has previously been designated by the City of Phoenix for
preservation as part of the Sonoran Preserve Master Plan of 1998. This land is used TODAY by hundreds
of people who hold recreation permits for state trust land from the Arizona State Land Department. Itis
home to several very popular hiking and mountain biking trails.

The scale of the project will fundamentally change the character of the existing adjacent neighborhoods,
most particularly Stetson Valley and Sonoran Mountain Ranch. The increase of traffic, noise, and
pollution will have an extremely negative impact on the way of life residents here currently enjoy.

| urge the Council to VOTE NO on the PUD as currently drafted. | offer my conditional support, contingent
upon the following three legally binding demands being adopted: two mandatory PUD

Stipulations (enforceable against the developer) and one concurrent City Council Resolution
(enforceable by the City of Phoenix).

I. PUD STIPULATIONS (DEVELOPER MANDATES)



These demands hold the developer accountable for incremental preservation and necessary
infrastructure within the PUD boundary.

1. Stipulation for Incremental Preservation and Dedication

The PUD approval is conditioned upon a PUD Amendment that re-designates 150 acres of
land bordering the existing preservation area south of Pyramid Peak and north of the CAP
canal from its current Master Development Plan (MDP.5) area to Natural Open Space
(NOS) MDP area.

+ Total Preservation: The Developer shall be required to formally dedicate and deed to the
City of Phoenix this additional and incremental 150 acres of land for permanent
preservation, bringing the total dedicated preservation acreage for the Phoenix Sonoran
Preserve system within the PUD boundary to a minimum of 2,250 acres.

e Strategic Location: The location of this 150-acre dedication shall be contiguous to the
main North Park PUD preservation area surrounding Pyramid Peak and west of 51st
Avenue, specifically forming a permanent open space buffer between the new development
and residential areas south of the CAP canal.

e Public Access and Use: The dedication is subject to the condition that the
proposed major trailhead and associated parking shall be built inside this dedicated
150-acre parcel and the City of Phoenix shall be authorized to construct and operateitas a
gateway to the preserve system.

e Access Timing: The dedication shall be completed as soon as reasonably possible
following the closure of the final State Land Department auction necessary for the
Developer to secure full title to the 150-acre preservation parcel. The dedication shall occur
no later than the first final development review for the nearest major phase, with the explicit
goal of preserving public access throughout the construction period.

e Compensatory Density: This reduction in developable land shall be compensated by an
equal or greater density/unit transfer to the MDP areas located north of Pyramid Peak
designated for higher intensity development.

2. Stipulation for Mandatory Traffic Calming (Inside PUD)
The PUD approval shall be conditioned upon the inclusion of mandatory Traffic Calming
Features (e.g., roundabouts, serpentine roadway curves, and/or raised medians) within
the roadway design for 51st Avenue inside the PUD boundary, to be fully implemented
and funded by the Developer concurrent with the road construction.

II. CONCURRENT CITY COUNCIL RESOLUTIONS (CITY MANDATES)

These demands use the City's authority over its existing streets to protect the segment of 51st Avenue
that lies outside the PUD boundary (south of the CAP canal). | demand the Council pass the following
two Resolutions concurrent with the PUD approval:

Resolution for Local/Collector Functional Designation and Permanent 4-Lane Maximum

The Council shall pass a Resolution amending the Street Classification Map/Design Guidelines
to permanently designate 51st Avenue between Dixileta Drive and Happy Valley Road as a



Local/Collector Street and shall concurrently direct the Street Transportation Department to apply the
following permanent restrictions:

1. Ultimate Cross-Section Limit
a. Theroadway's ultimate cross-section shall be permanently limited to a maximum of four
lanes, explicitly prohibiting any future expansion to six lanes by the City of Phoenix.
2. Through-Truck Prohibition

a. The segment shall be designated with a prohibition on through-truck traffic (excluding local
delivery, construction, and emergency service vehicles).

Conclusion

| trust that you will carefully consider my position, which safeguards the public good and balances
growth with responsible community planning and Sonoran Desert preservation. | urge you to confirm
your support foramending the motion to include the two required PUD Stipulations and the concurrent
City Council Resolution when this case comes before you for a final vote.

Sincerely,

Randall Wilde

Stetson Valley Resident
5306 W Desperado Way
Phoenix AZ 85083
602-459-6060
rwilde@outlook.com




From: Pedego Bikes Glendale/Peoria

To: az-phoenix-d-8@app.indigov.com; az-phoenix-d-3@app.indigov.com; az-phoenix-vice-mayor-d-
1@app.indigov.com

Cc: PDD Long Range Planning

Subject: Rezoning Case No. Z-139-24-1 & General Plan Amendment Case Nos. GPA-NG-1-24-1 & GPA-NG-2-24-1

Date: Saturday, December 13, 2025 10:25:06 AM

Attachments: Outlook-fOjjuoad.pna

We live in the Deem Hills area of Stetson Valley very close to this NorthPark
development project and strongly protest the development based on several factors:

Our neighborhood was never meant to be next to heavy industrial development. Please
remove heavy industrial uses from the NorthPark Development.

Families rely on the Sonoran Preserve between Pyramid Peak and the CAP for:
e Hiking, biking, and play. We own a bike shop so we are very supportive of spaces where
our customers and neighbors can ride their bikes.
e Wildlife habitat
e The natural open space that makes this area special and this is the reason most of us
chose to live here because of the Sonoran Perserve buffer

Keep our roads as is. They are already dangerous enough for the kids, pedestrians and bike
riders with the existing traffic

e Kids cross these roads every day to get to school and parks

e \We need real solutions to stop truck cut-throughs

Thanks for your consideration,

Sherry Roueche & Steve Pike
26417 N 49™ lane Phoenix, AZ 9=85083
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Steve Pike

Owner, Pedego Glendale, Peoria
16610 N 75™ Ave, Suite 107
Peoria, AZ 85382

623-233-4399



From: Amanda McGowan

To: PDD Long Range Planning
Subject: Opposition signs/protest
Date: Sunday, December 14, 2025 12:34:49 PM

As | was driving home this week, there were community members on the corner holding

the attached signs opposing the northpark project. Community members have taken to
the streets in opposition. | would ask that you place these signs in the case file as
opposition. Thank you,

-Amanda McGowan
SVOA Board President

After Hours Emergency: 1.800.274.3165
StetsonValleyOA.com [stetsonvalleyoa.com]
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From: Amanda McGowan

To: tsmc_azinfo

Cc: Board

Subject: Re: [EXT] Re: A Letter from TSMC Arizona to Stetson Valley Owners Association
Date: Sunday, December 14, 2025 8:54:55 AM

Thank you for your follow-up. We appreciate your response and the time taken to

address our questions. However, your reply underscores several core concerns that
remain unresolved and that continue to erode community trust.

With respect to air emissions and water discharge, while you point us to the City of
Phoenix and Maricopa County, our community has attempted to access this information
through public records requests and encountered significant limitations due to requests
that certain discharge-related data be treated as confidential or protected as trade
secret. While we understand the need to safeguard proprietary information, the practical
effect is that residents are being asked to accept new heavy industrial uses adjacent to
their homes are unable to review meaningful, comprehensive environmental impact
data. That lack of transparency is deeply concerning.

More critically, community members have repeatedly requested information that goes
well beyond routine permitting disclosures and is fundamental to public safety and
informed decision-making- specifically environmental impact studies, emergency
evacuation planning, and modeling for accidental releases of the highly toxic gases used
in semiconductor manufacturing. None of this information has been shared with the
community to date. Without disclosure of worst-case scenario modeling, plume
impacts, emergency response capacity, and evacuation feasibility, residents are being
asked to accept risk without the ability to understand it.

Regarding the May 2024 incident, we acknowledge your statement that ADOSH withdrew
its original general duty citation. However, despite your suggestion that this can be
verified through public records, we have been unable to locate any publicly available
documentation confirming a reversal of fines or citations.

We must also raise a significant concern stemming from the most recent Planning
Commission meeting. At that hearing, the representative for TSMC/Pulte Homes stated
that “vibrations” were the reason development could not occur north of Loop 303 or the
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74 freeway. This explanation directly conflicts with multiple, evolving justifications our
community has been given over time regarding why north-of-303 locations were
supposedly infeasible. These shifting explanations- flooding, land ownership, buffering,
and now vibrations- have left residents feeling misled and have reinforced the belief that
information is being selectively disclosed to justify a predetermined outcome.

Taken together, these issues have created a profound trust deficit. Our community feels
that it has not been dealt with honestly or transparently, and that critical information is
being withheld while heavy industrial rezoning is advanced closer to our homes and to
Sonoran Desert Preserve land that residents actively use and value.

For these reasons, our Board has voted unanimously to oppose TSMC moving south of
Loop 303 as part of the Northpark project. This opposition is broad, organized, bipartisan
and enduring. It reflects not a resistance to economic development, but a clear rejection
of siting heavy industrial uses in a location where they directly conflict with established
neighborhoods, preserved desert lands, and public expectations for transparency and
safety.

We believe it is important to be candid: proceeding with the Northpark project in the face
of overwhelming community opposition, unresolved transparency issues, and
inconsistent public explanations is notin TSMC’s best interest. Doing so invites
prolonged public conflict, political resistance, regulatory scrutiny, reputational risk, and
long-term project uncertainty- outcomes that prudent, globally respected corporations
typically seek to avoid.

Arizona has vast alternative open spaces and industrially appropriate locations where
expansion would not require rezoning land that the surrounding community so strongly
opposes for heavy industrial use. Voluntarily withdrawing from the Northpark proposal
and relocating to one of those alternatives would demonstrate good faith, reduce risk,
and help preserve TSMC’s standing as a responsible corporate neighbor.

We strongly encourage TSMC to reconsider its participation in the Northpark project as
currently envisioned and to refrain from pursuing heavy industrial development south of
Loop 303.

-Amanda McGowan
SVOA Board President

https://www.stetsonvalleyoa.com/say-no-to-northpark/ [stetsonvalleyoa.com]
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From: tsmc_azinfo <tsmc_azinfo@tsmc.com>

Sent: Wednesday, November 19, 2025 11:39 AM

To: Amanda McGowan <amanda@stetsonvalleyoa.com>; Board <board @stetsonvalleyoa.com>
Subject: Re: [EXT] Re: A Letter from TSMC Arizona to Stetson Valley Owners Association

Thank you for the follow-up, Amanda.

With regards to your first inquiry re water discharge and air emissions — we would point you
to the City of Phoenix and Maricopa County. We hold permits with the City and the County
which subject us to strict limits regarding discharge and emissions — and you can request this
information from them as part of a public records request process.

On your second inquiry, we believe you are referring to the accident in May 2024 when there
was an unexpected pressure release on the valve of a chemical waste truck owned and
operated by one of our subcontractors. It was investigated by the Arizona Department of
Safety and Health (ADOSH). ADOSH has withdrawn the original general duty citation
regarding that case following further evaluation and investigation, and no fines, penalties
enforcement actions were imposed against TSMC Arizona. You can verify this information
through a public records request.

TSMC Arizona deeply cares about safety in our operations. This includes the use, handling,
treatment and disposal of chemicals, and we have rigorous procedures for all handing of
dangerous materials for TSMC employees and our contractors and suppliers. We regularly
conduct internal safety audits of our sites and have a voluntary partnership with the ADOSH,
involving evaluations of our compliance with established safety protocols. We also monitor
our sites 24x7 and we have an internal portal where employees can submit real-time feedback
regarding facilities.

Regarding your question about land expansion north of SR74, TSMC Arizona has indeed
evaluated this option, but our assessment confirmed it is not viable. First, tracts of this land are
part of the Ben Avery Recreation Area, owned by the State of Arizona (not Arizona State
Land) and managed by the Arizona Game and Fish Department. This Recreation Area is not
for sale, and the Ben Averey Shooting Range requires additional buffering from other uses.
Second, the state land immediately west of the Ben Avery Recreation Area contains multiple
flood zones and floodways, meaning development would require substantial disturbance to
existing desert washes and significant regional infrastructure for flood control.

Sincerely,

TSMC Arizona

From: Amanda McGowan <amanda@stetsonvalleyoa.com>

Sent: Thursday, November 13, 2025 4:48 PM

To: tsmc_azinfo

Subject: [EXT] Re: A Letter from TSMC Arizona to Stetson Valley Owners Association

[External: This email is from an external source. Do not click links or open attachments unless you
acknowledge the sender and content]

Thank you for reaching out and for the offer to provide additional information. Could you



please provide the discharge sampling results that support the statement, “There are no
harmful chemicals in water discharged” in Arizona? We would like to see the monitoring
data for pollutants such as metals, fluorides, organics/SVOCs, PFAS, etc. and anything
else you are monitoring discharged water for. We would also like to request the same
information for what's being released into the air in Phoenix.

In addition, community members have raised concerns about fatal accidents and
ADOSH citations that we understand TSMC has experienced during its short time in
Arizona. Are you able to clarify what occurred and explain how similar incidents would
be prevented at a site located so close to the Sonoran Preserve and our homes? We
understand that Intel’s campus has also experienced industrial accidents.

Finally, is there a reason the company is not seeking to expand north of the 74 freeway,
where large tracts of land exist that were not designated for preservation and where an
expansion would not threaten the character of communities that have been established
for nearly two decades? We are frequently receiving this question from concerned
community members and do not have an answer.

Thank you,

-Amanda McGowan
SVOA Board President

After Hours Emergency: 1.800.274.3165
StetsonValleyOA.com

From: tsmc_azinfo <tsmc_azinfo@tsmc.com>

Sent: Thursday, November 13, 2025 9:57 AM

To: Board <board@stetsonvalleyoa.com>

Subject: A Letter from TSMC Arizona to Stetson Valley Owners Association

Dear Members of the Board of Stetson Valley Owners Association,
We wanted to reach out directly from TSMC Arizona to address some of the concerns that
have been raised by you and members of the community that you represent with regards to our
participation in NorthPark. This letter is attached in PDF for distribution to your members —
and also pasted below should anyone have difficulty with the attachment.
Thank you for your service to the Stetson Valley community — where many of our own
employees live today. And thank you for the thoughtful questions that have been raised
throughout this process.
Sincerely,
TSMC Arizona

Gt
November 13, 2025
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Members of the Board
Stetson Valley Owners Association

Dear Board Members,

On behalf of TSMC Arizona, thank you for your service to the Stetson Valley community. We
have over 3,000 employees today and many live in your community. We are grateful that they
have neighbors who share our commitment to living and working in a clean and safe
environment.

We understand that some concerns have been raised related to TSMC Arizona’s role in
NorthPark and how advanced manufacturing would fit within its Innovation Corridor. Please
be assured, we have been listening to the Stetson Valley comments and wanted to take this
moment to address them directly. Specifically, we want to address the following concerns:
proximity of manufacturing facilities to residential neighborhoods, environmental
impacts and related safety concerns, water use and conservation, and traffic safety.

e Advanced manufacturing facilities and residential neighborhoods. Intel’s campuses
in Chandler have been in existence for more than 40 years with residential subdivisions
immediately to its north, east, and west. Intel’s Ocotillo campus is surrounded by
thousands of homes within a one-mile radius. TSMC also operates a US manufacturing
facility (or “fab”) in the state of Washington with two K-12 schools close to the campus.
Numerous other major semiconductor facilities across the U.S. are situated near
residential areas. For neighbors in communities that are adjacent to NorthPark, the
perimeter of the Innovation Corridor and the closest homes in established communities
are at least one mile apart.

e Commitment to minimal environmental impact. TSMC’s advanced chip fabs require

the purest of components and stringent protocols. This means that whether it’s the air
outside of our facilities or the water we drink, safety and cleanliness are paramount.

o Responsible chemical use and waste disposal - Over TSMC’s nearly 40-year
history, we’ve developed industry-leading processes to ensure that nearly
anything that doesn’t go in our final products — the chips — is either reused,
recycled or recovered for secondary use. Chemicals that we cannot recycle or
recover are transported off our site and taken to designated out-of-state waste
disposal facilities with state and federal oversight. The transportation routes are
also government regulated and waste transport off our TSMC Arizona campus
today goes directly to the I-17 from Dove Valley Road. No chemical transport
would go through residential neighborhoods or through NorthPark.

o PFAS mitigation - TSMC has made progress in the substitution of photoresists
based on long-chain PFAS compounds since 2006, and will continue to
collaborate closely with suppliers in the development of material substitutes. As
mentioned above, all chemicals are carefully packaged, removed from our site,
and transported to facilities with government oversight outside of the state of
Arizona.

o Responsible water use - TSMC Arizona currently recycles 65% of used water
through in-house water recycling systems. This allows us to reuse water in our
site chillers and air scrubbers. We are currently constructing an Industrial



Reclamation Water Plant (IRWP) which will enable us to recycle 90% or more
water, putting this critical element back into our chipmaking process.

o Advanced water treatment - TSMC has integrated advanced water treatment
technologies in its operations to ensure that wastewater is separated and treated to
meet stringent environmental standards before being discharged and removed
from the TSMC Arizona site. There are no harmful chemicals in water
discharged. We also follow City of Phoenix’s strict discharge guidelines and
water quality limits with our Water Discharge Permit.

o Rigorous environmental oversight —Superfund sites tied to the semiconductor
industry were primarily from operations in the 1970s and 1980s when
environmental regulations and disposal practices were less stringent. Modern
semiconductor fabs employ rigorous environmental controls, including
sophisticated waste treatment, monitoring, and containment systems, to prevent
the types of leaks and spills that led to Superfund sites more than 40 years ago.

o Strict compliance with air permitting requirements - TSMC Arizona regularly
consults with state, local and federal regulatory bodies to ensure clarity about
necessary permits for emissions-generating units, and what can and cannot be
done during site preparation and construction stages. TSMC Arizona strictly
follows the permitting processes as outlined within regulations and obtains all
necessary permits before starting construction on any structure and emission-
generating unit.

e Supporting safe streets and walkways for children and pedestrians. TSMC Arizona
supports measures by the City of Phoenix that will help keep streets and walkways safe
for children and pedestrians. While specific site plans are still being reviewed, the
NorthPark partners have been working with the City of Phoenix on site design
requirements which will route truck trips to the adjacent freeways and limit turning
movements that would allow trucks into the area south of the Central Arizona Project
canal.

e NorthPark is envisioned as a complete community with commercial, employment
and residential uses, all connected with significant open space and Preserve land.
Enhanced quality of life is central to the ethos of this community. The Innovation
Corridor, along with other parts of NorthPark, will offer employment opportunities with
residential communities nearby, helping to alleviate the stress of lengthy commutes and
time away from home.

We hope we have addressed the concerns raised. If you have follow-up questions, we invite
you to reach out via tsmc_azinfo@tsmc.com. As neighbors to your north for the last four
years, we want to have an open dialogue as we chart the next stage of smart growth in north
Phoenix — together.

Sincerely,
TSMC Arizona
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Sarah Stockham

Subject: RE: Please Oppose NorthPark as Proposed and Support Some Common Sense Requests

From: Dave B <davebishop09phx@gmail.com>

Sent: Sunday, December 14, 2025 7:20:49 AM

To: Council District 1 PCC <council.district.1 @phoenix.gov>; Council District 2 PCC <council.district.2@phoenix.gov>;
Council District 3 PCC <council.district.3@phoenix.gov>; Council District 6 PCC <District6@phoenix.gov>; Council District
7 PCC <council.district.7@phoenix.gov>; Tony J Motola <tony.motola@phoenix.gov>; Adrian G Zambrano
<adrian.zambrano@phoenix.gov>; engage@az.gov <engage@az.gov>; Mayor Gallego <mayor.gallego@phoenix.gov>;
Council District 4 <council.district.4@phoenix.gov>; Council District 5 PCC <council.district.5@phoenix.gov>

Subject: Please Oppose NorthPark as Proposed and Support Some Common Sense Requests

Dear Mayor Gallego and Members of the Phoenix City Council,

My family and | are Phoenix residents living near the proposed NorthPark area, and I’m writing to request
you to oppose the North Park proposal as it is currently written and to support specific changes that
would better balance growth with neighborhood safety, livability, and environmental responsibility.

Our neighborhood is supportive of responsible growth that strengthens Phoenix while preserving the
qualities that make our community unique. We moved to this home in 2007 attracted to the beauty
surrounding mountains and desert areas. We are not opposed to development; we are asking that it be
thoughtfully planned so existing families are not sacrificed in the process.

In particular, we respectfully ask that you:

1 Keep TSMC manufacturing and other heavy industrial uses north of the Loop 303 and out of
established neighborhoods.

2 Save the two small parcels south of Pyramid Peak, that were planned to be Sonoran Preserve, that
our community relies on for recreation and open space.

3 Keep 51st Avenue in Stetson Valley at four lanes permanently and prioritize neighborhood
safety. Thisis our main road in and has ended at the canal.

Below is additional detail on each of these requests.

1. Remove language that allows heavy industrial manufacturing south of the 303 near neighborhoods

and preserved lands

We are deeply concerned about any entitlements or language that would allow heavy industrial uses,

including future TSMC-related or similar manufacturing, south of the Loop 303 in close proximity to

existing neighborhoods and the Sonoran Preserve.

Heavy industrial uses bring increased noise and potential environmental impacts that are incompatible
1



with nearby homes and natural open spaces. Once this type of zoning and use is approved, it is
extremely difficult to reverse, even if the impacts turn out worse than anticipated.
We respectfully ask that the City:

¢ Remove or significantly limit heavy industrial uses south of the Loop 303
e Ensure that any future uses are clearly compatible with long-term neighborhood livability, not just
short-term development goals or pressures.

2. Protect two small planned Sonoran Preserve parcels south of Pyramid Peak that residents rely on for
recreation, open space, and wildlife habitat

The nearby Sonoran Preserve is not just empty land on a map; itis an integral part of our community’s
daily life and identity. Families use it for hiking, biking, walking, and connecting with nature. It supports
wildlife, protects scenic views, and provides meaningful mental and physical health benefits for
residents.

In particular, the two small parcels south of Pyramid Peak are heavily used and valued by nearby
residents. Losing or encroaching on these parcels would have an outsized impact on our neighborhood’s
access to nature and open space.

Consider this an opportunity to mimic the area around Piestewa Peak and the Dreamy Draw area.

3. Maintain four-lane neighborhood roadways permanently and prioritize safety and livability on 51st
Avenue in Stetson Valley

One of our biggest concerns is how roadway design and traffic will impact safety, noise, and the basic
character of our neighborhood. Converting nearby roads into wider, faster corridors would effectively
turn neighborhood streets into thoroughfares and truck routes, undermining the family-oriented nature
of the area.

In particular, we ask that 51st Avenue through Stetson Valley remain a four-lane roadway permanently,
and that it not be widened to six lanes in the future.

A permanent four-lane commitment, combined with appropriate design standards, will help protect
neighborhood safety, reduce cut-through and truck traffic, and maintain the livability that current
residents depend on.

We believe these adjustments are reasonable, practical, and aligned with Phoenix’s long-term interests.
They would:

¢ Allow for meaningful economic development and growth;

* Protect existing neighborhoods and the Sonoran Preserve;

¢ Prioritize safety for children and families; and

¢ Preserve the character, environment, and quality of life that current residents value.

We respectfully urge you to oppose the NorthPark proposalin its current form and require these
protections and clarifications before moving forward. With thoughtful revisions, we believe there is a
path that can meet the City’s goals while honoring the commitments made to residents who have
invested their lives, families, and futures in this community.

Thank you for your time, your service, and your consideration of the families who will live with the long-
term impacts of these decisions. We ask that you stand with us in supporting responsible growth that
strengthens, rather than harms, the neighborhoods and natural spaces that make Phoenix special.

Sincerely,



David Bishop
Resident of Stetson Valley
davebishop09phx@gmail.com




From: Edgar Rodriguez
Subject: Rezoning Case No. Z-139-24-1 & General Plan Amendment Case Nos. GPA-NG-1-24-1 & GPA-NG-2-24-1

Date: Monday, December 15, 2025 2:13:32 PM

Dear elected officials,

I am a homeowner in North Phoenix and | have enjoyed the tranquility, open spaces and
nature areas available around the Stetson Valley community, for over 10 years since we
moved into the area. As an avid hiker and mountain bike rider, | have enjoyed, with my family
and friends, the wonderful area known as Biscuit Flats or North Park. Being fond of
photography, I've made it a habit to take a single picture of each day that | spend in the area;
you can see some of those pictures in this photo album [photos.app.goo.gl
[photos.app.goo.gllwhich, collectively, do a decent job of documenting the flora, fauna and
natural rock formations that form part of the area, and that will disappear if this proposed
rezoning is approved.

It's hard to grasp the severe loss of the beautiful saguaros, cholla, ocotillo, bushes, snakes,
lizards, owls, tortoises, bobcats, roadrunners, coyotes, javelinas, hares, burros and cows, all of
which | have encountered, and most of which | have photographed, unless you are directly
affected by it, but | can assure you, as a resident that frequents the area 2-3 times per week,
the potential loss of flora and fauna is massive. Just glance through the photo album and you
will be able to appreciate how vast and beautiful it is.

| urge you to deny the proposed rezoning.

With respect,
Edgar Rodriguez, Stetson Valley homeowner and resident since 2013
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From: Gary Akard

To: PDD Long Range Planning
Subject: North Park
Date: Sunday, December 14, 2025 9:25:39 AM

Phoenix City Council:

We are homeowners and residents of Stetson Valley subdivision, we live
south of the planned development at North Park.

We have concerns and objections to the proposed industrial use in our residential
neighborhood. Our peaceful neighborhood was never meant to be converted to a "mixed" use
location with heavy industrial development.

We also object to building on the Sonoran Preserve between Pyramid Peak and the CAP
instead of preserving this are for hiking, biking, and play areas and wildlife habitat, converting
open natural desert space to high density housing, traffic and asphalt and concrete.

Lastly we object to converting 51st Ave, aka Stetson Valley Parkway into 6 lanes that will
present a hazard for children crossing these roads daily to get to school and parks. It will also
increase traffic noise and congestion in a residential neighborhood with truck and heavy
equipment cut-throughs.

Please vote no on these changes to the original plan put forth by Pulte and TSMC. There's an
abundance of developeable space north of the 303 for industrial use.

Thank you,

Gary and Paula Akard
26919 N 54th Ave
Phoenix, AZ 85083

garyakard@garyakard.com
mobile 623-523-4751
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From: joetta.chapman
To: PDD North Gateway VPC; Adrian G Zambrano; Council District 1 PCC; Sarah Stockham; Racelle Escolar; Mayor

PCC; Council District 8 PCC; PDD Long Range Planning
Subject: Rezoning Case No. Z-139-24-1 & General Plan Amendment Case Nos. GPA NG-1-24-1 & GPA-NG-2-24-1
Date: Sunday, December 14, 2025 4:10:50 PM

Hello,

| have been a resident of Stetson Valley for 17 years.

| have also attended numerous meetings regarding the above referenced rezoning
request.

Unfortunately, the dozens of TSMC lawyers and representatives have made it clear
their purpose is to push non-stop that this project will be wonderful for our entire
state.

The reality is the "ever changing" TSMC plans for this property have now expanded to
request zoning change to allow virtually "anything" to be allowed on that property
regardless of impact to the local homeowner communities, the current wildlife and the
overall environmental toll.

Before you cast your vote......| please consider the lives human and animal that will
be impacted.

No Heavy Industrial in NorthPark

Keep 515t Avenue to 4 lanes of traffic only (2 lanes north and south)

Save Sonoran preserve buffer between Pyramid Peak and Central Arizona
Project (CAP) canal

Thank you for reading this request and "voting no" to this zoning change request.

Joetta Chapman
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From: kent mcgowan

To: PDD Long Range Planning
Subject: Fwd: Automatic reply: I oppose Northpark
Date: Sunday, December 14, 2025 9:45:42 PM

I OPPOSE NORTHPARK but you are not recording some of the public comments because a
city employee is on vacation.

Kent

---------- Forwarded message ---------

From: Adrian G Zambrano <adrian.zambrano@phoenix.gov>
Date: Sat, Dec 13, 2025 at 2:23 PM

Subject: Automatic reply: I oppose Northpark

To: kent mcgowan <4kentm an@gmail.com>

Hello,

I will be out of office from Friday, December 12 through Thursday, December 18. If you need
immediate assistance, please email pdd.longrange@phoenix.gov. Otherwise, | will respond to your
email upon my return on Friday, December 19.

Thank you,

Adrian Zambrano, Planner Il - Village Planner
City of Phoenix

Planning and Development Department

Planning Division, Long Range Planning
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From: Louise Wild

To: Ann M Q"Brien; Council District 1 PCC; Mayor Gallego; Mayor Gallego

Cc: PDD Long Range Planning; PDD North Gateway VPC; Adrian G Zambrano

Subject: Rezoning Case No. Z-139-24-1 & General Plan Amendment Case Nos. GPA-NG-1-24-1 & GPA-NG-2-24-1
Date: Sunday, December 14, 2025 2:54:02 PM

Good afternoon,

As a homeowner in North Phoenix (Stetson Valley), I oppose the proposed rezoning for
NorthPark, Rezoning Case No. Z-139-24-1 & General Plan Amendment Case Nos. GPA-NG-
1-24-1 & GPA-NG-2-24-1, as is, as modifications are needed to protect the health and safety
of the surrounding residential community and protect the Sonoran Preserve and its wildlife.
Key concerns include:

 Potential exposure to hazardous chemicals. I have lived in the Phoenix metropolitan
area for over 50 years and have seen numerous instances of accidents that released
hazardous levels of airborne chemicals into surrounding communities, and regulation
and testing of routine emissions is sporadic at best. Only after-the-fact are these events
discovered, once the damage has already been done, and the air, soil and groundwater
are already contaminated Therefore, practically speaking, we cannot rely on assurances
from the manufacturers or the city that this is not going to happen. These events cause
long-term health effects for individuals, destroy property values, and leave community
members in class-action lawsuits that only ultimately benefit attorneys. Please limit
the amount of area that could be used for manufacturing that includes the use of
hazardous chemicals to prevent this.

¢ Over-development of the land between Stetson Valley and the 303. I realize that
additional housing it needed as Phoenix is a growing area, and in contrast to others, I'm
not concerned about the housing density, but I am concerned about development
destroying the nature of the land, housing covering every square inch of the land,
including every hill, and forcing all the wildlife out of the area. Please ensure that a
significant amount of the land, including all the hills, are left undeveloped so that the
desert can continue to thrive and the development will not be an eyesore.

e Industrial traffic. Please do not increase the number of lanes in Stetson Valley Parkway
and 51st Avenue north of Happy Valley Rd. and limit them to residential traffic only.

[ urge you to deny this rezoning request and insist on modifications that will help ensure the
health and safety of the community, the desert and its wildlife.

Please protect our community from reckless overdevelopment and incompatible industrial
expansion.

Thank you.
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Kind regards,
Louise Wild
25914 N. 56th Dr. Phoenix.



Sarah Stockham

Subject: RE: Please Oppose NorthPark as Proposed and Support 3 Common Sense Requests

From: Maggie Umlauf <maggieut25@hotmail.com>

Sent: Sunday, December 14, 2025 4:56:52 PM

To: Council District 1 PCC <council.district.1 @phoenix.gov>; Council District 2 PCC <council.district.2@phoenix.gov>;
Council District 3 PCC <council.district.3@phoenix.gov>; Council District 6 PCC <District6@phoenix.gov>; Council District
7 PCC <council.district.7@phoenix.gov>; Tony J Motola <tony.motola@phoenix.gov>; Adrian G Zambrano
<adrian.zambrano@phoenix.gov>; engage@az.gov <engage@az.gov>

Subject: Please Oppose NorthPark as Proposed and Support 3 Common Sense Requests

Dear Mayor Gallego and Members of the Phoenix City Council,

My family and | are Phoenix residents living near the proposed NorthPark area, and I’'m
writing to respectfully ask you to oppose the North Park proposal as it is currently written
and to support specific changes that would better balance growth with neighborhood
safety, livability, and environmental stewardship.

Our neighborhood is eager to support responsible growth that strengthens Phoenix while
preserving the qualities that make our community unique. We are not opposed to
development; we are asking that it be thoughtfully planned so existing families are not
sacrificed in the process.

In particular, we respectfully ask that you:

1. Keep TSMC manufacturing and other heavy industrial uses north of the Loop
303 and out of established neighborhoods.

2. Save the two small parcels south of Pyramid Peak, that were planned to be
Sonoran Preserve, that our community relies on for recreation and open space.

3. Keep 51st Avenue in Stetson Valley at four lanes permanently and prioritize
neighborhood safety.

Below is additional detail on each of these requests.



1. Remove language that allows heavy industrial manufacturing south of the 303 near
neighborhoods and preserved lands

We are deeply concerned about any entitlements or language that would allow heavy
industrial uses, including future TSMC-related or similar manufacturing, south of the Loop
303 in close proximity to existing neighborhoods and the Sonoran Preserve.

Heavy industrial uses bring increased noise and potential environmental impacts that are
incompatible with nearby homes and natural open spaces. Once this type of zoning and
use is approved, itis extremely difficult to reverse, even if the impacts turn out worse than
anticipated.

We respectfully ask that the City:

¢ Remove or significantly limit heavy industrial uses south of the Loop 303

 Maintain appropriate buffer zones and transitional uses between any
employment or industrial areas and residential areas

e Ensure that any future uses are clearly compatible with long-term
neighborhood livability, not just short-term development goals or pressures.

2. Protect two small planned Sonoran Preserve parcels south of Pyramid Peak that residents rely
on for recreation, open space, and wildlife habitat

The nearby Sonoran Preserve is not just empty land on a map; it is an integral part of our
community’s daily life and identity. Families use it for hiking, biking, walking, and
connecting with nature. It supports wildlife, protects scenic views, and provides
meaningful mental and physical health benefits for residents.

In particular, the two small parcels south of Pyramid Peak are heavily used and valued
by nearby residents. Losing or encroaching on these parcels would have an outsized
impact on our neighborhood’s access to nature and open space.

Consider this an opportunity to mimic the area around Piestewa Peak and the Dreamy
Draw area.



3. Maintain four-lane neighborhood roadways permanently and prioritize safety and livability on
51st Avenue in Stetson Valley

One of our biggest concerns is how roadway design and traffic will impact safety, noise,
and the basic character of our neighborhood. Converting nearby roads into wider, faster
corridors would effectively turn neighborhood streets into thoroughfares and truck routes,
undermining the family-oriented nature of the area.

In particular, we ask that 51st Avenue through Stetson Valley remain a four-lane
roadway permanently, and that it not be widened to six lanes in the future.

A permanent four-lane commitment, combined with appropriate design standards, will
help protect neighborhood safety, reduce cut-through and truck traffic, and maintain the
livability that current residents depend on.

We believe these adjustments are reasonable, practical, and aligned with Phoenix’s long-
term interests. They would:

e Allow for meaningful economic development and growth;

e Protect existing neighborhoods and the Sonoran Preserve;

e Prioritize safety for children and families; and

e Preserve the character, environment, and quality of life that current residents value.

We respectfully urge you to oppose the NorthPark proposalin its current form and
require these protections and clarifications before moving forward. With thoughtful
revisions, we believe there is a path that can meet the City’s goals while honoring the
commitments made to residents who have invested their lives, families, and futures in this
community.

Thank you for your time, your service, and your consideration of the families who will live
with the long-term impacts of these decisions. We ask that you stand with us in supporting
responsible growth that strengthens, rather than harms, the neighborhoods and natural
spaces that make Phoenix special.

Sincerely,

Maggie Umlauf
Stetson Valley
Phoenix, AZ 85083



623-707-3912



From: Amanda Chapman

To: engage@az.gov; PDD North Gateway VPC; Adrian G Zambrano; Council District 1 PCC; Sarah Stockham; Racelle
Escolar; Mayor Gallego; Council District 2 PCC; Council District 3 PCC; Council District 4; Council District 5 PCC;
Council District 6 PCC; Council District 8 PCC; PDD Long Range Planning

Subject: Rezoning Case No. Z-139-24-1 & General Plan Amendment Case Nos. GPA-NG-1-24-1 & GPA-NG-2-24-1

Date: Monday, December 15, 2025 10:17:18 PM

Dear Mayor Gallego and Member of the Phoenix City Council,

I am writing to voice my firm opposition to the proposed North Park Development in North
Phoenix. While I recognize the value of economic growth, this proposal represents reckless
planning that puts public health, community safety, and protected desert land at risk.
Development of this scale belongs north of Loop 303, not embedded beside long-established
neighborhoods, schools, and Sonoran Preserve land.

Locating TSMC’s so-called “Innovation Corridor” adjacent to residential communities raises
serious concerns. Phoenix has already experienced the consequences of semiconductor
manufacturing placed too close to where people live. Past contamination tied to Motorola
facilities in Phoenix and Scottsdale resulted in widespread groundwater pollution from
solvents such as TCE, a probable human carcinogen, causing long-term health impacts for
residents. Ignoring those lessons would be irresponsible.

Safety is another major concern. Families in Stetson Valley would be forced to send their
children across a high-volume, 4-6 lane roadway along 51st Avenue to reach Inspiration
Mountain School. I encourage decision-makers to visit the area, walk the route with these
families, and consider whether increased traffic, industrial proximity, and loss of open space
are acceptable risks to impose on children for the sake of expediency or profit.

Additionally, the economic benefits being cited deserve closer scrutiny. TSMC’s Arizona
operations have faced growing criticism for limited local hiring, with reports indicating that
roughly half of its workforce has been brought in from Taiwan. This raises legitimate
questions about whether Arizona residents are truly benefiting from the promised job creation.
Local schools have already had to adapt classrooms and resources to support the influx of non-
English-speaking students tied to temporary relocations, further straining community
infrastructure.

This proposal also directly contradicts the Sonoran Preserve Master Plan established in 1998.
That plan was created to safeguard the ecological integrity and natural character of the
Sonoran Mountain Preserve. Allowing the North Park Development to move forward would
permanently damage land that generations of residents have worked to protect and preserve.

As a registered voter who participates in every election, I pay close attention to whether my
representatives prioritize community well-being over corporate interests. Many residents are
watching closely and expect leadership that protects public health, safety, and our shared
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natural resources.

Arizona deserves thoughtful, sustainable development, development that respects existing
communities, honors conservation commitments, and places industrial growth where it
belongs. I strongly urge you to keep TSMC development north of Loop 303 and to reject or
significantly revise the North Park Development to preserve the Sonoran Mountain Preserve
as it was intended.

This is a great opportunity to do the right thing for this Arizona community and VOTE NO.
Chandler just did it, so can Phoenix.

Stetson Valley Community Member,

Amanda Chapman



From: Amanda McGowan

Subject: Part of Loop 303 closed after fatal semi-truck rollover crash near TSMC in Phoenix
Date: Monday, December 15, 2025 11:13:04 AM
Attachments: Loop 303 closed after semi-truck rollover crash in Phoenix.pdf

Mayor Gallego and Members of the City Council,

We are writing to formally reiterate and document our serious, unaddressed concerns
regarding the proposed changes to our neighborhood roadway and the surrounding land-
use decisions that directly affect the safety and wellbeing of our community.

Our neighborhood road- currently a place where children cross daily to get to school- is
slated to become a six-lane roadway that would allow semi-truck traffic. This is deeply
alarming and our Councilperson had reassured us she was doing everything she can to
keep it to 4 lanes, which we now know is not true. Our concerns are not hypothetical.
This morning, a semi-truck rolled over on Loop 303, blocking the freeway and forcing all
traffic to exit at 51st Avenue. This real-world incident demonstrates exactly what we
have been warning about.

In the future scenario being proposed, when Loop 303 traffic is diverted, the failure to
first connect 67th Avenue would mean that diverted traffic- including semi-trucks-
would be forced directly through our residential community. This is not only poor
planning, it creates an obvious and avoidable safety hazard for families, children,
pedestrians, cyclists, and school traffic.

We ask you to seriously consider the consequences of an incident occurring not on the
freeway, but in the middle of our neighborhood. What happens if a semi-truck overturns
on this road? What if that truck is carrying hazardous materials? What is the emergency
response plan if there is a release of toxic or hazardous gases in the heart of a residential
area with schools, libraries, parks, and homes nearby?

We have repeatedly asked whether any modeling has been conducted regarding
accidental hazardous material or gas releases associated with the proposed heavy
industrial uses. To date, we have received no answers. Has any modeling been
performed? If so, what evacuation timelines would residents face? Minutes matter in
these scenarios, particularly when children are present at schools, parks, or libraries.
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PHOENIX — Part of Loop 303 is closed near the TSMC Arizona
campus in north Phoenix after a fatal semi-truck rollover crash on
Monday morning, authorities said.
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RELATED STORIES

KTAR Traffic Center: Map, alerts, latest news

A commercial truck pulling a trailer rolled over on
southbound/westbound Loop 303, about 2 miles east of Lake
Pleasant Parkway, around 5:35 a.m., according to the Arizona
Department of Public Safety.

All southbound/westbound traffic had to exit at 51st Avenue near the
TSMC campus during the cleanup and investigation, according to the
Arizona Department of Transportation.

It is unclear how long the roadway will be blocked. Motorists are
advised to expect delays or avoid the area.

No other details were immediately available.

Get the latest KTAR News 92.3 FM traffic alerts sent straight to your
phone by texting “TRAFFIC” to 620620.

We want to hear from you.

Have a story idea or tip? Pass it along to the KTAR News
team here.
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12/15/25, 11:00 AM Loop 303 closed after semi-truck rollover crash in Phoenix

Why Your Next Gift Should Be a Unique, Personalized
Keepsake — See it in 3D

This Cordless Lamp is The Most-Loved Gift of The Year
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12/15/25, 11:00 AM Loop 303 closed after semi-truck rollover crash in Phoenix

Here's The Estimated Cost of a 1-day Walk-in Shower
Upgrade

Seniors Born 1939-1969 Receive 11 Benefits This
Month If They Ask
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12/15/25, 11:00 AM Loop 303 closed after semi-truck rollover crash in Phoenix

Night Driving Just Got Safer With These Innovative
Glasses

Why This Veteran Hat is Selling out Fast
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12/15/25, 11:00 AM Loop 303 closed after semi-truck rollover crash in Phoenix

Gilligan's Island Star is Almost 103 and He's Still
Around

Neurologist: 97% of People With Neuropathy Don't
Know This Crucial Thing
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12/15/25, 11:00 AM Loop 303 closed after semi-truck rollover crash in Phoenix
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The absence of clear, transparent answers is unacceptable.

Itis entirely irresponsible to place more than 500 acres of heavy industrial uses involving
hazardous gases immediately adjacent to established neighborhoods- then claim they
are adequately “buffered” by community parks where children play. Parks are not
industrial buffers. Schools and libraries are not compatible neighbors for hazardous
industrial operations.

We urge you to reconsider the direction this planning has taken. The expansion of TSMC
and similar heavy industrial uses should remain north of the Loop 303 freeway, with the
freeway itself serving as the appropriate buffer it was always intended to be.

Likewise, Northpark should remain what the General Plan clearly envisioned: a
residential area with some true commercial and mixed-use development- actual
commercial uses that serve residents. It was never intended to become a so-called
“commerce park” dominated by heavy industrial uses and 225 foot tall structures so
poorly disclosed that even experienced land commissioners were confused about what
was being proposed.

Accidents are never part of the glossy plans-but they happen every day, as this
morning’s rollover made clear. Planning as if they won’t occur does not make our
community safer; it simply shifts the risk onto families who never consented to bear it.
We ask you not to gamble with the safety of our neighborhoods or the Sonoran Preserve
by approving development that assumes a perfect world and reassurances from TSMCs
own experts instead of preparing for the real one.

We are asking you, as our elected officials, to act as responsible leaders. Please
prioritize public safety, transparent planning, and the long-term health of our community
over rushed orill-conceived development decisions. Our neighborhood, our children,
and our future deserve better.

Sincerely,

-Amanda McGowan
SVOA Board President

After Hours Emergency: 1.800.274.3165
StetsonValleyOA.com [stetsonvalleyoa.com]
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PHOENIX — Part of Loop 303 is closed near the TSMC Arizona
campus in north Phoenix after a fatal semi-truck rollover crash on
Monday morning, authorities said.
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RELATED STORIES

KTAR Traffic Center: Map, alerts, latest news

A commercial truck pulling a trailer rolled over on
southbound/westbound Loop 303, about 2 miles east of Lake
Pleasant Parkway, around 5:35 a.m., according to the Arizona
Department of Public Safety.

All southbound/westbound traffic had to exit at 51st Avenue near the
TSMC campus during the cleanup and investigation, according to the
Arizona Department of Transportation.

It is unclear how long the roadway will be blocked. Motorists are
advised to expect delays or avoid the area.

No other details were immediately available.

Get the latest KTAR News 92.3 FM traffic alerts sent straight to your
phone by texting “TRAFFIC” to 620620.

We want to hear from you.

Have a story idea or tip? Pass it along to the KTAR News
team here.
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Sarah Stockham

Subject: RE: Please Oppose NorthPark as Proposed and Support 3 Common Sense Requests

From: Catherine Middendorf <catherine@middendorf.com>

Sent: Saturday, December 13, 2025 9:27:22 AM

To: Council District 1 PCC <council.district.1 @phoenix.gov>; Council District 2 PCC <council.district.2@phoenix.gov>;
Council District 3 PCC <council.district.3@phoenix.gov>; Council District 6 PCC <District6@phoenix.gov>; Council District
7 PCC <council.district.7@phoenix.gov>; Tony J Motola <tony.motola@phoenix.gov>; Adrian G Zambrano
<adrian.zambrano@phoenix.gov>; engage@az.gov <engage@az.gov>; Council District 5 PCC
<council.district.5@phoenix.gov>; Council District 4 <council.district.4@phoenix.gov>

Subject: Please Oppose NorthPark as Proposed and Support 3 Common Sense Requests

Dear Mayor Gallego and Members of the Phoenix City Council,

My family and | are Phoenix residents living near the proposed NorthPark area, and I'm writing to
respectfully ask you to oppose the North Park proposal as it is currently written and to support specific
changes that would better balance growth with neighborhood safety, livability, and environmental
stewardship.

Our neighborhood is eager to support responsible growth that strengthens Phoenix while preserving the
qualities that make our community unique. We are not opposed to development; we are asking that it be
thoughtfully planned so existing families are not sacrificed in the process.

In particular, we respectfully ask that you:

1.  Keep TSMC manufacturing and other heavy industrial uses north of the Loop 303 and
out of established neighborhoods.

2. Save the two small parcels south of Pyramid Peak, that were planned to be Sonoran
Preserve, that our community relies on for recreation and open space.

3.  Keep 51st Avenue in Stetson Valley at four lanes permanently and prioritize
neighborhood safety.

Below is additional detail on each of these requests.

1. Remove language that allows heavy industrial manufacturing south of the 303 near neighborhoods and
preserved lands



We are deeply concerned about any entitlements or language that would allow heavy industrial uses,
including future TSMC-related or similar manufacturing, south of the Loop 303 in close proximity to
existing neighborhoods and the Sonoran Preserve.

Heavy industrial uses bring increased noise and potential environmental impacts that are incompatible
with nearby homes and natural open spaces. Once this type of zoning and use is approved, it is extremely
difficult to reverse, even if the impacts turn out worse than anticipated.

We respectfully ask that the City:

. Remove or significantly limit heavy industrial uses south of the Loop 303

. Ensure that any future uses are clearly compatible with long-term neighborhood
livability, not just short-term development goals or pressures.

2. Protect two small planned Sonoran Preserve parcels south of Pyramid Peak that residents rely on for recreation,
open space, and wildlife habitat

The nearby Sonoran Preserve is not just empty land on a map; it is an integral part of our community’'s
daily life and identity. Families use it for hiking, biking, walking, and connecting with nature. It supports
wildlife, protects scenic views, and provides meaningful mental and physical health benefits for residents.

In particular, the two small parcels south of Pyramid Peak are heavily used and valued by nearby
residents. Losing or encroaching on these parcels would have an outsized impact on our neighborhood'’s
access to nature and open space.

Consider this an opportunity to mimic the area around Piestewa Peak and the Dreamy Draw area.

3. Maintain four-lane neighborhood roadways permanently and prioritize safety and livability on 51st
Avenue in Stetson Valley

One of our biggest concerns is how roadway design and traffic will impact safety, noise, and the basic
character of our neighborhood. Converting nearby roads into wider, faster corridors would effectively turn
neighborhood streets into thoroughfares and truck routes, undermining the family-oriented nature of the
area.

In particular, we ask that 51st Avenue through Stetson Valley remain a four-lane roadway
permanently, and that it not be widened to six lanes in the future.

A permanent four-lane commitment, combined with appropriate design standards, will help protect
neighborhood safety, reduce cut-through and truck traffic, and maintain the livability that current

residents depend on.

We believe these adjustments are reasonable, practical, and aligned with Phoenix's long-term interests.
They would:

. Allow for meaningful economic development and growth;



. Protect existing neighborhoods and the Sonoran Preserve;
. Prioritize safety for children and families; and

. Preserve the character, environment, and quality of life that current residents value.

We respectfully urge you to oppose the NorthPark proposal in its current form and require these
protections and clarifications before moving forward. With thoughtful revisions, we believe there is a path
that can meet the City's goals while honoring the commitments made to residents who have invested their
lives, families, and futures in this community.

Thank you for your time, your service, and your consideration of the families who will live with the long-
term impacts of these decisions. We ask that you stand with us in supporting responsible growth that
strengthens, rather than harms, the neighborhoods and natural spaces that make Phoenix special.

Sincerely,

Catherine Middendorf



From: Amanda McGowan

To: PDD Long Range Planning
Subject: Fw: TSMC will require more power than ALL of the homes in Phoenix - Vote NO on NorthPark/TSMC
Date: Monday, December 15, 2025 10:24:16 AM

From: DAVID NIELSEN <dnielsen2@cox.net>

Sent: Monday, December 15, 2025 10:18 AM

To: Council District 1 PCC <council.district.1@phoenix.gov>; Council District 2 PCC
<council.district.2@phoenix.gov>; Council District 3 PCC <council.district.3@phoenix.gov>; Council
District 4 <council.district.4@phoenix.gov>; Council District 5 PCC <council.district.5@phoenix.gov>;
Council District 6 PCC <district6 @phoenix.gov>; phoenix-gov <council.district.7@phoenix.gov>;
council.district8 @ phoenix.gov <council.district8 @phoenix.gov>; az.gov <engage @az.gov>;
tony.motola@phoenix.gov <tony.motola@phoenix.gov>; Amanda McGowan
<amanda@stetsonvalleyoa.com>

Subject: TSMC will require more power than ALL of the homes in Phoenix - Vote NO on
NorthPark/TSMC

Dear Mayor and Phoenix City Council Members,

TSMC is projected to use 1000 MG of power with six fabs and support.
1 MG will power approximately 750 homes.

1000 MG x 750 = 750,000 homes.

Number of homes in Phoenix is approximately 670,000.

The existing plant with 3 fabs is plenty. Please Stop.

Thank You

David Nielsen

Sources -

1. Arizona Republic Article May 15, 2025 "Arizona grid must double or thousands
more will die when the power goes out".

2. Multiple online searches for number of homes in Phoenix.
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From: Stout House

To: engage@az.gov; PDD North Gateway VPC; Adrian G Zambrano; Council District 1 PCC; Sarah Stockham; Racelle
Escolar; Mayor Gallego; Council District 2 PCC; Council District 3 PCC; Council District 4; Council District 5 PCC;
Council District 6 PCC; Council District 8 PCC; PDD Long Range Planning

Subject: Rezoning Case No. Z-139-24-1 & General Plan Amendment Case Nos. GPA-NG-1-24-1 & GPA-NG-2-24-1

Date: Monday, December 15, 2025 1:15:13 PM

To Whom It May Concern:

I am writing to express serious concern about the actions taken concerning the Zoning
Commission meeting regarding North Park. The City tripled the acreage for potential
semiconductor manufacturing through a last-minute staff memo handed to commissioners
as the last meeting began.

There was no notice, no explanation, and no opportunity for residents to respond—only
seventeen pages of sweeping changes introduced without transparency. For a matter of this
magnitude, such a process is unacceptable and erodes public trust.

I have attended every meeting and submitted multiple letters regarding this project.
Despite staying engaged from the beginning, [—and the entire community—were blindsided.
Even an industry professional on the Commission openly admitted confusion about what the
applicant actually intends to build. If the experts can’t get clarity, how can the community
possibly feel anything but misled?

If residential homes are planned, that is one thing. But semiconductor manufacturing is
entirely different, especially when placed within close proximity to established
neighborhoods. The industrial intensity, traffic demands, environmental impacts, and long-
term community risks are incompatible with our residential setting.

Moreover, safety on our streets is already a daily concern. Adding more lanes and more
vehicles will make conditions worse—putting families and children at greater risk. Expanding
capacity without proper protections is irresponsible and dangerous.

To protect our neighborhoods and restore public confidence, I strongly urge the following
actions:

1. Remove all industrial zoning, including semiconductor manufacturing, from the
North Park project.

2. Permanently cap the roadway at four lanes.

3. Designate Stetson Valley Parkway as a “No Thru Trucks” route to protect residents
and maintain neighborhood safety.

4. Require a full connection of Dixileta to the I-17, reducing pressure on Stetson Valley
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and preventing unnecessary traffic diversion.

5. Preserve the Sonoran Preserve buffer between our neighborhoods and Pyramid Peak
—an essential protection for both residents and the environment.

These are not extreme requests—they are the minimum needed to ensure responsible planning,
safety, and transparency. The sudden, unexplained zoning expansion has damaged community
trust. Your leadership is needed now to correct the course and ensure development aligns with
what was promised and what is safe.

Our community deserves honesty, clarity, and a meaningful voice in decisions that will shape
our future for decades.

Thank you for your immediate attention.

Sincerely,

Erica Stout

27505 N. 51st Ln



From: eisenbergmarilyn52@icloud.com

To: engage@az.gov; PDD North Gateway VPC; Adrian G Zambrano; Council District 1 PCC; Sarah Stockham; Racelle
Escolar; Mayor Gallego; Council District 2 PCC; Council District 3 PCC; Council District 4; Council District 5 PCC;
Council District 6 PCC; Council District 8 PCC; PDD Long Range Planning

Subject: Rezoning Case No. Z-139-24-1 & General Plan Amendment Case Nos. GPA- NG-1-24-1 & GPA-NG-2-24-1

Date: Monday, December 15, 2025 3:28:35 PM

To NorthPark Decision Makers:

As a resident of Stetson Valley Ranch | say NO to NorthPark.

NorthPark is too big, too dense, and too dangerous for our
community. We support smart growth- but this plan puts thousands
of new cars on roads that are already over capacity, without the
infrastructure or safety improvements to handle them. We
encourage families with children to bring their children with them.
The traffic study as submitted does not provide for a safe crossing
for the elementary school and would allow semi-trucks to cut
through our community.

| demand (3) things:

NO HEAVY INDUSTRIAL IN NORTHPARK

KEEP 51st AVE. TO 4 LANES

SAVE SONORAN PRESERVE BUFFER BETWEEN PYRAMID
PEAK & CAP
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Sarah Stockham

Subject: RE: Please Oppose NorthPark as Proposed and Support 3 Common Sense Requests

From: Tom Roberts <azt101748 @gmail.com>

Sent: Monday, December 15, 2025 12:13:06 PM

To: Council District 1 PCC <council.district.1 @phoenix.gov>; Council District 2 PCC <council.district.2@phoenix.gov>;
Council District 3 PCC <council.district.3@phoenix.gov>; Council District 4 <council.district.4@phoenix.gov>; Council
District 5 PCC <council.district.5@phoenix.gov>; Council District 6 PCC <District6 @phoenix.gov>; Council District 7 PCC
<council.district.7@phoenix.gov>; Tony J Motola <tony.motola@phoenix.gov>; engage@az.gov <engage@az.gov>;
Adrian G Zambrano <adrian.zambrano@phoenix.gov>

Subject: Please Oppose NorthPark as Proposed and Support 3 Common Sense Requests

From: Tom <azt101748 @Hotmail.com

Sent: Monday, December 15, 2025 12:58 PM

To: council.district.1@phoenix.gov <council.district.1@phoenix.gov>; Council.district.2@phoenix.gov
<Council.district.2@phoenix.gov>; council.district.3@phoenix.gov <council.district.3@phoenix.gov>;
council.district.4@phoenix.gov <council.district.4@phoenix.gov>; council.district.5@phoenix.gov
<council.district.5@phoenix.gov>; council.district.6 @phoenix.gov <council.district.6 @phoenix.gov>;
council.district.7@phoenix.gov <council.district.7@phoenix.gov>; tony.motola@phoenix.gov
<tony.motola@phoenix.gov>; engage@az.gov <engage@az.gov>; adrian.zambrano@phoenix.gov
<adrian.zambrano@phoenix.gov>

Subject: Please Oppose NorthPark as Proposed and Support 3 Common Sense Requests

Dear Mayor Gallego and Members of the Phoenix City Council,

My family and | are Phoenix residents living near the proposed NorthPark area, and I’m writing to
respectfully ask you to oppose the North Park proposal as it is currently written and to support specific
changes that would better balance growth with neighborhood safety, livability, and environmental
stewardship.

Our neighborhood is eager to support responsible growth that strengthens Phoenix while preserving the
qualities that make our community unique. We are not opposed to development; we are asking that it be
thoughtfully planned so existing families are not sacrificed in the process.

In particular, we respectfully ask that you:

1 Keep TSMC manufacturing and other heavy industrial uses north of the Loop 303 and out of
established neighborhoods.

2 Save the two small parcels south of Pyramid Peak, that were planned to be Sonoran Preserve, that
our community relies on for recreation and open space.

3 Keep 51st Avenue in Stetson Valley at four lanes permanently and prioritize neighborhood safety.



Below is additional detail on each of these requests.

1. Remove language that allows heavy industrial manufacturing south of the 303 near neighborhoods
and preserved lands

We are deeply concerned about any entitlements or language that would allow heavy industrial uses,
including future TSMC-related or similar manufacturing, south of the Loop 303 in close proximity to
existing neighborhoods and the Sonoran Preserve.

Heavy industrial uses bring increased noise and potential environmental impacts that are incompatible
with nearby homes and natural open spaces. Once this type of zoning and use is approved, it is
extremely difficult to reverse, even if the impacts turn out worse than anticipated.

We respectfully ask that the City:

¢ Remove or significantly limit heavy industrial uses south of the Loop 303

¢ Maintain appropriate buffer zones and transitional uses between any employment or industrial
areas and residential areas

e Ensure that any future uses are clearly compatible with long-term neighborhood livability, not just
short-term development goals or pressures.

2. Protect two small planned Sonoran Preserve parcels south of Pyramid Peak that residents rely on for
recreation, open space, and wildlife habitat

The nearby Sonoran Preserve is not just empty land on a map; itis anintegral part of our community’s
daily life and identity. Families use it for hiking, biking, walking, and connecting with nature. It supports
wildlife, protects scenic views, and provides meaningful mental and physical health benefits for
residents.

In particular, the two small parcels south of Pyramid Peak are heavily used and valued by nearby
residents. Losing or encroaching on these parcels would have an outsized impact on our neighborhood’s
access to nature and open space.

Consider this an opportunity to mimic the area around Piestewa Peak and the Dreamy Draw area.

3. Maintain four-lane neighborhood roadways permanently and prioritize safety and livability on 51st
Avenue in Stetson Valley

One of our biggest concerns is how roadway design and traffic will impact safety, noise, and the basic
character of our neighborhood. Converting nearby roads into wider, faster corridors would effectively
turn neighborhood streets into thoroughfares and truck routes, undermining the family-oriented nature
of the area.

In particular, we ask that 51st Avenue through Stetson Valley remain a four-lane roadway permanently,
and that it not be widened to six lanes in the future.

A permanent four-lane commitment, combined with appropriate design standards, will help protect
neighborhood safety, reduce cut-through and truck traffic, and maintain the livability that current
residents depend on.

We believe these adjustments are reasonable, practical, and aligned with Phoenix’s long-term interests.
They would:



¢ Allow for meaningful economic development and growth;

* Protect existing neighborhoods and the Sonoran Preserve;

e Prioritize safety for children and families; and

¢ Preserve the character, environment, and quality of life that current residents value.

We respectfully urge you to oppose the NorthPark proposal in its current form and require these
protections and clarifications before moving forward. With thoughtful revisions, we believe there is a
path that can meet the City’s goals while honoring the commitments made to residents who have
invested their lives, families, and futures in this community.

Thank you for your time, your service, and your consideration of the families who will live with the long-
term impacts of these decisions. We ask that you stand with us in supporting responsible growth that
strengthens, rather than harms, the neighborhoods and natural spaces that make Phoenix special.

Sincerely,

Tom Roberts

[google.com]

623-326-8796

1874 W. Morse Dr. [google.com]
Anthem, AZ 85086 [google.com]




From: Amanda McGowan
Subject: Fw: Arizona State Land Department - Case No. 00040976
Date: Tuesday, December 16, 2025 12:34:19 PM

Mayor Mayor Gallego, Members of the City Council & Governor Hobbs,

I write on behalf of concerned neighbors to state clearly and emphatically:
environmental review has not been completed for the proposed rezoning/sale of the 540
acres of Arizona State Trust Land intended for semiconductor development, and it
should be completed before the ASLD land disposition or any rezoning is approved.

This is not a technicality. A project of this scale is water-intensive, will use hazardous
process chemicals, and can create long-term air, noise, traffic, and hazardous-
materials risks to surrounding neighborhoods and the Sonoran Preserve. Neighbors have
not been given basic information about emergency evacuation plans or the footprint of
areas atrisk in an accidental chemical release. Rather than demanding full, transparent
environmental and emergency-planning analyses now, the process appears rushed -
privileging the developer’s timeline over resident safety and community stewardship.

We continue to request:

1. Afull, public environmental review (at minimum an EA and, if warranted, a full EIS)
addressing water use, air emissions, hazardous materials, waste management,
traffic, biological and cultural resources, and cumulative impacts.

2. Acomplete emergency response and evacuation analysis identifying zones at risk
from accidental release scenarios and clear, published evacuation protocols for
nearby neighborhoods.

3. ALLASLD due-diligence reports (Phase | ESA, cultural resources,
drainage/geotechnical studies) and any federal/state permit applications or
funding commitments that trigger NEPA or other environmental review.

Please acknowledge receipt of this letter and confirm that this lack of environmental
study and the community’s opposition will be documented in the official case file. We
expect the City to put resident safety and transparency ahead of any rush to


https://us-phishalarm-ewt.proofpoint.com/EWT/v1/LkjWUF49MRd51_ry!AqC3ghahwUNfIrh8DYltBzi1RcSYOCg4_RQ6iYMPckd2YEpJZJ4aGNvsEIdNzpFDTeAQIpg8PS8qCBsSoS7qiPaHKW9cSddNRBhVfhPmpevIlS10aioXJvzTnABZw6DZXPXjOM4D_al5NKUUKBQrTg$
mailto:amanda@stetsonvalleyoa.com

accommodate private timelines.

-Amanda McGowan
SVOA Board President

After Hours Emergency: 1.800.274.3165
StetsonValleyOA.com [stetsonvalleyoa.com]

---------- Forwarded message ---------

From: Nancy Garcia <ngarcia@azland.gov>

Date: Tue, Dec 16, 2025 at 10:44 AM

Subject: Arizona State Land Department - Case No. 00040976

Dear Mr. McGowan:

Thank you for contacting the Arizona State Land Department. In regards to your
request submitted through the above-referenced case for "...the E£nvironmental Impact
study for Application 53-126033", there are no records responsive to this request.

Thank you,

Nancy

Nancy Garcia
Administrative Procedures & Information Section Manager
1110 W. Washington St [google.com]

Phoenix, AZ 85007 [google.com]
602-542-2504
land.az.gov [land.az.gov] | Facebook [facebook.com] | Twitter/X [twitter.com]
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Sarah Stockham

Subject: RE: NorthPark proposal - oppose

From: Bob Saigh <bsaigh@aol.com>

Sent: Tuesday, December 16, 2025 2:10:43 PM

To: Mayor Gallego <mayor.gallego@phoenix.gov>; Council District 1 PCC <council.district.1@phoenix.gov>; Council
District 2 PCC <council.district.2@phoenix.gov>; Council District 3 PCC <council.district.3@phoenix.gov>; Council District
4 <council.district.4@phoenix.gov>; Council District 5 PCC <council.district.5@phoenix.gov>; Council District 6 PCC
<Districtb@phoenix.gov>; Council District 7 PCC <council.district.7@phoenix.gov>; Council District 8 PCC
<council.district.8@phoenix.gov>; pddlongrange@phoenix.gov <pddlongrange@phoenix.gov>; Tony J Motola
<tony.motola@phoenix.gov>; Adrian G Zambrano <adrian.zambrano@phoenix.gov>; engage@az.gov <engage@az.gov>
Subject: NorthPark proposal - oppose

Mayor Gallego and Mmbers of the Phoenix City Council,

| write in support of the December 11, 2025 emailed letter (attached below) sent to you by
Maggie and Jim Umlauf opposing the NorthPark development as it’s currently proposed.

I’m a nine-year resident of the far northwest community of Stetson Hills, and I've followed the
NorthPark proposal for months online, in news reports and by attending informational, and
Village Planning Committee meetings in-person, and the Planning and Zoning Commission’s
meeting virtually.

As with other recent developments near where | live, I’m generally concerned with their
impact on “quality of life,” including environment (water, air, noise, desert landscape),
safety, traffic, density, infrastructure (roads, sewers, traffic and street lights, bike lanes,
sidewalk, shade), public services and enforcement, all of which seem to me now to be shaky,
stretched thin, over-burdened, at-risk and compromised.

I’ll soon be 80-years old, knock wood, and all my life I’'ve been a part of post-WWII “progress”
in the Midwest (IL, WI, IN, MN), Deep South (GA) and now the Far Southwest. It’s certainly
been interesting, much of it was needed, and much of it’s been thoughtless and permanently
damaging, serving particular interests and not necessarily the well-being of cities,
communities and people.

| see this tired, unwelcome rerun in the current NorthPark proposal and in
the uncomfortable, hurried and incomplete way in which it’s before you, as described in the

1



last three paragraphs of the Umlaufs’ letter. The public committee-commission process has
not indicated that it’s sufficiently aware of, much less responsive to, the genuine, actual
concerns of residents - particularly those in Stetson Valley - near the NorthPark site.

The process has not been one in which a strong, consistent public-entity advocate for
residential neighborhoods has emerged. As the Umlaufs state, “We are asking you (the City
Council) now to be that advocate - to ensure our community is heard and

meaningfully considered in this decision.”

| join them and their request for responsible and safe growth that is transparent, responsive
and respectful to neighbors. Please make that a standard for NorthPark and for all future
Phoenix developments.

Thank you for your consideration and service to Phoenix.

Bob Saigh (president, Stetson Hills Homeowners Association)
25242 N. 44th Dr.

Phoenix, AZ 875083-1689

630/624-3546, m/t

bsaigh@aol.com

Umlauf letter is below ...

From: Jim U <jimumlauf@gmail.com>

Subject: Please Oppose NorthPark as Currently Proposed

Date: December 11, 2025 at 3:10:35 PM MST

To: council.district.1@phoenix.gov, council.district.2@phoenix.gov, council.district. 3@phoenix.gov, ¢
ouncil.district.6@phoenix.gov, council.district.7@phoenix.gov, tony.motola@phoenix.gov, adrian.zam
brano@phoenix.gov, engage@az.gov, council.district.5@phoenix.gov, council.district.4@phoenix.gov

Dear Mayor Gallego and Members of the Phoenix City Council,

| am asking you to oppose the NorthPark development as it is currently written and proposed. | have been
involved in this process since 2024 and have watched the proposal evolve over time. While | understand
that growth is coming, the current plan places an unreasonable share of the burden on existing
neighborhoods and open space south of the Loop 303.

Keep TSMC manufacturing north of the 303

The single biggest concern is the new introduction of heavy industrial manufacturing south of the 303.
Our neighborhood believes this is wholly inappropriate. There is a significant amount of state trust land
available in the broader area, particularly along the 74 and 303 corridors, that could accommodate
expansion without pushing heavy industrial uses directly toward established neighborhoods.



We’ve heard a variety of shifting explanations for why other sites supposedly cannot be used: vibrations,
lack of sewer, lack of infrastructure, or the need to develop State Route 74 first. Yet TSMC has already
been built directly next to a freeway, and the areas being discussed north and northwest are already
under active or planned development. The reality is that there is ample land for TSMC and related uses
to expand north of the 303 without encroaching on neighborhoods and the planned Sonoran Preserve.

The land south of the 303 has always served as a critical buffer. We understand it will eventually be
developed, but it should be developed responsibly. We need a meaningful buffer between heavy
chemical and industrial uses and our homes. The Loop 303 is the logical and effective buffer. Please
keep TSMC and heavy industrial manufacturing north of the 303.

Keep 51st Avenue at Four Lanes - Plans Can and Should Change

Second, | ask you to keep 51st Avenue at four lanes. There is no practical or community-based
justification for turning 51st Avenue into a six-lane arterial through Stetson Valley.

Today, 51st Avenue through Stetson Valley is four lanes. South of Happy Valley, it narrows to two lanes
and then dead-ends into Pinnacle Peak. There is no continuous, logical traffic flow that would warrant
forcing a six-lane roadway through an established residential neighborhood. In contrast, 67th Avenue is
a far better through corridor:

e I|talready connectstothe 101,
e Itdoes notslice directly through the middle of a built-out neighborhood, and
e ltis far better suited to handle increased regional traffic volumes.

We are repeatedly told that “51st Avenue was always planned to be six lanes.” With respect, that
explanation is not sufficient for what is being proposed now. Many elements of North Phoenix have
changed dramatically from the original plans over the past decades. TSMC itself was not originally
planned to be south of the 303, yet plans changed to accommodate new realities.

If plans can change to allow a massive industrial facility to move closer to neighborhoods, they can also
change to protect those same neighborhoods. We should not treat “it was always planned this way” as a
fixed excuse when we know that plans are updated all the time in response to new information, growth
patterns, and community impacts.

A six-lane 51st Avenue would effectively bisect our community, invite higher speeds and cut-through
traffic, and permanently damage the character and safety of the neighborhood that has grown here. This
is very different from extending an already major arterial like 67th Avenue to North Park.

Please keep 51st Avenue through Stetson Valley permanently at four lanes and direct regional traffic and
future expansions to more appropriate corridors such as 67th Avenue.

Preserve the planned Sonoran Preserve Parcels South of Pyramid Peak

Third, | urge you to preserve the two Sonoran Preserve parcels south of Pyramid Peak.



In 1998, the Phoenix City Council unanimously voted to designate this land as part of the Sonoran
Preserve. Since then, residents have consistently used these parcels for hiking, biking, and recreation.
They are not vacant, unused land; they are a heavily utilized, defining feature of this community.

These parcels are attractive to developers precisely because they are relatively flat and easy to build on,
but that convenience for a developer does not outweigh the long-term loss to the public. There is
significant other land available for homes and development; the developer can pursue those options and
honor the original intent of these parcels as Preserve land.

This neighborhood was built around access to the Sonoran Preserve and these open spaces. That is how
it has been marketed, how it has been used, and how residents have shaped their lives. That
commitment should be respected.

Ten years from now, we are not going to regret that we did not “squeeze in” a few more houses. But
we will absolutely regret it if we fail to protect enough open space and permanently lose Preserve
land that was entrusted to the public. With the pace of growth in this area, once these parcels are
gone, they are gone forever.

Finally, | want to reiterate: there is a great deal of state trust land along both the 74 and 303 corridors.
We do not need to over-intensify this relatively small area with heavy industrial uses, six-lane
neighborhood roads, and the loss of designated Preserve parcels.

We can develop this area intelligently—supporting jobs and tax base—without sacrificing buffers, open
space, and neighborhood livability. NorthPark, as currently proposed, goes too far in the wrong direction.

| respectfully ask you to:

1. Keep TSMC and heavy industrial manufacturing north of the Loop 303, preserving it as a hard
buffer between industrial uses and neighborhoods.

2. Keep 51st Avenue in Stetson Valley permanently at four lanes, and do not rely on “it was
always planned that way” as justification when we know plans are regularly revised; instead,
update the plan to reflect today’s built-out neighborhood and safety needs.

3. Preserve the two Sonoran Preserve parcels south of Pyramid Peak, honoring the 1998 Council
decision and the community’s long-standing, active use of this land.

It has been very disappointing to see how this process has unfolded and the lack of leadership shown by
some of our local elected officials. Communication to our neighborhood has been sparse, many times
antagonistic, and has not reflected the level of transparency, diligence, or support that residents



deserve. We have tried, repeatedly, to engage in good faith and to find an advocate for our neighborhood,
but so far we have not found one.

We are asking you now to be that advocate — to ensure our community is heard and meaningfully
considered in this decision.

Please oppose the NorthPark proposal in its current form and require these changes so that growth in
this areais responsible, safe, and respectful of existing residents and the Sonoran Preserve.

Thank you for your time and consideration.

Sincerely,

Jim Umlauf



From: Chris Brewer
To: Racelle Escolar; Anna M Hernandez; Council District 1 PCC; Council District 8 PCC; Ann M O"Brien; Kesha Hodge

District 6 PCC; Betty S Guardado; Council District 4

Cc: PDD Long Range Planning
Subject: Rezoning Case No. Z-139-24-1 & General Plan Amendment Case Nos. GPA-NG-1-24-1 & GPA-NG-2-24-1
Date: Wednesday, December 17, 2025 8:10:00 AM

Dear Members of the Planning Commission, My family and | chose to move to Stetson Valley

in 2020 precisely because of its peaceful character, low traffic volumes, and stunning
mountain surroundings. These qualities have made it an ideal place to call home and raise our
family.

I am deeply concerned and strongly opposed to the proposed rezoning of nearby land for
industrial use. The introduction of industrial zoning would bring significant increases in traffic,
heavy equipment operations, noise, and pollution. All impacts that would fundamentally alter
and degrade the residential nature of our community.

This change would irreparably harm the quality of life, safety, and well-being of residents who
selected Stetson Valley for its tranquil environment. For my family, it would create an
untenable situation: we would feel compelled to relocate, yet current high interest rates make
that financially unfeasible for us and many others in the neighborhood.

| respectfully but firmly urge you to reject the proposed industrial rezoning and preserve the
residential integrity of Stetson Valley. Please prioritize the long-term health and livability of
our established community over short-term development pressures.

Thank you for your time and careful consideration of our concerns.

Sincerely, Chris
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Sarah Stockham

Subject: RE: Please Oppose NorthPark as Proposed and Support 3 Common Sense Requests

From: cthurman@fsec.net <cthurman@fsec.net>

Sent: Tuesday, December 16, 2025 7:43:51 AM

To: Council District 1 PCC <council.district.1 @phoenix.gov>; Council District 2 PCC <council.district.2@phoenix.gov>;
Council District 3 PCC <council.district.3@phoenix.gov>; Council District 6 PCC <District6@phoenix.gov>; Council District
7 PCC <council.district.7@phoenix.gov>; Tony J Motola <tony.motola@phoenix.gov>; Adrian G Zambrano
<adrian.zambrano@phoenix.gov>; engage@az.gov <engage@az.gov>; Council District 4
<council.district.4@phoenix.gov>; Council District 5 PCC <council.district.5@phoenix.gov>

Subject: Please Oppose NorthPark as Proposed and Support 3 Common Sense Requests

Dear Mayor Gallego and Members of the Phoenix City Council,

My family and | are Phoenix residents living near the proposed NorthPark area, having lived in our home
for over 16 years. I’'m writing to respectfully ask you to oppose the North Park proposal as it is currently
written and to support specific changes that would better balance growth with neighborhood safety,
livability, and environmental stewardship.

Our neighborhood is eager to support responsible growth that strengthens Phoenix while preserving the
qualities that make our community unique. We are not opposed to development; we are asking that it be
thoughtfully planned so existing families are not sacrificed in the process.

In particular, we respectfully ask that you:

1. Keep TSMC manufacturing and other heavy industrial uses north of the Loop 303 and out of
established neighborhoods.

2. Save the two small parcels south of Pyramid Peak, that were planned to be Sonoran
Preserve, that our community relies on for recreation and open space.

3. Keep 51st Avenue in Stetson Valley at four lanes permanently and prioritize neighborhood
safety.

Below is additional detail on each of these requests.



1. Remove language that allows heavy industrial manufacturing south of the 303 near neighborhoods and
preserved lands

We are deeply concerned about any entitlements or language that would allow heavy industrial uses,
including future TSMC-related or similar manufacturing, south of the Loop 303 near existing
neighborhoods and the Sonoran Preserve.

Heavy industrial uses bring increased noise and potential environmental impacts that are incompatible
with nearby homes and natural open spaces. Once this type of zoning and use is approved, it is
extremely difficult to reverse, even if the impacts turn out worse than anticipated.

We respectfully ask that the City:

e Remove or significantly limit heavy industrial uses south of the Loop 303

+ Maintain appropriate buffer zones and transitional uses between any employment or industrial
areas and residential areas

e Ensure that any future uses are clearly compatible with long-term neighborhood livability,
not just short-term development goals or pressures.

2. Protect two small planned Sonoran Preserve parcels south of Pyramid Peak that residents rely on for
recreation, open space, and wildlife habitat

The nearby Sonoran Preserve is not just empty land on a map; itis anintegral part of our community’s
daily life and identity. Families use it for hiking, biking, walking, and connecting with nature. It supports
wildlife, protects scenic views, and provides meaningful mental and physical health benefits for
residents.

In particular, the two small parcels south of Pyramid Peak are heavily used and valued by nearby
residents. Losing or encroaching on these parcels would have an outsized impact on our neighborhood’s
access to nature and open space.

Consider this an opportunity to mimic the area around Piestewa Peak and the Dreamy Draw area.

3. Maintain four-lane neighborhood roadways permanently and prioritize safety and livability on 51st Avenue in
Stetson Valley

One of our biggest concerns is how roadway design and traffic will impact safety, noise, and the basic
character of our neighborhood. Converting nearby roads into wider, faster corridors would effectively
turn neighborhood streets into thoroughfares and truck routes, undermining the family-oriented nature
of the area.



In particular, we ask that 51st Avenue through Stetson Valley remain a four-lane roadway
permanently, and that it not be widened to six lanes in the future.

A permanent four-lane commitment, combined with appropriate design standards, will help protect
neighborhood safety, reduce cut-through and truck traffic, and maintain the livability that current
residents depend on.

We believe these adjustments are reasonable, practical, and aligned with Phoenix’s long-term interests.
They would:

¢ Allow for meaningful economic development and growth;

e Protect existing neighborhoods and the Sonoran Preserve;

e Prioritize safety for children and families; and

e Preserve the character, environment, and quality of life that current residents value.

We respectfully urge you to oppose the NorthPark proposal in its current form and require these
protections and clarifications before moving forward. With thoughtful revisions, we believe there is a
path that can meet the City’s goals while honoring the commitments made to residents who have
invested their lives, families, and futures in this community.

Thank you for your time, your service, and your consideration of the families who will live with the long-
term impacts of these decisions. We ask that you stand with us in supporting responsible growth that
strengthens, rather than harms, the neighborhoods and natural spaces that make Phoenix special.
Sincerely,

Curt Thurman

4925 W. Marcus Dr. Phoenix, AZ 85083

602 561-6299

cthurman@fsec.net

Fire Alarm, Security, Access Control, Video Surveillance, School Intercom, Fire Extinguishers, Fire
Sprinklers, & Visitor Management Systems.

LIFE SAFETY SOLUTIONS, INSPECTIONS, & SERVICE

FSEC.NET [fsec.net]

Sales@ - Service®@ - Installation@ - Tucson@



From: Daniel Lucci

To: Laura Pastor

Cc: dan.lucci@gmail.com

Subject: Rezoning Case No. Z-139-24-1 & General Plan Amendment Case Nos. GPA-NG-1-24-1 & GPA-NG-2-24-1
Date: Wednesday, December 17, 2025 8:09:52 AM

| am alarmed and very much against the proposed changes to the Northpark development
area. This is appearing to me to be a bait and switch situation. The initial plans for Northpark

seemed reasonable for the areas adjacent to Northpark, but with the proposed changes, it
appears that the council is about to approve changes that will significantly impact the
surrounding areas.

| do not believe that is it necessary to increase the amount of semiconductor manufacturing or
any other heavy manufacturing south of Loop 303, especially because of the availability of
land north of Loop 303.

| believe that the possibility of expanding 51°t Avenue beyond its current configuration of 4
lanes would significantly reduce the value of nearby homes. | also believe it would have a very
negative impact on the children crossing 51° Avenue to attend school in the Stetson Valley
neighborhood.

Finally, | believe that it is essential to preserve the land around the Central Arizona Project
canal as a buffer for wildlife and to maintain the aesthetics of the desert area.

| would strongly suggest that the recommended changes proposed to the Northpark plan be
rejected.

Thanks for your consideration.
Daniel and Sandra Lucci

5522 W. Straight Arrow Ln
Phoenix, AZ 85083
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From: Danny Weiss

To: engage@az.gov; PDD North Gateway VPC; Adrian G Zambrano; Council District 1 PCC; Sarah Stockham; Racelle
Escolar; Mayor Gallego; Council District 2 PCC; Council District 3 PCC; Council District 4; Council District 5 PCC;
Council District 6 PCC; Council District 8 PCC; PDD Long Range Planning

Subject: Phoenix can show Chandler-style courage on NorthPark heavy-industrial zoning

Date: Tuesday, December 16, 2025 5:21:28 PM

Councilwoman O'Brien and Members of the Phoenix City Council,

Last week, the Chandler City Council unanimously rejected a proposed Al data center after
hours of public testimony about water, energy, noise, and neighborhood impacts, and that
decision is now drawing national praise as an example of local leaders standing up to
powerful interests and putting residents first. National figures like Senator Bernie Sanders
and Representative Alexandria Ocasio-Cortez publicly applauded Chandler’s leaders for
having the courage to say no when the risks to utility bills, limited water supplies, and
community health were not honestly resolved._[abc15.com

On Wednesday, December 17, Phoenix has a similar choice in front of it with the
NorthPark rezoning and the proposed jump to 60% heavy industrial in the Innovation
Corridor next to established neighborhoods and the Sonoran Preserve. This is not a
routine land-use case; it is the biggest land-use decision in North Phoenix in a generation,
and it will permanently determine how much heavy truck traffic, chemical risk, noise, and
industrial infrastructure is pushed up against existing homes, schools, and trails.

Chandler showed that a pro-business city can still say “not here, not like this” when a
project’s impacts on water, power, and quality of life are out of balance and not credibly
mitigated. Phoenix deserves the same reputation—Ileaders who welcome growth and jobs,
but who also draw firm lines to protect public health, neighborhood safety, and the desert
open space that makes this area livable.

For NorthPark, that courage looks like this:

Refusing to lock in a 60% heavy-industrial corridor based on 17 pages of last-minute
changes that neither the public nor independent experts have had time to review.
Insisting that the heaviest industrial and semiconductor-adjacent uses be relocated north
of the Loop 303, away from existing neighborhoods and Sonoran Preserve access points,
while allowing housing, parks, schools, and innovation-focused employment to move
forward.

Requiring full transparency and credible environmental and safety analysis—including
traffic, hazardous materials, air quality, and evacuation planning—before committing
Phoenix residents to decades of heavy-industrial risk next to their homes.

Chandler’s data center vote proves that councils can withstand intense lobbying, reject a
flawed rezoning, and still be recognized as champions of responsible growth and
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community protection. Phoenix now has an opportunity to show the same courage by
voting no on the NorthPark heavy-industrial expansion as written—or, at minimum,
continuing that portion of the case until the public has had a fair chance to see,
understand, and debate what is being proposed. [axios.com

North Phoenix residents are not asking you to say no to growth; we are asking you to say
yes to responsible growth that keeps heavy industry in the right place and protects the
people and places that are already here. Chandler has just shown the nation what that
kind of leadership looks like—please show that Phoenix can do the same on December 17.

Thank you for your time and for your service to our city.

Link to AXIOS Phoenix Article [axios.com]

Sincerely,

Danny Weiss

25930 N 54th Avenue, Phoenix 85083 (Inspiration at Stetson Valley)
(623) 208-9270

dweissaz@gmail.com
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From: Amanda McGowan

Subject: Fw: NorthPark/TSMC Fails to meet the goals and priorities of the Phoenix General Plan and the People - Please
Vote NO
Date: Tuesday, December 16, 2025 8:27:21 PM

From: DAVID NIELSEN <dnielsen2 @cox.net>

Sent: Tuesday, December 16, 2025 7:45 PM

To: Council District 1 PCC <council.district.1@phoenix.gov>; Council District 2 PCC
<council.district.2@phoenix.gov>; Council District 3 PCC <council.district.3@phoenix.gov>;
Council District 4 <council.district.4@ phoenix.gov>; Council District 5 PCC
<council.district.5@phoenix.gov>; Council District 6 PCC <district6 @phoenix.gov>; phoenix-
gov <council.district.7@phoenix.gov>; council.district8 @phoenix.gov

<council.district8 @phoenix.gov>; tony.motola@phoenix.gov <tony.motola@phoenix.gov>;
az.gov <engage@az.gov>; Amanda McGowan <amanda@stetsonvalleyoa.com>

Subject: NorthPark/TSMC Fails to meet the goals and priorities of the Phoenix General Plan
and the People - Please Vote NO

Dear Mayor and Phoenix City Council Members,

| feel strongly that this development does not meet the goals and priorities of the
Phoenix General Plan and the People living here and request that you Vote NO.
Please see the quotes below from pages 36, 56 and 204 of the Phoenix General
Plan.

1. "In a Prosperous Society - The natural environment is stewarded wisely, as a
legacy for present and future generations."

2. "Shaping Phoenix's future goes well beyond deciding how new growth will occur.
It is equally important to preserve those places that have made our city the great
place it is today. Areas of Preservation can be employed to ensure those places are
protected and enhanced".

3. "BUILD THE MOST SUSTAINABLE DESERT CITY" - "Phoenix's renowned
Sonoran Desert backdrop, complimented by world-class parks, desert recreation
areas and mountain preserves, stands as a testament to decades of visionary citizens
dedicated to conserving this invaluable resource. Residents aspire to continue this
legacy by enriching and expanding our existing parks, preserves, rivers and washes,
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recognizing their status as the cities most iconic features."

| am sure your planners are good, qualified, professional people and do great work.
However, they are wrong on this one and | urge you to Vote NO.

As far as | can tell, the Village Planning Committee, the Planning Commission and the
Applicant did not listen to the community and did not incorporate changes that would
address their concerns. The Applicant has just told the public what they are going to
do from day one.

Please understand, this development impacts the entire City of Phoenix, surrounding
Cities and the entire State and most people are not even aware of it. Public notices
only go out to a very limited number of people and for a project of this magnitude that
seems crazy.

The Arizona Sonoran Desert is unique in the World and unless you vote NO, this
wonderful area will be gone forever and there is no getting it back. As the City grows,
people want, need and demand the Desert Preserves for hiking, biking and other
quiet recreation more than ever and if they don't get this along with clean air and
water they will not only quit coming here, they will leave.

This Desert was a gift from God and Mother Nature. It is unique, irreplaceable and in
very limited supply. This is one of the last best places in Phoenix, please don't let it
slip away. We owe it to future generations to have the foresight to save more of this
area. We can come up with a better plan, | am sure of it.

Thank You

David Nielsen
Phoenix Resident Since 1963



From: Amanda McGowan

Subject: Fw: Pulte is taking Preserve Land from the Public - Please Vote NO on NorthPark /TSMC
Date: Tuesday, December 16, 2025 9:59:26 AM
Attachments: Pulte taking Preserve Land from the Public.pdf

-Amanda McGowan
SVOA Board President

After Hours Emergency: 1.800.274.3165

StetsonValleyOA.com [stetsonvalleyoa.com]

From: DAVID NIELSEN <dnielsen2 @cox.net>

Sent: Tuesday, December 16, 2025 9:14 AM

To: Council District 1 PCC <council.district.1@phoenix.gov>; Council District 2 PCC
<council.district.2@phoenix.gov>; Council District 3 PCC <council.district.3@phoenix.gov>;
Council District 4 <council.district.4@phoenix.gov>; Council District 5 PCC
<council.district.5@phoenix.gov>; Council District 6 PCC <district6 @phoenix.gov>; phoenix-
gov <council.district.7@phoenix.gov>; Council District 8 PCC
<council.district.8@phoenix.gov>; tony.motola@ phoenix.gov <tony.motola@phoenix.gov>;
az.gov <engage@az.gov>; Amanda McGowan <amanda@stetsonvalleyoa.com>

Subject: Pulte is taking Preserve Land from the Public - Please Vote NO on NorthPark /TSMC

Dear Mayor and Phoenix City Council Members,

Pulte is taking Preserve Land from the public around Pyramid Peak that has been
shown as Preserve since 1998. This is going to ruin the Pyramid Peak area forever.

The loss of this land is substantial in size and it also creates an isolated mountain
area with insufficient lower slope areas and a lack of proper connectivity for wildlife
and mixed terrain biodiversity, which are mistakes the 1998 Sonoran Preserve Study
specifically said to avoid.

These small drawings(attached) cannot come close to representing the impact, you
have to see it and view it on full sized topographical maps. The impact of this change
is devastating and permanent. The green highlighted areas generally show what
Pulte is taking.
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This Pyramid Peak Preserve Area needs to be put back the way it is was on the 1998
Sonoran Preserve Master Plan. City Council Approved this in 1998.

Pulte was made aware of this in 2024 and 2025 and had the opportunity to fix it but
they did not.

Please Vote No on NorthPark/TSMC so we can Save Pyramid Peak for future
generations to enjoy.

Thank You

David Nielsen
City of Phoenix Resident since 1963
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Sarah Stockham

Subject: RE: Please Oppose NorthPark as Proposed and Support 3 Common Sense Requests

From: George Middendorf <george@middendorf.com>

Sent: Tuesday, December 16, 2025 5:43:10 AM

To: Council District 1 PCC <council.district.1 @phoenix.gov>; Council District 2 PCC <council.district.2@phoenix.gov>;
Council District 3 PCC <council.district.3@phoenix.gov>; Council District 6 PCC <District6@phoenix.gov>; Council District
7 PCC <council.district.7@phoenix.gov>; Tony J Motola <tony.motola@phoenix.gov>; Adrian G Zambrano
<adrian.zambrano@phoenix.gov>; engage@az.gov <engage@az.gov>; Council District 4
<council.district.4@phoenix.gov>; Council District 5 PCC <council.district.5@phoenix.gov>

Subject: Please Oppose NorthPark as Proposed and Support 3 Common Sense Requests

Dear Mayor Gallego and Members of the Phoenix City Council,

My family and | are Phoenix residents living near the proposed NorthPark area, and I’m writing to
respectfully ask you to oppose the North Park proposal as it is currently written and to support specific
changes that would better balance growth with neighborhood safety, livability, and environmental
stewardship.

Our neighborhood is eager to support responsible growth that strengthens Phoenix while preserving the
qualities that make our community unique. We are not opposed to development; we are asking that it be
thoughtfully planned so existing families are not sacrificed in the process.

In particular, we respectfully ask that you:

1. Keep TSMC manufacturing and other heavy industrial uses north of the Loop 303 and out of
established neighborhoods.

2. Save the two small parcels south of Pyramid Peak, that were planned to be Sonoran
Preserve, that our community relies on for recreation and open space.

3. Keep 51st Avenue in Stetson Valley at four lanes permanently and prioritize neighborhood
safety.

Below is additional detail on each of these requests.

1. Remove language that allows heavy industrial manufacturing south of the 303 near neighborhoods and
preserved lands



We are deeply concerned about any entitlements or language that would allow heavy industrial uses,
including future TSMC-related or similar manufacturing, south of the Loop 303 in close proximity to
existing neighborhoods and the Sonoran Preserve.

Heavy industrial uses bring increased noise and potential environmental impacts that are incompatible
with nearby homes and natural open spaces. Once this type of zoning and use is approved, it is
extremely difficult to reverse, even if the impacts turn out worse than anticipated.

We respectfully ask that the City:

« Remove or significantly limit heavy industrial uses south of the Loop 303

« Maintain appropriate buffer zones and transitional uses between any employment or industrial
areas and residential areas

e Ensure that any future uses are clearly compatible with long-term neighborhood livability,
not just short-term development goals or pressures.

2. Protect two small planned Sonoran Preserve parcels south of Pyramid Peak that residents rely on for
recreation, open space, and wildlife habitat

The nearby Sonoran Preserve is not just empty land on a map; itis an integral part of our community’s
daily life and identity. Families use it for hiking, biking, walking, and connecting with nature. It supports
wildlife, protects scenic views, and provides meaningful mental and physical health benefits for
residents.

In particular, the two small parcels south of Pyramid Peak are heavily used and valued by nearby
residents. Losing or encroaching on these parcels would have an outsized impact on our neighborhood’s
access to nature and open space.

Consider this an opportunity to mimic the area around Piestewa Peak and the Dreamy Draw area.

3. Maintain four-lane neighborhood roadways permanently and prioritize safety and livability on 51st Avenue in
Stetson Valley

One of our biggest concerns is how roadway design and traffic will impact safety, noise, and the basic
character of our neighborhood. Converting nearby roads into wider, faster corridors would effectively
turn neighborhood streets into thoroughfares and truck routes, undermining the family-oriented nature
of the area.

In particular, we ask that 51st Avenue through Stetson Valley remain a four-lane roadway
permanently, and that it not be widened to six lanes in the future.

A permanent four-lane commitment, combined with appropriate design standards, will help protect
neighborhood safety, reduce cut-through and truck traffic, and maintain the livability that current
residents depend on.



We believe these adjustments are reasonable, practical, and aligned with Phoenix’s long-term interests.
They would:

¢ Allow for meaningful economic development and growth;

e Protect existing neighborhoods and the Sonoran Preserve;

e Prioritize safety for children and families; and

e Preserve the character, environment, and quality of life that current residents value.

We respectfully urge you to oppose the NorthPark proposal in its current form and require these
protections and clarifications before moving forward. With thoughtful revisions, we believe there is a
path that can meet the City’s goals while honoring the commitments made to residents who have
invested their lives, families, and futures in this community.

Thank you for your time, your service, and your consideration of the families who will live with the long-
term impacts of these decisions. We ask that you stand with us in supporting responsible growth that
strengthens, rather than harms, the neighborhoods and natural spaces that make Phoenix special.

Sincerely,

George MiddendorfV
Stetson Valley, Phoenix, AZ
Cell 480-241-6223



From: Jason Faulkner

To: engage@az.gov; PDD North Gateway VPC; Adrian G Zambrano; Council District 1 PCC; Sarah Stockham; Racelle
Escolar; Mayor Gallego; Council District 2 PCC; Council District 3 PCC; Council District 4; Council District 5 PCC;
Council District 6 PCC; Council District 8 PCC; PDD Long Range Planning

Cc: Jason Faulkner
Subject: Subject: Rezoning Case No. Z-139-24-1 & General Plan Amendment Case Nos. GPA- NG-1-24-1 & GPA-NG-2-24-1
Date: Tuesday, December 16, 2025 9:56:36 AM

Hello Arizona, City of Phoenix and Local Leadership,

First off, thank you for continuing to make Phoenix a wonderful place to live and call home.
My wife and I moved from the Midwest 11 years ago, in what was supposed to be a temporary
corporate relocation with my previous employer. We immediately fell in love with Phoenix
because of the abundant natural spaces for outdoor recreation and the climate which makes it
possible to enjoy those spaces year-round. We soon decided to make Phoenix our permanent
home and have been residents of Stetson Valley, which is just south of the proposed
NorthPark development, ever since.

Many of the residents in our community are concerned about the increased traffic flows
through Stetson Valley that the NorthPark development will likely cause. That concerns me
as well, as there are kids on scooters, bicycles and on foot all over the neighborhood making
their way to and from Inspiration Mountain school each morning (roughly in line with rush
hour) and afternoon. However, my biggest concern is just that once all of the land that is
being proposed for rezoning is developed, there is no taking it back to its natural state. I am
an avid mountain biker and hiker and have recreated on the State Trust Land (and actually
with a State Trust Land permit!) just north of the CAP and south of the 303 for all 11 years we
have lived here. I have seen every granite boulder formation, every variety of plant flowering,
and even a lot of ancient pottery pieces from the folks who called this area homes centuries
ago. The further away one goes West/Northwest (and South of Pyramid Peak Mountain) after
crossing the canal bridge the prettier the desert gets. In places you would think the landscape
architects from the Desert Botanical Garden laid it out....it is naturally that perfect.

I should also note that after a long career in the corporate world for a Fortune 100 company, |
am now a residential real estate agent along with my wife. The new development all over the
North Valley keeps us working, which is our lifeblood. Having said that, we believe
responsible growth in the NorthPark area is of utmost importance to keep the area a great
place to live now and for future generations. This is a situation where I believe compromise is
necessary.

There is plenty of land in the proposed NorthPark area for all your constituents to be happy by
doing the following:

1. Preserve the Sonoran Preserve south and west of Pyramid Peak
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o This would eliminate housing development directly south of Pyramid Peak which
would appease existing Stetson Valley residents who have views of the peaks,
recreate near Pyramid Peak, or have concerns about increased traffic flows
through the Stetson Valley neighborhood.

2. Remove industrial land-use language from the plan

o This would keep the area beautiful and safe for all the new residents that move
into the new residential units developed north of where the proposed Dixileta
Road would be located and those who move into residences south of the new
Dixileta Road that isn't currently part of the Sonoran Preserve

I believe doing these two things still leaves Pulte, or whichever developer wins a future state
land auction, plenty of real estate for profitable and responsible development. I also believe
TSMC will benefit from offering a workplace that balances good jobs, strong

pay, and proximity to wonderful natural spaces and recreation opportunities for their
employees and families.

Looking out 10, 20, 50 years and beyond, I believe everyone will be pleased with decisions
made now that preserve as much land as possible for green space and outdoor recreation.
Phoenix will continue to spread out in all directions, keeping land aside for residents'
enjoyment will help to keep it the wonderful place to live for future generations that it has
been for us!

Thank you for hearing our concerns, and we are optimistic that you will find a way to balance
all interests, such as what I proposed above.

Best Regards,

Jason Faulkner

Sent from my iPhone



From: Jeanette Simon
Subject: Rezoning Case No. Z-139-24-1 & General Plan Amendment Case Nos. GPA-NG-1-24-1 & GPA-NG-2-24-1
Date: Tuesday, December 16, 2025 7:26:26 PM

As a homeowner in North Phoenix, | strongly oppose the proposed rezoning for
NorthPark, Rezoning Case No. Z-139-24-1 & General Plan Amendment Case Nos.
GPA-NG-1-24-1 & GPA-NG-2-24-1. This project represents overdevelopment that will
severely harm our community.

Key concerns include:

1. Flawed traffic study — The analysis assumes 20% of trips stay inside the
community, far above the 5-10% recommended by City guidelines. This
underestimates the true number of cars on our roads.

2. Outdated comparisons — The study relies on traffic data from Anthem (2010-2012),
which is not reflective of today’s congestion, travel patterns, or growth.

3. Failing intersections — Critical intersections are projected to fail with long delays
and safety risks.

4. Child safety — With thousands of additional vehicles on Stetson Valley Parkway,
children will not be able to cross safely to schools, parks, or friends’ homes. This
threatens the walkability and livability of our neighborhood.

5. Semi-truck cut-throughs — By opening Stetson Valley Parkway as a north-south
corridor, semi-trucks will be allowed to cut through what is currently a residential
street. This is not acceptable in a family-oriented neighborhood — semi-trucks should
be prohibited from utilizing this neighborhood road.

6. Unfunded mitigations — The study assumes roadway improvements by 2050 that
are neither funded nor guaranteed. In reality, residents would face years of gridlock
before relief ever comes.

7. Excessive density — Increasing from 1 home per acre to nearly 5 homes per acre
will generate over 160,000 daily vehicle trips, overwhelming neighborhood streets,
arterials, and freeways. This density does not fit the character of our community.

8. Industrial uses disguised as “innovation” — Residents are deeply concerned about
the inclusion of a microchip manufacturing plant or similar heavy industrial use within
this project. Calling this an “innovation corridor” is misleading — it masks the fact that
these are industrial operations, not compatible with nearby residential neighborhoods.
9. Environmental and quality-of-life impacts — Microchip fabrication facilities are
extremely resource-intensive. They consume vast amounts of water and electricity,
use hazardous chemicals, and generate airborne and wastewater pollutants.
Additionally, they operate 24 hours a day, creating constant noise, lighting, and
vibration impacts that are incompatible with residential living.

10. Inappropriate location for industrial activity — Industrial facilities should be sited in
properly zoned, buffered areas with existing infrastructure to support their energy and
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water demands — not adjacent to homes, schools, and parks. Allowing such uses
here would irreversibly alter the character, safety, and livability of our community.

| urge you to deny this rezoning request. At a minimum, the project should be
significantly reduced in scale and exclude all industrial or manufacturing uses until
traffic, safety, and environmental concerns are fully addressed.

Please protect our community from reckless overdevelopment and incompatible
industrial expansion.

Sent from my iPhone



From: Jessica Cole

To: Ann M Q"Brien
Subject: Rezoning Case No. Z-139-24-1 & General Plan Amendment Case Nos. GPA-NG-1-24-1 & GPA-NG-2-24-1
Date: Tuesday, December 16, 2025 7:30:15 PM

As a homeowner in North Phoenix, | strongly oppose the proposed rezoning for
NorthPark, Rezoning Case No. Z-139-24-1 & General Plan Amendment Case Nos.
GPA-NG-1-24-1 & GPA-NG-2-24-1. This project represents overdevelopment that will
severely harm our community.

Key concerns include:

1. Flawed traffic study — The analysis assumes 20% of trips stay inside the
community, far above the 5-10% recommended by City guidelines. This
underestimates the true number of cars on our roads.

2. Outdated comparisons — The study relies on traffic data from Anthem (2010-2012),
which is not reflective of today’s congestion, travel patterns, or growth.

3. Failing intersections — Critical intersections are projected to fail with long delays
and safety risks.

4. Child safety — With thousands of additional vehicles on Stetson Valley Parkway,
children will not be able to cross safely to schools, parks, or friends’ homes. This
threatens the walkability and livability of our neighborhood.

5. Semi-truck cut-throughs — By opening Stetson Valley Parkway as a north-south
corridor, semi-trucks will be allowed to cut through what is currently a residential
street. This is not acceptable in a family-oriented neighborhood — semi-trucks should
be prohibited from utilizing this neighborhood road.

6. Unfunded mitigations — The study assumes roadway improvements by 2050 that
are neither funded nor guaranteed. In reality, residents would face years of gridlock
before relief ever comes.

7. Excessive density — Increasing from 1 home per acre to nearly 5 homes per acre
will generate over 160,000 daily vehicle trips, overwhelming neighborhood streets,
arterials, and freeways. This density does not fit the character of our community.

8. Industrial uses disguised as “innovation” — Residents are deeply concerned about
the inclusion of a microchip manufacturing plant or similar heavy industrial use within
this project. Calling this an “innovation corridor” is misleading — it masks the fact that
these are industrial operations, not compatible with nearby residential neighborhoods.
9. Environmental and quality-of-life impacts — Microchip fabrication facilities are
extremely resource-intensive. They consume vast amounts of water and electricity,
use hazardous chemicals, and generate airborne and wastewater pollutants.
Additionally, they operate 24 hours a day, creating constant noise, lighting, and
vibration impacts that are incompatible with residential living.

10. Inappropriate location for industrial activity — Industrial facilities should be sited in
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properly zoned, buffered areas with existing infrastructure to support their energy and
water demands — not adjacent to homes, schools, and parks. Allowing such uses
here would irreversibly alter the character, safety, and livability of our community.

| urge you to deny this rezoning request. At a minimum, the project should be
significantly reduced in scale and exclude all industrial or manufacturing uses until
traffic, safety, and environmental concerns are fully addressed.

Please protect our community from reckless overdevelopment and incompatible
industrial expansion.

Sent from my iPhone



From: John Rafuse

To: engage@az.gov; PDD North Gateway VPC; Adrian G Zambrano; Council District 1 PCC; Sarah Stockham; Racelle
Escolar; Mayor Gallego; Council District 2 PCC; Council District 3 PCC; Council District 4; Council District 5 PCC;
Council District 6 PCC; Council District 8 PCC; PDD Long Range Planning

Subject: Preserve the Sonoran Preserve — Protect Our Community’s Future

Date: Tuesday, December 16, 2025 1:58:03 PM

Dear Council Members,

As someone who regularly hikes and bikes in the Sonoran Preserve, I'm asking you to safeguard the
natural spaces and neighborhood integrity that make this area so special.

1. Remove Heavy Industrial Uses from NorthPark

Industrial development does not belong next to homes and open space. This neighborhood was
marketed as a vibrant, family-friendly community—not an industrial corridor. Residents deserve
transparency and a plan that reflects those promises.

2. Preserve the Sonoran Preserve Buffer
The buffer between Pyramid Peak and the CAP is more than land—it's a lifeline for wildlife and a
sanctuary for families. Losing it would permanently erase the outdoor experience that defines this area.

3. Keep Our Neighborhood Road at 4 Lanes—Permanently
Safety must come first. Kids cross these roads every day, and truck traffic is already a concern.
Expanding roads or allowing cut-throughs will only make things worse.

Please reject any proposals that threaten the Sonoran Preserve buffer or introduce heavy
industrial zoning near our homes. Our children's safety and future depend on your leadership.

Thank you for listening and for your leadership.

John Rafuse
Frequent Sonoran Preserve Visitor
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From: Kelly Simon

Cc: PDD Long Range Planning
Subject: Rezoning Case No. Z-139-24-1 & General Plan Amendment Case Nos. GPA-NG-1-24-1 & GPA-NG-2-24-1
Date: Tuesday, December 16, 2025 10:20:47 AM

As a homeowner in North Phoenix, I strongly oppose the proposed rezoning for NorthPark,
Rezoning Case No. Z-139-24-1 & General Plan Amendment Case Nos. GPA-NG-1-24-1 &
GPA-NG-2-24-1. This project represents overdevelopment that will severely harm our
community.

Key concerns include:

1. Flawed traffic study — The analysis assumes 20% of trips stay inside the community, far
above the 5-10% recommended by City guidelines. This underestimates the true number of
cars on our roads.

2. Outdated comparisons — The study relies on traffic data from Anthem (2010-2012), which
is not reflective of today’s congestion, travel patterns, or growth.

3. Failing intersections — Critical intersections are projected to fail with long delays and safety
risks.

4. Child safety — With thousands of additional vehicles on Stetson Valley Parkway, children
will not be able to cross safely to schools, parks, or friends’ homes. This threatens the
walkability and livability of our neighborhood.

5. Semi-truck cut-throughs — By opening Stetson Valley Parkway as a north-south corridor,
semi-trucks will be allowed to cut through what is currently a residential street. This is not
acceptable in a family-oriented neighborhood — semi-trucks should be prohibited from
utilizing this neighborhood road.

6. Unfunded mitigations — The study assumes roadway improvements by 2050 that are neither
funded nor guaranteed. In reality, residents would face years of gridlock before relief ever
comes.

7. Excessive density — Increasing from 1 home per acre to nearly 5 homes per acre will
generate over 160,000 daily vehicle trips, overwhelming neighborhood streets, arterials, and
freeways. This density does not fit the character of our community.

8. Industrial uses disguised as “innovation” — Residents are deeply concerned about the
inclusion of a microchip manufacturing plant or similar heavy industrial use within this
project. Calling this an “innovation corridor” is misleading — it masks the fact that these are
industrial operations, not compatible with nearby residential neighborhoods.

9. Environmental and quality-of-life impacts — Microchip fabrication facilities are extremely
resource-intensive. They consume vast amounts of water and electricity, use hazardous
chemicals, and generate airborne and wastewater pollutants. Additionally, they operate 24
hours a day, creating constant noise, lighting, and vibration impacts that are incompatible with
residential living.

10. Inappropriate location for industrial activity — Industrial facilities should be sited in
properly zoned, buffered areas with existing infrastructure to support their energy and water
demands — not adjacent to homes, schools, and parks. Allowing such uses here would
irreversibly alter the character, safety, and livability of our community.
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I urge you to deny this rezoning request. At a minimum, the project should be significantly
reduced in scale and exclude all industrial or manufacturing uses until traffic, safety, and
environmental concerns are fully addressed.

Please protect our community from reckless overdevelopment and incompatible industrial
expansion.



From: Sunni R

To: engage@az.gov; PDD North Gateway VPC; Adrian G Zambrano; Council District 1 PCC; Sarah Stockham; Racelle
Escolar; Mayor Gallego; Council District 2 PCC; Council District 3 PCC; Council District 4; Council District 5 PCC;
Council District 6 PCC; Council District 8 PCC; PDD Long Range Planning

Subject: Subject Line: Protect Our Neighborhood — Say No to Heavy Industrial Zoning

Date: Tuesday, December 16, 2025 1:54:41 PM

Dear Council Members,

I'm writing as a parent of a resident who chose this neighborhood for its unique balance of community
and natural beauty. I'm deeply concerned about the direction of development in NorthPark and urge
you to protect what makes this area special.

1. Remove Heavy Industrial Uses from NorthPark

This neighborhood was never intended to sit adjacent to heavy industrial development. When this area
was promoted, home buyers were told it would be “Arcadia-like.” Instead, plans for hundreds of acres
of industrial uses have surfaced without transparent communication. This is not what families signed up
for.

2. Preserve the Sonoran Preserve Buffer

The open space between Pyramid Peak and the CAP is an important area for hiking, biking, and wildlife
habitat. It's where families go to play and connect with nature. Once this natural buffer zone is gone, it's
gone forever. The character of our community many have chosen as their home would vanish as well.

3. Keep Our Neighborhood Road at 4 Lanes—Permanently

Children cross these roads every day to reach schools and parks. Expanding them or allowing truck cut-
throughs creates unnecessary danger and worry for every parent. Let's develop solutions that promote
residential safety, rather than adding industrial traffic to the already busy neighborhood streets.

Please vote NO on any zoning changes that allow heavy industrial uses in NorthPark and YES to
preserving the Sonoran Preserve buffer and neighborhood safety.

Thank you for your time and commitment to our community.

Linda Rafuse
Parent of Erica Stout - 27505 N. 51st Lane Phoenix, AZ 85083
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From: Matthew New

To: Ann M Q"Brien; Council District 1 PCC; Jim Waring; Council District 2 PCC; Debra W Stark; Council District 3 PCC;
Laura Pastor; Council District 4; Betty S Guardado; Council District 5 PCC; Kevin L Robinson; Council District 6
PCC; Anna M Hernandez; Council District 7 PCC; Kesha Hodge Washington; Council District 8 PCC; PDD North
Gateway VPC; Adrian G Zambrano; Sarah Stockham; Racelle Escolar; Mayor Gallego

Cc: PDD Long Range Planning

Subject: Rezoning Case No. Z-139-24-1 & General Plan Amendment Case Nos. GPA-NG-1-24-1 & GPA-NG-2-24-1
Date: Tuesday, December 16, 2025 11:13:27 AM

Attachments: image001.png

Dear City of Phoenix Leaders and Mrs. O’Brien:

I am writing you as a longtime resident of Phoenix, a member of the local business community,
and specifically a resident of Stetson Valley, near the proposed NorthPark rezoning
application.

| am opposed to this rezoning for 3 specific reasons:

1. Heavy industrial, as currently written, is entirely too close to thousands of residential
properties. | think the community at whole would be better served by making sure this is
only allowed North of Loop 303, further away from large scale neighborhoods, and
currently undeveloped desert.

2. The proposed density of the residential areas, as currently written, is absolutely out of
step with the character and norms of all the current master planned communities
nearby. This will cause irreparable economic harm to us taxpayers that live nearby.
Furthermore, our neck of the woods has been plagued by an almost decade long bout of
perpetually under construction roads: Happy Valley, Jomax, Pinnacle Peak, 1-17,
Stetson Valley Parkway (for TSMC by the way),515t Ave, 67" Ave, and now, the Loop 101.

Even after all this construction, the roads are woefully horrible, continually in disrepair,
and under no circumstances will be able to handle all the new traffic this proposal will
bring.

3. Very specifically, this plan would eviscerate my neighborhood - Stetson Valley. The plan
to take 515!, Ave/Stetson Valley Parkway through to the loop 303 would absolutely cut
our neighborhood in half. Quality of life would be dramatically affected by increased
traffic, pollution, and awful drivers speeding right through the literal middle of our
neighborhood. We can’t allow this to happen.

Thank you for your time. | am a huge Arizona First and Phoenix First supporter! We have a great
state, and an even greater city. Please reject this plan and send it back to the drawing board
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for modifications that better balance economic growth, residents, and environmental
stewardship.

I’m happy to meet in person on this matter as well.

Matthew New
Chief Information Officer

BASIS.ed

7975 N Hayden Road, Suite B100
Scottsdale, AZ 85258
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From: Amanda McGowan

To: PDD Long Range Planning; Sarah Stockham; Racelle Escolar
Subject: Fw: Northpark Proposal
Date: Tuesday, December 16, 2025 3:04:21 PM

Sent: Tuesday, December 16, 2025 3:02 PM
To: Amanda McGowan <amanda@stetsonvalleyoa.com>
Subject: Fwd: Northpark Proposal

---------- Forwarded message ---------

From: Paula Weiss Attryde <pweissattryde(@gmail.com>

Date: Tue, Dec 16, 2025 at 10:35 AM

Subject: Northpark Proposal

To: <council.district. 1 @phoenix.gov>, <council.district.2(@phoenix.gov>,
<council.district.3(@phoenix.gov>, <council.district.6(@phoenix.gov>,
<council.district.7(@phoenix.gov>, <tony.motola@phoenix.gov>,
<adrian.zambrano@phoenix.gov>, <engage@az.gov>, <mayor.gallego@phoenix.gov>,
<council.district.4@phoenix.gov>, <council.district.S@phoenix.gov>

December 16, 2025

Subject: Please Oppose NorthPark as Proposed and Support 3 Common Sense
Requests

Dear Mayor Gallego and Members of the Phoenix City Council,

I am a North Peoria resident living just south of Route 303. My children and
grandchildren are Phoenix residents living near the proposed NorthPark area, and I'm
writing to respectfully ask you to oppose the North Park proposal as it is currently
written and to support specific changes that would better balance growth with
neighborhood safety, livability, and environmental stewardship.

| support responsible growth that strengthens Peoria and Phoenix while preserving
the qualities that make North Peoria and North Phoenix community unique. We are
not opposed to development; we are asking that it be thoughtfully planned so existing
families are not sacrificed in the process. In particular, we ask that you:
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1  Keep TSMC manufacturing and other heavy industrial uses north of the Loop
303 and out of established neighborhoods.

2 Save the two small parcels south of Pyramid Peak, that were planned to be
Sonoran Preserve, that the community relies on for recreation and open space.

3 Keep 51st Avenue in Stetson Valley at four lanes permanently and prioritize
neighborhood safety.

Below is additional detail on each of these requests.

1. Remove language that allows heavy industrial manufacturing south of the 303 near
neighborhoods and preserved lands. We are deeply concerned about any
entitlements or language that would allow heavy industrial uses, including future
TSMC-related or similar manufacturing, south of the Loop 303 in proximity to existing
neighborhoods and the Sonoran Preserve.

Heavy industrial uses bring increased noise and potential environmental impacts that
are incompatible with nearby homes and natural open spaces. Once this type of
zoning and use is approved, it is extremely difficult to reverse, even if the impacts turn
out worse than anticipated.

We respectfully ask that the cities of Peoria and Phoenix:

* Remove or significantly limit heavy industrial uses south of the Loop 303.
» Ensure that any future uses are clearly compatible with long-term neighborhood
livability, not just short-term development goals or pressures.

2. Protect two small planned Sonoran Preserve parcels south of Pyramid Peak that
residents rely on for recreation, open space, and wildlife habitat. The nearby Sonoran
Preserve is not just empty land on a map; it is an integral part of the community’s
daily life and identity. Families use it for hiking, biking, walking, and connecting with
nature. It supports wildlife, protects scenic views, and provides meaningful mental
and physical health benefits for residents.

In particular, the two small parcels south of Pyramid Peak are heavily used and
valued by nearby residents. Losing or encroaching on these parcels would have an
outsized impact on our neighborhood’s access to nature and open space. Please
consider this an opportunity to mimic the area around Piestewa Peak and the Dreamy
Draw area.

3. Maintain four-lane neighborhood roadways permanently and prioritize safety and
livability on 51st Avenue in Stetson Valley.

One of our biggest concerns is how roadway design and traffic will impact safety,
noise, and the basic character of our neighborhood. Converting nearby roads into
wider, faster corridors would effectively turn neighborhood streets into thoroughfares
and truck routes, undermining the family-oriented nature of the area.



In particular, we ask that 51st Avenue through Stetson Valley remain a four-lane
roadway permanently, and that it not be widened to six lanes in the future.

A permanent four-lane commitment, combined with appropriate design standards, will
help protect neighborhood safety, reduce cut-through and truck traffic, and maintain
the livability that current residents depend on.

We believe these adjustments are reasonable, practical, and aligned with Phoenix’s
long-term interests. They would:

» Allow for meaningful economic development and growth;

* Protect existing neighborhoods and the Sonoran Preserve;

* Prioritize safety for children and families; and

* Preserve the character, environment, and quality of life that current residents
value.

We respectfully urge you to oppose the NorthPark proposal in its current form and
require these protections and clarifications before moving forward. With thoughtful
revisions, we believe there is a path that can meet the City’s goals while honoring the
commitments made to residents who have invested their lives, families, and futures in
this community.

Thank you for your time, your service, and your consideration of the families who will
live with the long-term impacts of these decisions. We ask that you stand with us in
supporting responsible growth that strengthens, rather than harms, the
neighborhoods and natural spaces that make Phoenix special.

Sincerely,

Paula Attryde

24032 N 97 [google.com]t Ave
Peoria, AZ 85383

pweissattryde@gmail.com
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From: Rich Silveira
To: PDD North Gateway VPC; Adrian G Zambrano; Council District 1 PCC; Sarah Stockham; Racelle Escolar; Mayor

PCC; Council District 8 PCC; engage@az.gov

Cc: Valerie Silveira
Subject: FW: Objection to Industrial Intensity, Roadway Expansion, and Buffer Impacts Affecting Stetson Valley
Date: Wednesday, December 17, 2025 7:53:50 AM

City of Phoenix Planning & Development Department; Phoenix City Council; Office of
the Mayor

I write to formally object to land use and transportation decisions associated with the
NorthPark development and related semiconductor manufacturing expansion, a project
reportedly exceeding $7B+ in land development and supporting a $65B semiconductor
facility projected to employ up to 80,000 people.

While the primary fabrication facility may be approximately seven to nine miles away, the
functional impacts—traffic, freight movement, and supporting industrial intensity—are
corridor-based, not distance-based. Current planning assumptions place Stetson Valley at
risk of becoming a cut-through residential corridor for a project of unprecedented scale.

Stetson Valley is a master-planned residential community intentionally designed with:

® A K-8school

Parks and neighborhood open space

Preserved desert buffer zones

Pedestrian access to hiking within minutes

Traffic-calming infrastructure and low-speed road design

These characteristics are incompatible with heavy industrial or semiconductor-support

uses, as well as roadway expansion that converts neighborhood access roads into regional
throughput routes.

I specifically object to:

® Anyindustrial zoning or use intensity that introduces heavy manufacturing, high-
hazard operations, or 24/7 logistics activity adjacent to Stetson Valley
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® Anyroadway widening beyond four total lanes (two in each direction) at
community entry points

® Any encroachment, reduction, or functional degradation of preserve buffer areas,

which serve as environmental, safety, and quality-of-life mitigation—not surplus
land

More lanes will not “solve” traffic. They will induce additional volume, undermine

pedestrian safety, conflict with existing traffic-calming design, and permanently alter
neighborhood character.

I respectfully request that the City:

1. Apply zoning conditions or an overlay prohibiting heavy industrial semiconductor-
support uses near Stetson Valley

2. Caproadway access from Happy Valley at four lanes total, with explicit prohibition
of industrial cut-through traffic

3. Preserve and strengthen existing buffer zones, prohibiting roadway or industrial
encroachment

4. Require a revised Traffic Impact Study that fully models:
© 80,000-employee buildout

© Shift changes and peak loads

O Explicit exclusion of Stetson Valley as an industrial traffic corridor

Phoenix can support economic growth without sacrificing established residential
communities. Compatibility, buffering, and safe transportation planning must be enforced.

I respectfully request a written response detailing how these concerns will be addressed.

Sincerely,
Rich Silveira
Stetson Valley, Phoenix AZ



From: Scott Bortness

To: Council District 1 PCC; Council District 2 PCC; Council District 3 PCC; Council District 6 PCC; Council District 4;
Council District 5 PCC; Council District 7 PCC; Tony J Motola; Adrian G Zambrano; engage@az.gov; Mayor
Gallego

Cc: PDD Long Range Planning

Subject: Please Oppose NorthPark as Proposed and Support 3 Common Sense Requests

Date: Tuesday, December 16, 2025 9:56:59 PM

Dear Mayor Gallego and Members of the Phoenix City Council,

My family and | are Phoenix residents living near the proposed NorthPark area, and I'm writing to
respectfully ask you to oppose the North Park proposal as it is currently written and to support specific
changes that would better balance growth with neighborhood safety, livability, and environmental
stewardship.

Our neighborhood is eager to support responsible growth that strengthens Phoenix while preserving the
qualities that make our community unique. We are not opposed to development; we are asking that it be
thoughtfully planned so existing families are not sacrificed in the process.

In particular, we respectfully ask that you:

1 Keep TSMC manufacturing and other heavy industrial uses north of the Loop 303 and out of
established neighborhoods.

2 Save the two small parcels south of Pyramid Peak, that were planned to be Sonoran Preserve, that our
community relies on for recreation and open space.

3 Keep 51st Avenue in Stetson Valley at four lanes permanently and prioritize neighborhood safety.

Below is additional detail on each of these requests.

1. Remove language that allows heavy industrial manufacturing south of the 303 near neighborhoods and
preserved lands

We are deeply concerned about any entitlements or language that would allow heavy industrial uses,
including future TSMC-related or similar manufacturing, south of the Loop 303 in close proximity to
existing neighborhoods and the Sonoran Preserve.

Heavy industrial uses bring increased noise and potential environmental impacts that are incompatible
with nearby homes and natural open spaces. Once this type of zoning and use is approved, it is
extremely difficult to reverse, even if the impacts turn out worse than anticipated.

We respectfully ask that the City:

* Remove or significantly limit heavy industrial uses south of the Loop 303

» Maintain appropriate buffer zones and transitional uses between any employment or industrial areas
and residential areas

» Ensure that any future uses are clearly compatible with long-term neighborhood livability, not just short-
term development goals or pressures.

2. Protect two small planned Sonoran Preserve parcels south of Pyramid Peak that residents rely on for
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recreation, open space, and wildlife habitat

The nearby Sonoran Preserve is not just empty land on a map; it is an integral part of our community’s
daily life and identity. Families use it for hiking, biking, walking, and connecting with nature. It supports
wildlife, protects scenic views, and provides meaningful mental and physical health benefits for residents.
In particular, the two small parcels south of Pyramid Peak are heavily used and valued by nearby
residents. Losing or encroaching on these parcels would have an outsized impact on our neighborhood’s
access to nature and open space.

Consider this an opportunity to mimic the area around Piestewa Peak and the Dreamy Draw area.

3. Maintain four-lane neighborhood roadways permanently and prioritize safety and livability on 51st
Avenue in Stetson Valley

One of our biggest concerns is how roadway design and traffic will impact safety, noise, and the basic
character of our neighborhood. Converting nearby roads into wider, faster corridors would effectively turn
neighborhood streets into thoroughfares and truck routes, undermining the family-oriented nature of the
area.

In particular, we ask that 51st Avenue through Stetson Valley remain a four-lane roadway permanently,
and that it not be widened to six lanes in the future.

A permanent four-lane commitment, combined with appropriate design standards, will help protect
neighborhood safety, reduce cut-through and truck traffic, and maintain the livability that current residents
depend on.

We believe these adjustments are reasonable, practical, and aligned with Phoenix’s long-term interests.
They would:

+ Allow for meaningful economic development and growth;

* Protect existing neighborhoods and the Sonoran Preserve;

* Prioritize safety for children and families; and

* Preserve the character, environment, and quality of life that current residents value.

We respectfully urge you to oppose the NorthPark proposal in its current form and require these
protections and clarifications before moving forward. With thoughtful revisions, we believe there is a path
that can meet the City’s goals while honoring the commitments made to residents who have invested their
lives, families, and futures in this community.

Thank you for your time, your service, and your consideration of the families who will live with the long-
term impacts of these decisions. We ask that you stand with us in supporting responsible growth that
strengthens, rather than harms, the neighborhoods and natural spaces that make Phoenix special.

Sincerely,

Scott and Deborah Bortness
27810 N 58th Lane
Phoenix, 85083
971-235-1475

3borts@gmail.com
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From: WC

To: engage@az.gov; PDD North Gateway VPC; Adrian G Zambrano; Council District 1 PCC; Sarah Stockham; Racelle
Escolar; Mayor Gallego; Council District 2 PCC; Council District 3 PCC; Council District 4; Council District 5 PCC;
Council District 6 PCC; Council District 8 PCC; PDD Long Range Planning

Subject: Rezoning Case No. Z-139-24-1 & General Plan Amendment Case Nos. GPA-NG-1-24-1 & GPA-NG-2-24-1
Date: Tuesday, December 16, 2025 6:53:49 PM
Attachments: NO TO NORTHPARK.pdf

I strongly oppose the proposed rezoning and general plan amendments proposed by the
developer of NorthPark. Please read the attached NO TO NORTHPARK.

Thank you.

William Crotteau
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Email to:
Governor Katie Hobbs: engage@az.gov

North Gateway Village Planning Committee: northgatewayVPC@phoenix.gov

Adrian Zambrano, Case Planner: adrian.zambrano@phoenix.gov

Councilwoman Anne O'Brien: council.district.1@phoenix.gov

Sarah Stockham, Planning: sarah.stockham@phoenix.gov

Racelle Escolar, Planning: Racelle.escolar@phoenix.gov

Mayor Gallego: mayor.gallego@phoenix.gov

Councilman Jim Waring: council.district.2@phoenix.gov

Councilwoman Debra Stark: council.district.3@phoenix.gov

Councilwoman Laura Pastor: council.district.4A@phoenix.gov

Councilwoman Betty Guardado: council.district.5@phoenix.gov

Councilman Kevin Robinson: council.district.6@phoenix.gov

Councilwoman Kesha Hodge Washington: council.district.8@phoenix.gov

Pdd.longrange@phoenix.gov

Subject- Rezoning Case No. Z-139-24-1 & General Plan
Amendment Case Nos. GPA-NG-1-24-1 & GPA-NG-2-24-1

As a homeowner in North Phoenix, | strongly oppose the proposed rezoning for NorthPark, Rezoning
Case No. Z-139-24-1.

This project represents overdevelopment that will severely harm our community and destroy the natural
habitat of the Sonoran Preserve.

Key concerns include:

1. The City of Phoenix has declared a Stage 1 Water Alert and activated its Drought Management
Plan. The City of Phoenix is already asking residents to voluntarily reduce their water usage due
to water shortages on the Colorado River. In 2023 the State of Arizona water supply from the
Colorado River (CAP Canal) was cut by 592,000 Acre Feet. The contracts for Colorado River
water are going to expire and new allotments will be allocated. | don't think there will be any
increases, only decreases in the amount of water allocated for each of the States/Cities that get
their water from the Colorado River. The developer for this area is projecting that rezoning this
area will add 15,000 +/- new homes. The developer is also talking about new businesses such as





restaurants and grocery stores and an “Innovation Corridor”. Just across the 303 is the TSMC
Chip plant which according to an October 2024 article in Greater Phoenix InBusiness, will use 17
million gallons of water per day. A 2300 acre Master Planned Community around TSMC which is
advertized as the City within a City called Halo Vista. The developer for Halo Vista is proposing
9000 more residential units, Industrial facilities, Educational institutions, Retail spaces,

Hospitality venues, Entertainment facilities, and Research facilities. All of this reckless
overdevelopment will create an additional burden on the City of Phoenix Water Resources and
destroy critical desert habitat.

There should be no rezoning that would allow an Innovation Corridor, MDP.2. Halo Vista is
already developing The Forge which is a Manufacturing District focusing on Advanced
Technologies and Industrial Facilities. And the Sonoran Oasis Research and Technology Park
which will be an Engineering Hub, Research and Development Facilities and an Innovation
Center. According to the Developer of Halo Vista, they want this project to emulate the Hsinchu
Science Park which surrounds TSMC in Taiwan. The City of Phoenix has already committed over
200 Million Dollars to the Halo Vista development.

The Sonoran Preserve Master Plan, an Open Space Plan for the Phoenix Sonoran Desert, was
prepared by the City of Phoenix Parks, Recreation and Library Dept. in cooperation with the
Phoenix Sonoran Preserve Committee. This plan was unanimously approved by the Phoenix City
Council on February 17, 1998. Some of the highlights of this report are a map which shows the
Preserve location detailed in green (see attached map). The report also indicates the Following
Lands for Conservation, and describes them as having outstanding open space value: Union Hills,
Deem Hills, Pyramid Peak, Middle Mountain, Ludden Mountain, Hedgepeth Hills, Skunk Creek,
and Cave Creek Wash. In 1996 and 1997 the City of Phoenix commissioned ASU’s School of
Planning and Landscape Architecture and ASU West'’s Life Sciences Program to study North
Phoenix Wash Preservation and Boundaries. This study based the preservation boundaries on
ecosystems rather than topography or land ownership which were new to Phoenix. The
following recommendations were made and considered in developing the Sonoran Preserve
Plan:

Preserve as large an area as possible

Minimize isolation and fragmentation of habitats
Minimize contact with adjacent developed areas
Maintain a diversity of animal habitats

Preserve areas representing mosaics of vegetation types

moo»m»

General Philosophy for the Sonoran Preserve. Identifying pristine and near pristine desert land
throughout the City of Phoenix presents a challenge because much of the developed portions of
the City have all but erased any trace of the natural environment. The low-density development
pattern that has evolved in Phoenix provides an opportunity to reestablish natural areas within
the urban environment however, desert restoration is more costly that preservation since
natural processes alone take decades to reestablish flora and fauna. Test done at the Desert
Experimental Range in Utah indicate that once damaged, desert plants may take 30 years to
improve from poor to good and some species never recover. Because of the inherent value of
undisturbed Sonoran Desert lands and the cost associated with restoration, the Sonoran
Preserve focuses on the relatively undisturbed land that lies within the NSA.
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| would urge you all to read the Sonoran Preserve Master Plan before you make any decisions
about allowing overdevelopment to destroy the natural environment. According to the 1998
Sonoran Preserve Master Plan Map (Attached), the area north of the Cap Canal to the Dixileta
alignment, west of 51° Ave alignment to the 67" Ave alignment is mostly Sonoran Preserve Land
(MDP.5). In the Existing General Plan Land Use Designations submitted by the developer, this
area and MDP.3, MDP.4, and MDP.6 still zoned Future Parks/Open Space/Publicly Owned. The
City of Phoenix SHOULD NOT APPROVE ANY ZONING OR LAND USE DESIGNATIONS IN
THESE AREAS. The City of Phoenix should use this opportunity to follow through with the 1998
Sonoran Preserve Master Plan, which was unanimously approved by the Phoenix City Council.
Preserve the Largest Area Possible, Maintaining the diversity of animal habitats and Vegetation
types, and keep this an area where the citizens of Phoenix can all enjoy the natural beauty of the
desert.

Flawed traffic study — The analysis assumes 20% of trips stay inside the community, far above
the 5-10% recommended by City guidelines. This underestimates the true number of cars on our
roads.

Outdated comparisons — The study relies on traffic data from Anthem (2010-2012), which is not
reflective of today’s congestion, travel patterns, or growth.

Failing intersections — Critical intersections are projected to fail with long delays and safety risks.
Child safety — With thousands of additional vehicles on Stetson Valley Parkway, children will not
be able to cross safely to schools, parks, or friends’ homes. This threatens the walkability and
livability of our neighborhood.

Semi-truck cut-through — Do not allow 51% Ave to be constructed between the CAP Canal and
the Dixileta Alignment. Make the developer construct Dixileta from |-17 to the 51% Ave.
Alignment. By opening Stetson Valley Parkway as a north-south corridor, semi-trucks will be
allowed to cut through what is currently a residential street. This is not acceptable in a family-
oriented neighborhood- semi-trucks should be prohibited from utilizing this neighborhood road.
Signs will not stop any traffic from coming through. They have already installed Speed Humps to
slow the traffic from 67" Ave. that comes through the neighborhood on Pinnacle Vista Parkway
and around Inspiration School.

Unfunded mitigations — The study assumes roadway improvements by 2050 that are neither
funded nor guaranteed. In reality, residents would face years of gridlock before relief ever
comes. MCDOT just stated they are several BILLION Dollars short to do any improvements at
Grand Avenue and the 303, and on Grand Avenue widening to improve Traffic Gridlock. The
Maricopa County Board of Supervisors just denied a rezoning request for the BNSF Intermodal
site at the intersection of Grand Avenue and Hwy 74 because of this.

Excessive density — Increasing from 1 home per acre to nearly 5 homes per acre will generate
over 160,000 daily vehicle trips, overwhelming neighborhood streets, arterials, and freeways.
This density does not fit the character of our community.

Halo Vista and NorthPark development include25000+/- residential units, Hotels,
Shopping/Dining areas, the City in a City. With all of this development we have already
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destroyed several thousand acres of animal habitat and vegetation types. | urge you to DENY
this rezoning request. At a minimum, the project should be significantly reduced in scale until
traffic, safety, and infrastructure concerns are realistically addressed and the City of Phoenix
should use this opportunity to Preserve the Largest Area Possible, Maintaining the diversity of
animal habitats and Vegetation types, and keep this an area where the citizens of Phoenix can all
enjoy the natural beauty of the desert.

Please protect our community from reckless overdevelopment.

Sincerely,
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Email to:
Governor Katie Hobbs: engage@az.gov

North Gateway Village Planning Committee: northgatewayVPC@phoenix.gov

Adrian Zambrano, Case Planner: adrian.zambrano@phoenix.gov

Councilwoman Anne O'Brien: council.district.1@phoenix.gov

Sarah Stockham, Planning: sarah.stockham@phoenix.gov

Racelle Escolar, Planning: Racelle.escolar@phoenix.gov

Mayor Gallego: mayor.gallego@phoenix.gov

Councilman Jim Waring: council.district.2@phoenix.gov

Councilwoman Debra Stark: council.district.3@phoenix.gov

Councilwoman Laura Pastor: council.district.4A@phoenix.gov

Councilwoman Betty Guardado: council.district.5@phoenix.gov

Councilman Kevin Robinson: council.district.6@phoenix.gov

Councilwoman Kesha Hodge Washington: council.district.8@phoenix.gov

Pdd.longrange@phoenix.gov

Subject- Rezoning Case No. Z-139-24-1 & General Plan
Amendment Case Nos. GPA-NG-1-24-1 & GPA-NG-2-24-1

As a homeowner in North Phoenix, | strongly oppose the proposed rezoning for NorthPark, Rezoning
Case No. Z-139-24-1.

This project represents overdevelopment that will severely harm our community and destroy the natural
habitat of the Sonoran Preserve.

Key concerns include:

1. The City of Phoenix has declared a Stage 1 Water Alert and activated its Drought Management
Plan. The City of Phoenix is already asking residents to voluntarily reduce their water usage due
to water shortages on the Colorado River. In 2023 the State of Arizona water supply from the
Colorado River (CAP Canal) was cut by 592,000 Acre Feet. The contracts for Colorado River
water are going to expire and new allotments will be allocated. | don't think there will be any
increases, only decreases in the amount of water allocated for each of the States/Cities that get
their water from the Colorado River. The developer for this area is projecting that rezoning this
area will add 15,000 +/- new homes. The developer is also talking about new businesses such as



restaurants and grocery stores and an “Innovation Corridor”. Just across the 303 is the TSMC
Chip plant which according to an October 2024 article in Greater Phoenix InBusiness, will use 17
million gallons of water per day. A 2300 acre Master Planned Community around TSMC which is
advertized as the City within a City called Halo Vista. The developer for Halo Vista is proposing
9000 more residential units, Industrial facilities, Educational institutions, Retail spaces,

Hospitality venues, Entertainment facilities, and Research facilities. All of this reckless
overdevelopment will create an additional burden on the City of Phoenix Water Resources and
destroy critical desert habitat.

There should be no rezoning that would allow an Innovation Corridor, MDP.2. Halo Vista is
already developing The Forge which is a Manufacturing District focusing on Advanced
Technologies and Industrial Facilities. And the Sonoran Oasis Research and Technology Park
which will be an Engineering Hub, Research and Development Facilities and an Innovation
Center. According to the Developer of Halo Vista, they want this project to emulate the Hsinchu
Science Park which surrounds TSMC in Taiwan. The City of Phoenix has already committed over
200 Million Dollars to the Halo Vista development.

The Sonoran Preserve Master Plan, an Open Space Plan for the Phoenix Sonoran Desert, was
prepared by the City of Phoenix Parks, Recreation and Library Dept. in cooperation with the
Phoenix Sonoran Preserve Committee. This plan was unanimously approved by the Phoenix City
Council on February 17, 1998. Some of the highlights of this report are a map which shows the
Preserve location detailed in green (see attached map). The report also indicates the Following
Lands for Conservation, and describes them as having outstanding open space value: Union Hills,
Deem Hills, Pyramid Peak, Middle Mountain, Ludden Mountain, Hedgepeth Hills, Skunk Creek,
and Cave Creek Wash. In 1996 and 1997 the City of Phoenix commissioned ASU’s School of
Planning and Landscape Architecture and ASU West'’s Life Sciences Program to study North
Phoenix Wash Preservation and Boundaries. This study based the preservation boundaries on
ecosystems rather than topography or land ownership which were new to Phoenix. The
following recommendations were made and considered in developing the Sonoran Preserve
Plan:

Preserve as large an area as possible

Minimize isolation and fragmentation of habitats
Minimize contact with adjacent developed areas
Maintain a diversity of animal habitats

Preserve areas representing mosaics of vegetation types

moo»m»

General Philosophy for the Sonoran Preserve. Identifying pristine and near pristine desert land
throughout the City of Phoenix presents a challenge because much of the developed portions of
the City have all but erased any trace of the natural environment. The low-density development
pattern that has evolved in Phoenix provides an opportunity to reestablish natural areas within
the urban environment however, desert restoration is more costly that preservation since
natural processes alone take decades to reestablish flora and fauna. Test done at the Desert
Experimental Range in Utah indicate that once damaged, desert plants may take 30 years to
improve from poor to good and some species never recover. Because of the inherent value of
undisturbed Sonoran Desert lands and the cost associated with restoration, the Sonoran
Preserve focuses on the relatively undisturbed land that lies within the NSA.
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| would urge you all to read the Sonoran Preserve Master Plan before you make any decisions
about allowing overdevelopment to destroy the natural environment. According to the 1998
Sonoran Preserve Master Plan Map (Attached), the area north of the Cap Canal to the Dixileta
alignment, west of 51° Ave alignment to the 67" Ave alignment is mostly Sonoran Preserve Land
(MDP.5). In the Existing General Plan Land Use Designations submitted by the developer, this
area and MDP.3, MDP.4, and MDP.6 still zoned Future Parks/Open Space/Publicly Owned. The
City of Phoenix SHOULD NOT APPROVE ANY ZONING OR LAND USE DESIGNATIONS IN
THESE AREAS. The City of Phoenix should use this opportunity to follow through with the 1998
Sonoran Preserve Master Plan, which was unanimously approved by the Phoenix City Council.
Preserve the Largest Area Possible, Maintaining the diversity of animal habitats and Vegetation
types, and keep this an area where the citizens of Phoenix can all enjoy the natural beauty of the
desert.

Flawed traffic study — The analysis assumes 20% of trips stay inside the community, far above
the 5-10% recommended by City guidelines. This underestimates the true number of cars on our
roads.

Outdated comparisons — The study relies on traffic data from Anthem (2010-2012), which is not
reflective of today’s congestion, travel patterns, or growth.

Failing intersections — Critical intersections are projected to fail with long delays and safety risks.
Child safety — With thousands of additional vehicles on Stetson Valley Parkway, children will not
be able to cross safely to schools, parks, or friends’ homes. This threatens the walkability and
livability of our neighborhood.

Semi-truck cut-through — Do not allow 51% Ave to be constructed between the CAP Canal and
the Dixileta Alignment. Make the developer construct Dixileta from |-17 to the 51% Ave.
Alignment. By opening Stetson Valley Parkway as a north-south corridor, semi-trucks will be
allowed to cut through what is currently a residential street. This is not acceptable in a family-
oriented neighborhood- semi-trucks should be prohibited from utilizing this neighborhood road.
Signs will not stop any traffic from coming through. They have already installed Speed Humps to
slow the traffic from 67" Ave. that comes through the neighborhood on Pinnacle Vista Parkway
and around Inspiration School.

Unfunded mitigations — The study assumes roadway improvements by 2050 that are neither
funded nor guaranteed. In reality, residents would face years of gridlock before relief ever
comes. MCDOT just stated they are several BILLION Dollars short to do any improvements at
Grand Avenue and the 303, and on Grand Avenue widening to improve Traffic Gridlock. The
Maricopa County Board of Supervisors just denied a rezoning request for the BNSF Intermodal
site at the intersection of Grand Avenue and Hwy 74 because of this.

Excessive density — Increasing from 1 home per acre to nearly 5 homes per acre will generate
over 160,000 daily vehicle trips, overwhelming neighborhood streets, arterials, and freeways.
This density does not fit the character of our community.

Halo Vista and NorthPark development include25000+/- residential units, Hotels,
Shopping/Dining areas, the City in a City. With all of this development we have already
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Sonoran Preserve Land Ownership and Location

In Acres

State land within city limits 14,800
State land outside city limits 2,000
Total State Land 16,800
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destroyed several thousand acres of animal habitat and vegetation types. | urge you to DENY
this rezoning request. At a minimum, the project should be significantly reduced in scale until
traffic, safety, and infrastructure concerns are realistically addressed and the City of Phoenix
should use this opportunity to Preserve the Largest Area Possible, Maintaining the diversity of
animal habitats and Vegetation types, and keep this an area where the citizens of Phoenix can all
enjoy the natural beauty of the desert.

Please protect our community from reckless overdevelopment.

Sincerely,
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