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Teresa R Garcia

From: KEVIN REIS <susiereis@cox.net>
Sent: Thursday, May 15, 2025 2:34 PM
To: PDD PHO
Cc: judy; Laura
Subject: Case # PHO-1-25--Z-2-21-4

 

CAUTION: This email originated outside of the City of Phoenix.  

Do not click links or open attachments unless you know the sender and were expecting this 
email.  

    Report Suspicious     
 

To City of Phoenix Planning Hearing Officer: 
 
 
We, surrounding this ONE commercial building in our residential neighborhoods, are united in 
objecting to the owner's request to change the building stipulations and allow additional square feet to 
his building. The owner knew what the limitations were when he bought the property.  When one buys 
a unique building such as this, they must understand why there are restrictions, stipulations and 
respect the neighborhood they are allowed to be in. 
 
To try to compare the height of this building to adjacent residents is irrelevant.  To profess that he 
maintains the landscaping is irrelevant.  To pat himself on the back for raising the wall between his 
property and the adjacent resident, was and is the right thing to do.  One doesn't get kudos for doing 
the right thing.  When one finds that the building they are in no longer fits the inhabitants, they do one 
of two things: 1) add on by going to the city to purchase the necessary permits and build, or 2) they 
move to another location.  He has done neither. 
 
The ONLY issue here is the owner's plan to alter the building regardless of the rule of 
law.  Ironically, the owner is an attorney.  With these actions, he has now rendered himself 
untrustworthy.  Allowing him to proceed is the slippery slope to which the of the neighbors are 
objecting. 
 
We are asking you, our hearing officer, to shut this change down.  Please make him honest and 
follow the rules like the rest of us.  The age of the stipulations is irrelevant, but the reason for the 
stipulations is still valid. 
 
Thank you, 
Susie Reis 
2314 E Montebello 
602 770-3258 
Bel-Aire Estates 
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Teresa R Garcia

From: Kurt Waldier <kwaldier@gilbertblilie.com>
Sent: Monday, May 19, 2025 9:44 AM
To: Byron Easton; Teresa R Garcia; PDD PHO
Cc: Bryan Moreno; Laura Moreno (laurathomastv@gmail.com); Paul Gilbert
Subject: PHO-1-25--Z-323-79-6 Opposition
Attachments: PHO-1-25--Z-323-79-6 Opposition Map.pdf; PHO-1-25--Z-323-79-6 Opposition 2025 

05 19 sm.pdf

 

CAUTION: This email originated outside of the City of Phoenix.  

Do not click links or open attachments unless you know the sender and were expecting this 
email.  

    Report Suspicious     
 

Dear Byron Easton and the City of Phoenix Planning and Development Department, 
 
I am wriƟng to you on behalf of Bryan and Laura Moreno, the property owners of 5505 N 23rd Place, which is 
located immediately adjacent to the property under consideraƟon for PHO-1-25--Z-323-79-6. The Morenos, 
along with every single homeowner in the enƟre San Souci neighborhood in which the subject property 
resides, are OPPOSED to PHO-1-25--Z-323-79-6 and any expansion of the commercial use located at 5500 N 
24th Street. 
 
The City of Phoenix City Council made commitments to the neighbors surrounding the subject site as part of 
the original adopƟon of the C-O spot zoning in 1980. This zoning case, Z-323-79, faced significant opposiƟon 
from the surrounding neighborhoods, with over 70 signatures submiƩed in opposiƟon. An addiƟonal 23 
signatures were obtained either in support of or not opposed to the proposed zoning, but only on the 
condiƟon that the development would be a one-story, residenƟal-style office building not to exceed 8,500 
square feet of gross leasable area. AddiƟonally—and importantly—both City Staff and the Planning 
Commission (in a 6–1 vote) recommended denial of the zoning applicaƟon. 
 
The ONLY reason this zoning was ulƟmately approved by the City Council, despite the significant opposiƟon, 
was due to the commitments made during the hearing. These commitments were formalized through the 
inclusion of four sƟpulaƟons specifically intended to protect the surrounding neighborhoods. However, the 
current PHO request seeks to significantly change all four original sƟpulaƟons, effecƟvely nullifying the very 
condiƟons that jusƟfied the 1980 rezoning. This would not only undermine the assurances made by the City 
Council at the Ɵme but would also set a troubling precedent for disregarding longstanding zoning protecƟons. 
 
AƩached to this correspondence over 40 formal leƩers of opposiƟon and a peƟƟon signed by more than 120 
individuals in the immediate neighborhood, along with a map showing the locaƟons of these opposing 
neighbors. This level of opposiƟon exceeds the number recorded in the original 1980 case—demonstraƟng 
even stronger neighborhood opposiƟon today. 
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To make maƩers worse, the property owner of 5500 N 24th Street has already commenced construcƟon of a 
second floor in blatant violaƟon of mulƟple zoning sƟpulaƟons AND without acquiring the requisite building 
permits or inspecƟons. 
 
As noted in dozens of comments in the aƩached leƩers of opposiƟon, the applicant has also misled many 
neighbors into believing that the office building already includes a second floor, in order to gain their support 
for the PHO applicaƟon. This claim is simply inaccurate, and many neighbors have since withdrawn their 
support aŌer learning the truth. A second floor was never approved for the building, and the property owner 
is fully aware of this—hence the need for this PHO request. However, this applicaƟon should have been 
submiƩed prior to iniƟaƟng any construcƟon on a second floor. 
 
Simply put, there is absolutely no excuse for this kind of conduct by a property owner in the City of Phoenix. 
Approving this PHO request would be a disservice to the neighborhood and to the integrity of the City's 
adopted development process. 
 
We respecƞully urge the City of Phoenix to deny applicaƟon PHO-1-25--Z-323-79-6 in full. 
 
Thank you for your Ɵme and consideraƟon. 
 
Sincerely, 
 

 

Kurt Waldier, AICP 
Planning Consultant 

GILBERT BLILIE PLLC 
701 N. 44th Street | Phoenix, AZ 85008 
Direct: 480.429.3061 | Main: 480.429.3000 
Email: kwaldier@gilbertblilie.com 
Assistant: Taylor Ellis | 480.429.3122 | tellis@gilbertblilie.com 

 
 
Gilbert Blilie Legal Notice:  
Please note that my email has changed. Please update your contact information for me to include 
my new email address listed in my signature above.  
This electronic message (including any attachment) is covered by the Electronic Communications 
Privacy Act, 18 U.S.C. Sections 2510-2521, is confidential, and may be legally privileged. Also, email is 
not a secure form of communication and as such can be intercepted by entities not connected with 
either party included on the email. If this email has been sent to you in error, please reply to advise the 
sender of the error and then immediately delete this message.  
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Teresa R Garcia

From: Patricia Martin <pmartin2033@yahoo.com>
Sent: Monday, May 19, 2025 9:57 AM
To: PDD PHO
Subject: Case No PHO-1-25--Z-323-79-6; PHO Hearing scheduled for May 21, 2025 at 10:00 a.m. 

(virtual)

 

CAUTION: This email originated outside of the City of Phoenix.  

Do not click links or open attachments unless you know the sender and were expecting this 
email.  

    Report Suspicious     
 

I am opposed to the applicant's request and ask that it be denied in its entirety. 
 
Pat Martin 
2033 E Pasadena Ave 
Phoenix, AZ 85016 
 
pmartin2033@yahoo.com 
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Teresa R Garcia

From: peter-drake <peter-drake@cox.net>
Sent: Monday, May 19, 2025 7:24 AM
To: PDD PHO
Subject: PROTEST AGAINST MODIFICATION OF STIPULATIONS - AGENDA ITEM #5 - PHO-25-

Z-323-79-6

 

CAUTION: This email originated outside of the City of Phoenix.  

Do not click links or open attachments unless you know the sender and were expecting this 
email.  

    Report Suspicious     
 

ATTEN:  Planning Hearing Officer - PHO-25-Z-323-79-6 Agenda Item #5  5/21/2025 Hearing. 
 
In the 45 years since the spot zoning of this isolated parcel at the northwest corner of N. 24th Street 
& E. Missouri Avenue, this single-family residential neighborhood area is virtually identical today as it 
was in 1980.  I was a resident of this neighborhood in 1980. 
 
The original rezoning was widely and strongly protested in 1980. The rezoning was granted ONLY 
because of the stipulations imposed on this site. 
 
There is no justifiable reason to change these stipulations! 
 
Worse - the unpermitted, secretly hidden violations of the stipulations and the City's building code - so 
severe that they were recorded by the City with the Maricopa County Recorder AND the building was 
closed to occupancy by the City for five (5) months -  must be removed and maximum penalties 
imposed to send the message that gross violations of the City's ordinances will not go 
unpunished. 
 
Sincerely, 
Peter Drake 
5210 N 22nd Street 
Member of the Board of the Bartlett Estates Neighborhood Association 
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Laura Moreno 
5505 N 23rd Place 
Phoenix, AZ 85016 

May 19, 2025 

City of Phoenix Planning and Development Department 
Attention: Byron Easton 
200 W Washington St, 2nd Floor 
Phoenix, AZ 85003 

RE: Opposition to PHO-1-25—Z-323-79-6 Located at 5500 N 24th St 
Northwest corner of 24th St and Missouri Ave 

Dear Mr. Easton, 

Thank you for your careful and thoughtful consideration of this letter as it pertains to the abutting 
commercial property of our home located at 5505 N 23rd Place. When my husband and I bought 
our first home together in 2017, we gave extreme consideration to the commercial business that 
shares a wall with the residence. It was only by doing our due diligence prior to purchasing our 
home that we felt comfortable with it. It took fully understanding the specific stipulations and 
processes the owner would need take prior to changing those significant restrictions, to make us 
feel comfortable. 

You can imagine our absolute astonishment in February 2024 when my husband and I 
discovered the current owner had built a second story, pop-out dormer and framing for extremely 
large windows on the west side of his property. This is the side that our house sits on. We were 
further bewildered when we learned he had a re-roofing only permit , and no other permits or 
approvals. We could hardly believe (when it sank in) he had 100% gone around the system and 
process we put our trust and faith into when we bought our home. The biggest disappointment is 
we didn't even consider that the burden could fall on us if the commercial property owner went 
around the legal process that would have included us prior to any changes regarding building 
stipulations and especially actual construction. This is what has now taken place. It's hard to 
even find a word to describe the fact the current property owner, who works in that building 
everyday, didn't try to communicate his plans or seek opinions like a good neighbor would. He 
did what he wanted and is now asking you to modify four major stipulations and to forgive his 
self-serving situation. 

Our existing privacy is at risk by an addition of a second story, especially a second story with 
windows. This isn't a typical developed commercial lot, it was a home prior to 1980, it has no 
real barriers like other CO zoning near by. In fact, any building that is within the same CO 
zoning as this property and is abutting a residential home ,is one story with low, considerable, 
respectable window height. This was brought up in the original rezoning case, and recorded in 
the minutes that the windows wouldn't be above eight feet for the privacy of adjacent neighbors. 
Our property address is specifically noted and recorded in the 1980 city council minutes. 
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Not only are we and the rest of San souci deed restricted to a one story residence, but our home 
sits down-grade to this commercial building creating a towering effect that allows for views not 
only into our yard, but more importantly into our home. 

We are also very concerned about the parking situation as the current lot is full almost daily. No 
doubt our residential streets will have to be used by employees and customers alike. Especially 
as he's planning to add additional tenants with the five proposed offices on the second story. 

Please reject any changes to the current stipulations and conditions on the commercial 
building. It was his burden to adhere to those when he bought the building. His challenges 
today are entirely self-imposed. 

Thank you for taking the time to read this letter and understand our position. 

Sincerely, 

Laura and Bryan Moreno 
5505 N 23rd Place 
Phoenix, Arizona 85016 

C/i /1, 



Case No PHO-16-25-Z-323-79 

To the Planning Officer 

My name is Jim Richard. My wife Laura and I live at 2235 East Marshall Ave. west of the 

subject parcel in the San Souci subdivision. We are in opposition to the request to modify 

the stipulations on the subject property. While a resident of the neighborhood, I am also a 

practicing architect of over 40 years and a Fellow in the American Institute of Architects. 

Our concerns stem from several issues about the subject property and the process that the 

current owner has taken to secure the change in restrictions on the property. 

1. A History Of Skirting The Rules - The publicly facing information from the owner and 

the owner's representation present the case as if it were being done in good faith, 

which is not the case. The owner of the property attempted to make significant 

changes, and expand the area of the building covertly, subverting the permitting 

process. The Property was red tagged and ultimately required to be resubmitted to 

the city and zoning adjustments, which is now under consideration. Unpermitted 

modifications have been made to the property including the construction of a bay 

window on the northeast face and the removal of large trees to permit mountain 

views. 

2. A Mezzanine Was Never Approved - The original zoning/permitting of the subject 
property was approved under specific requirements. This included a ONE STORY 
building, with a storage ATTIC. The reference to a mezzanine is incorrect and 
misleading. A COMMERCIAL BUILDING MEZZANINE is defined as 

"A space that is open to the area below and contained within the same space, 
limited to 1/3 of the space below. And further "A floor shall not be 
considered a story if it is less than thirty-three and one-third percent (33 1/3%) of the 
area of the floor next below it." 

MEZZANINE: Less than 331/3% 
of the area of the 
floor next below it 
in a non-residential 
structure. 
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The applicant's second floor does not meet either of these requirements, it is neither 
open to the floor below nor limited to 1/3 the area of the space below it. Therefore, it 
is a nonconforming floor, which is not permitted by the stipulations and never was. 
In fact, on sheet 7of10 of the original drawings "attic firestopping" is clearly called 
out in note #3 as well as the detail inset. The attempt to redefine the attic as an 
occupiable space is an attempt to treat the expanding of an existing floor level as 
meeting the code which this does not. The attic was never approved for office use or 
occupancy. 

3. Purpose of the Current Zoning - The subject property was granted a CO zoning, 
which specifically states that the zone is designated as a transitional zone between 
residential and higher density commercial zones: 

"The C-O, Commercial Office, Restricted Commercial District, is intended to provide 
office use as an appropriate transition between intense commercial activities and 
nearby residential uses Due to the variety, scale and intensity of office development, 
this district has been established with a General Office and Major Office option. 
Specific performance standards to mitigate negative impacts of office development, 
including standards for screening of mechanical equipment, parking lot screening, 
parking Lot lighting, vehicular access and landscaping will be required at the time of 
development review approval." 

As clearly demonstrated by review of the City of Phoenix Zoning map, this property is 
an island inside adjacent residential zones of lesser density. It does not act as a buffer 

to commercial areas and therefore should respect the density and character of the 

zoning around it. Which includes the limitation of the San Souci Subdivision single 

story development on RE-35 lots. This has a larger implication on the character of the 

neighborhood and the undeveloped properties north along 24th street and west along 

Missouri Road. 

4. Does Not Meet Parking Requirements- The application does not include building 

areas which must be included in the city parking calculations. The documents 

submitted for consideration clearly state the gross area of the building required for 

the parking calculation as 12,192 Square feet, which requires 49 parking spaces, 

rather than the 31 being provided. Additionally, the requirement for accessible 

parking would require 2 accessible spaces and associated access isles. 

Compounding this, it appears from the site plan that the existing parking spaces and 

drive isles do not meet city of phoenix minimum dimensions. 

Respectively Submitted 

James Richard FAIA 



Helen Korrick 
2225 E Marshall Avenue 

Phoenix, AZ 85016 

May 16, 2025 

City of Phoenix Planning and Development Department 

Attention: Byron Easton 

200 W Washington St, 2"d Floor 
Phoenix, AZ 85003 

RE: Opposition to PHO-1-25—Z-323-79-6 Located at 5500 N 24th St 

Northwest corner of 24th St and Missouri Ave 

Dear Mr. Easton, 

I am opposed to the modifications of stipulations proposed for the office building at 

5500 N. 24 Street (Northwest Corner of 24th Street and Missouri Avenue.) 

I was (and still am) a resident of the San Souci neighborhood that abuts this office 

building when the zoning was changed in 1980. Our neighborhood is virtually identical 

to what it was in 1980. The residential neighborhoods on all sides of this one-lot, 

SPOT ZONED, commercial corner have remained basically unchanged in 1980. 

That zoning was granted ONLY because of the stipulations that limited the plan and 

elevations to those submitted at the rezoning hearing, including limiting the height of 

the building and to only one story and, with parking limited to 1 parking space for 

250 square feet of building floor space. 

Even if the proposed modifications of stipulations were acceptable (which they are not) 

the blatant and major violations of the existing zoning stipulations and the City's 

building codes - all so severe that the City recorded the violations with the 

Maricopa County Recorder, and prohibited the building from being occupied for 

five (5) months - makes it MANDITORY THAT THIS CASE BE DENIED IN FULL and 

full penalties be assessed. 

Both our neighborhood and the city needs to send as strong a message as possible 

that zoning and building code violations will not be tolerated. 

Sincerely, 

Helen Korrick 
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Alan Hall 
2208 East Marshall Avenue 
Phoenix, AZ 85016 

May 13, 2025 

City of Phoenix Planning and Development Department 
Attention: Byron Easton 
200 W Washington St, 2' Floor 
Phoenix, AZ 85003 

RE: Opposition to PHO-1-25--Z-323-79-6 Located at 5500 N 24th St 
Northwest corner of 24th St and Missouri Ave 

Dear Mr. Easton, 

I am writing to express my formal OPPOSITION to the PHO-1-25--Z-323-79-6 Located at 5500 N 24th St 
(northwest corner of 24th St and Missouri Ave) requesting the modification of several significant zoning 
stipulations that would permit the expansion of the existing one-story office building. 

We live on Lot 5 of the San Souci subdivision. Our property is held in our Trust, the Hall Family Trust, of 
which my wife and I are the Trustees. We purchased our home in 2015 from my parents. My parents 
purchased the home in 1976. I have lived in the neighborhood off and on for 18 years. Including my 
parents, our family has lived in the same home for 39 years. 

The property that is the subject of the referenced PHO, is located on Lot 17, which is part of the 17-Lot 
San Souci subdivision. While the other 16 lots were restricted to one, single family dwelling through 
recorded Declarations, Lot 17 was not. Although not restricted by the recorded Declarations, very specific 
stipulations were imposed on the construction of the office building. As a result of the City's thoughtful 
and carefully crafted stipulations, the commercial building constructed on Lot 17 blended in nicely with 
residences built on the balance of the lots within the San Souci subdivision. 

I was unable to locate the original, City-approved plans for the commercial building, but as originally 
constructed the building did not have windows above 8 feet in height and, other than potentially for 
storage, from the exterior there was no evidence of a second floor or mezzanine level. This is of particular 
importance because Lot 12, which is improved with a one-story single family residence, is located adjacent 
to and directly west of the commercial building on Lot 17. Even with landscape screening, windows above 
8 feet in height on the west side of the commercial building would result in a direct view into the rear yard 
(and potentially the inside) of the home on Lot 12. 

I strongly urge the Planning and Development Department to review the original plans for the building on 
Lot 17 together with the accompanying stipulations. The proposed improvements to the building appear 
to conflict with those stipulations. 

I am not anti-growth or against repurposing property uses when the circumstances are appropriate. The 
City has carefully and intelligently designed specific growth corridors. The City has also been a strong and 
important ally in protecting well-established and stable neighborhoods. San Souci is such a neighborhood. 
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The nature and character of the commercial corridor along Camelback Road located a half mile to the 
north has changed significantly, and appropriately so, since the development of the San Souci subdivision. 
However, the San Souci subdivision and the immediately surrounding area has not. When the current 
property owner purchased the commercial building on Lot 17, the owner knew what stipulations were 
imposed on the property. Any current hardships experienced by the owner of Lot 17 as a result of the 
long standing stipulations impacting the commercial building are self-imposed. There are no justifiable 
reasons why the original stipulations should not remain in place. Erosion of the existing stipulations will 
almost certainly lead to additional challenges for the loosening of restrictions from property owners of the 
few vacant properties near Lot 17. 

Unfortunately, we will be out of the country at the time of the PHO Hearing on May 21 and unable to 
attend. However, for the reasons set forth above, if the pending request from the owner of the 
commercial building on Lot 17 requires removing, relaxing, or otherwise expanding what is currently 
permitted under the existing stipulations, the City should deny such request. 

Sincerely, 

/ 4(1
Alan Hall 
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Joan Stevie Eller 
2225 E Georgia Ave 
Phoenix, AZ 85016 

May 17, 2025 

City of Phoenix Planning and Development Department 
Attention: Byron Easton 
200 W Washington St, 2nd Floor 
Phoenix, AZ 85003 

RE: Opposition to PHO-1-25—Z-323-79-6 Located at 5500 N 24th St 
Northwest corner of 24th St and Missouri Ave 

Dear Mr. Easton, 

I am writing to express my formal OPPOSITION to the modifications of stipulations 
proposed for the office building at 5500 N. 24 Street (Northwest Corner of 24th Street 
and Missouri Avenue.) Any modification to these significant zoning stipulations would 
permit the expansion of the existing one-story office building and nullify the protections 
and promises made to our neighborhood. 

I have been a resident of Bartlett Estates since 1968, and have lived in my home for 57 
years. I can confirm our neighborhood is virtually identical to what it was in 1980 when 
this property was rezoned from residential to commercial. Residents, including myself, 
strongly opposed the 1980 rezone, and for many reasons. This hearing is highlighting 
one of those reasons; that the commercial owner would try to expand in the future 
leading to the threat of even more commercial expansion. 

This commercial zoning was only approved by the city council based on the strict 
commitments and promises made by the developer. Those are the following: that the 
commercial office would remain a single-story building with a height not to exceed 24 
feet. The parking ratio would be increased to one space for every 250 square feet so 
there would be no overflow onto our local residential streets. Another major condition 
was that it conform to the original site plan and renderings for the privacy and 
respect of neighbors. This is a lone commercial property surrounded by single family 
residences. It cannot be forgotten this isn't a buffer between different types of zoning. 
It's also a reminder of exactly why spot zoning is never a good thing! 

It should not be overlooked that the current property owner negligently attempted to 
illegally construct a second story within the building, in blatant violation of the adopted 
zoning stipulations. He attempted this addition without obtaining permits, approvals or 
inspections from the City of Phoenix. Not only that, but he also disregarded his 
neighbors and our surrounding neighborhoods by his dishonest, disrespectful and self-
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serving actions. In all of my years, and all of the things I've seen this outright deceit is 
appalling and beyond troubling. 

I find it MANDITORY THAT THIS CASE BE DENIED IN FULL and full penalties be 
assessed. This type of behavior should not be tolerated or rewarded by the City. 

Please stand with our neighborhood and send as strong a message that zoning and 
building code violations will not be tolerated. 

Sincerely, 

n Stevie Eller 
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May, 17, 2025 
Angelo Tullo 
1934 E. Camelback Rd 4426 
Phoenix, AZ 85016 

City of Phoenix Planning and Development Department 
Attention: Byron Easton 
200 W Washington St, 2nd Floor 
Phoenix, AZ 85003 

RE: Opposition to PHO-1-25—Z-323-79-6 Located at 5500 N 24th St 
Northwest corner of 24th St and Missouri Ave 

Dear Mr. Easton, 

I am a resident of Phoenix, Arizona and we are writing this letter regards to our 
residence at 2333 E Missouri Ave Phoenix, Arizona 85016 which is directly accross the 
street from the property referenced above. 

We are opposed to any modifications to the roofline of the office building at 5500 N. 
24 Street (Northwest Corner of 24th Street and Missouri Avenue. 

I am a resident of the San Souci neighborhood that abuts this office building and 
understand what occurred when the zoning was changed in 1980. Our neighborhood 
is virtually identical to what it was in 1980. The residential neighborhoods on all sides 
of this one-lot, SPOT ZONED, commercial corner have remained basically unchanged 
since1980. 

I understand that the original zoning variances were granted ONLY because of the 
stipulations that limited the plan and elevations to those submitted at the rezoning 
hearing, including limiting the height of the building and to only one story and, 
with parking limited to 1 parking space for 250 square feet of building floor space. 

My understanding is that the extended construction and delays revolve around 
the owner not having obtained a valid building permit allowing for variations to 
the existing zoning and restrictions. We are opposed to any construction without 
the owner going through a through zoning variance hearing and obtaining that 
variance and obtaining a valid building permit that they adhere to. 

Both our neighborhood and the city needs to send as strong a message as possible 
that zoning and building code violations will not be tolerated. 

Sincerely, 

Angelo Tullo 
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Stamp



CC: Michael J. Lavelle, attorney at Law. 



Robert & Stephanie Martensen Trust 
2301 E. Colter St. 
Phoenix, AZ 85016 

5/18/2025 

City of Phoenix Planning and Development Department 
Attention: Byron Easton 
200 W Washington St, 2nd Floor 
Phoenix, AZ 85003 

RE: Opposition to PHO-1-25--Z-323-79-6 Located at 5500 N 24th St 

Dear Mr. Easton, 

As a concerned neighbor and resident of this community, I am writing to strongly OPPOSE the proposed 
zoning modifications under PHO-1-25-Z-323-79-6 for the property located at 5500 N 24th Street. Any 
prior support I may have provided is hereby WITHDRAWN, as the applicant representatives provided 
incomplete and insufficient information regarding the request. It is now known this was intentional in an 
attempt to mislead our neighborhood into approving something other than what was being presented. 

Previously living in another area of Phoenix where commercial development routinely threaten to 
encroach into our low-profile neighborhood, we have experienced first-hand how detrimental allowing 
just one exception can be. This application would set dangerous precedents for future development that 
will fundamentally alter the character and privacy of our neighborhood. 

The original zoning was approved contingent upon two vitally important promises to the surrounding 
neighborhoods and concerned citizens: 

1. That the structure would remain a single-story office building, preserving the privacy and 
integrity of adjacent homes. 

2. That the parking requirements be enhanced to prevent street congestion and overflow parking 
onto local streets. 

These promises were made to the community, and they matter. Approving this request would not only 
undermine them—it would violate the trust built between the City and its residents. Furthermore, the 
applicant does not meet the required 4 criteria's set forth by the City as it relates to the request. 

Equally troubling is the fact that the property owner attempted to construct a second story without any 
approved permits or inspections, only coming forward with this application after being caught. This 
blatant disregard for the rules should not be excused. 

I respectfully request that the City of Phoenix REJECT this application and hold developers accountable 
to the agreements and commitments they make to our neighborhoods. 

Thank you for your time and consideration. 

Sincerely, 

(.l1 O) cortRry r 

Stephanie Martensen 
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Marilyn G. Ticknor, Trustee 
Ticknor Family Trust 
2325 E. Montebello Ave. 
Phoenix, AZ 85016 

May 13, 2025 

City of Phoenix Planning and Development Department 
ATTN: Byron Easton 
200 W. Washington St, 2nd Floor 
Phoenix, AZ 85003 

RE: Opposition to PHO-1-25-Z-323-79-6 located at 5500 N 24th St 
Northwest Corner of 24th St and Missouri Ave. 

Dear Mr. Easton, 

When I first learned of this project it was to add 1,000 sq. feet to an existing mezzanine. 
There was no mezzanine in the 1980 stipulations, so in effect the addition is much larger 
than it would appear to be. 

The privacy of adjacent homes will be violated by windows on this "mezzanine" addition 
which look onto their properties. 

The extra parking will add to congestion at 24th and Missouri, as the exit to Missouri is 
very close to the light at 24th and Missouri. This is already a congested area, especially 
at rush hour times. Cars come around that corner, sometimes rather quickly, and I can 
see an increase in accidents with more parking in the parking lot. 

The promises in the 1980 stipulations protect the neighbors from commercial inroads to 
a very pleasant community. I understand that the owner has added already to the 
building to establish a mezzanine and to add windows on that upper story that are 
currently covered up. This is all without a zoning change, or proper permits, or 
hearings about such changes. 

I respectfully request that the City of Phoenix REJECT this application and hold 
developers accountable to the agreements and commitment they make to our 
neighborhoods. That we "have already done a lot of it" is no excuse for blatent 
disregard of previous agreements. 

I appreciate your consideration of these observations. 

Your truly, 

Marilyn G. Ticknor 
Trustee 
Ticknor Trust agreement 
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StEVE �lnJ� 

�l f /vWJ,-IB8Elv. .At.JG 
Phoenix, AZ 85016 

May 15, 2025 

City of Phoenix Planning and Development Department 
Attention: Byron Easton 
200 W Washington St, 2nd Floor 
Phoenix, AZ 85003 

RE: Opposition to PHO-1-25-Z-323-79-6 Located at 5500 N 24th St 
Northwest corner of 24th St and Missouri Ave 

Dear Mr. Easton, 

As a concerned neighbor and resident of this community, I am writing to strongly OPPOSE the proposed 
zoning modifications under PHO-1-25-Z-323-79-6 for the property located at 5500 N 24th Street. This 
application would set dangerous precedents for future development that will fundamentally alter the 
character and privacy of our neighborhood. 

The original zoning was approved contingent upon two vitally important promises to the surrounding 
neighborhoods and concerned citizens: 

1. That the structure would remain a single-story office building, preserving the privacy and
integrity of adjacent homes.

2. That the parking requirements be enhanced to prevent street congestion and overflow parking
onto loca I streets.

These promises were made to the community, and they matter. Approving this request would not only 
undermine them-it would violate the trust built between the City and its residents. 

Equally troubling is the fact that the property owner attempted to construct a second story without any 
approved permits or inspections, only coming forward with this application after being caught. This 
blatant disregard for the rules should not be excused. 

I respectfully request that the City of Phoenix REJECT this application and hold developers accountable 
to the agreements and commitments they make to our neighborhoods. 

Thank you for your time and consideration. 

Sincerely, 

Teresa Garcia
Stamp



Teresa Garcia
Stamp



Teresa Garcia
Stamp



Teresa Garcia
Stamp



Teresa Garcia
Stamp



Teresa Garcia
Stamp



Jeff Pyburn 
2234 E. Missouri Avenue 
Phoenix, Arizona 85016 

May 5, 2025 

City of Phoenix Planning and Development Department 
Attention: Byron Easton 
200 W Washington St, 2"d Floor 
Phoenix, AZ 85003 

RE: Opposition to PHO-1-25—Z-323-79-6 Located at 5500 N 24t11 St 
Northwest corner of 24th St and Missouri Ave 

Dear Mr. Easton, 

As a concerned neighbor and resident of this community, I am writing to strongly OPPOSE the 
proposed zoning modifications under PHO-1-25-Z-323-79-6 for the property located at 5500 N 
24th Street. This application would set dangerous precedents for future development that will 
fundamentally alter the character and privacy of our neighborhood. 

The original zoning was approved contingent upon two vitally important promises to the 
surrounding neighborhoods and concerned citizens: 

1. That the structure would remain a single-story office building, preserving the privacy and 
integrity of adjacent homes. 

2. That the parking requirements be enhanced to prevent street congestion and overflow 
parking onto local streets. 

These promises were made to the community, and they matter. Approving this request would not 
only undermine them—it would violate the trust built between the City and its residents. 

Equally troubling is the fact that the property owner attempted to construct a second story 
without any approved permits or inspections, only coming forward with this application after 
being caught. This blatant disregard for the rules should not be excused. 

I respectfully request that the City of Phoenix REJECT this application and hold developers 
accountable to the agreements and commitments they make to our neighborhoods. 

Thank you for your time and consideration. 

Sincerely, 

Jeff Pyburn 

Teresa Garcia
Stamp



David B Sciotto, David B Sciotto Living Trust 
2302 E. Marshall Ave 
Phoenix, AZ 85016 

5-11-2025 

City of Phoenix Planning and Development Department 
Attention: Byron Easton 
200 W Washington St, 2nd Floor 
Phoenix, AZ 85003 

RE: Opposition to PHO-1-25--Z-323-79-6 Located at 5500 N 24th St 
Northwest corner of 24th St and Missouri Ave 

Dear Mr. Easton, 

I am writing to express my formal OPPOSITION to the PHO-1-25—Z-323-79-6 Located at 5500 N 24th St 
(northwest corner of 24th St and Missouri Ave) requesting the modification of several significant zoning 
stipulations that would permit the expansion of the existing one-story office building. 

The prior zoning case (Z-323-79) was only approved by the City Council based on the strict commitments 
and promises made by the developer, particularly the following: 

1. That the office building would remain as a single-story building, protecting the privacy of our 
adjacent residential neighborhood. 

2. That the parking ratio would be increased to be one space for every 250 square feet, ensuring 
that the site would have sufficient parking and would not overflow onto our local residential 
streets. 

However, this request is proposing to eliminate these significant commitments and protections for the 
neighborhood and greatly expand the office building. I urge the City of Phoenix to uphold their 
commitments and promises that were made to the adjacent neighbors in the originally approved zoning 
for the commercial office property and to DENY PHO-1-25—Z-323-79-6. 

Furthermore, it should not be forgotten that this property owner negligently attempted to illegally 
construct the second story of the office building, in blatant violation of the adopted zoning stipulations, 
without first obtaining the appropriate permits and approvals from the City of Phoenix. The property 
owner is only just now asking the City to retroactively approve the non-permitted construction after he 
was caught red-handed. This type of behavior should not be tolerated or rewarded by the City. 

Sincerely, 
David B Sciotto 

Teresa Garcia
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Jane Ehrlich 

2247 E. Marshall Ave. 

Phoenix, AZ 85016 

May 3 2025 

City of Phoenix Planning and Development Department 

Attention: Byron Easton 

200 W Washington St, 2nd Floor 

Phoenix, AZ 85003 

RE: Opposition to PHO-1-25 —Z-323-79-6 Located at 5500 N 24th St 

Northwest corner of 24th St and Missouri Ave 

Dear Mr. Easton, 

I am writing to express my formal OPPOSITION to the PHO-1-25 —Z-323-79-6. Located at 

5500 N 24th St (northwest corner of 24th St and Missouri Ave), it requests the modification of 

several significant zoning stipulations that would permit the expansion of the existing one-story 

office building. 

Any prior support of this application on my behalf was based on incomplete and insufficiently 

detailed information regarding the proposed project and shall be WITHDRAWN. 

The prior zoning case (Z-323-79) was only approved by the City Council based on the strict 

commitments and promises made by the developer, particularly the following: 

I . That the office building would remain as a single-story building, protecting the privacy of our 

adjacent residential neighborhood. 

2. That the parking ratio would be increased to be one space for every 250 square feet, ensuring 

that the site would have sufficient parking and would not overflow onto our local residential 

streets. 

Teresa Garcia
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However, this request is proposing to eliminate these significant commitments and protections 
for the neighborhood and greatly expand the office building. I urge the City of Phoenix to uphold 
their commitments and promises that were made to the adjacent neighbors in the originally 
approved zoning for the commercial office property and to DENY PHO-1-25—Z-323-79-6. 

Furthermore, it should not be forgotten that this property owner negligently attempted to illegally 
construct the second story of the office building, in blatant violation of the adopted zoning 
stipulations, without first obtaining the appropriate permits and approvals from the City of 
Phoenix. The property owner is only just now asking the City to retroactively approve the non-
permitted construction after he was caught red-handed. This type of behavior should not be 
tolerated or rewarded by the City. 

Sincerely, 

J.)eEhrl
yyte_etAAf L,GL---- 

P.S. It will have been noted by your representatives who visited my home last week with 
information that I signed their form, agreeing to proposed plans. Please be informed: I hereby 
RESCIND my signature as the information given to me was incorrect; indeed, I specifically 
pointed out that neighbors were concerned about the possibility of their right to privacy being 
invaded by the structure. I was assured that this was not the case. That has not proved to be true. 

On a perhaps slightly less crucial note; at the time, my only concern was seeing a huge swath of 
water-hungry lawn; another concern of mine is an eco-logical one; at a time and place where 
drought is a very real issue, the last thing we need is another plot of land with huge amounts of 
water being required for an acceptably `green' lawn. There are other options for acceptable 
landscaping:please consider investigating those. Other neighbors (not to mention businesses) 
have adapted their landscaping to the climate in which they live; I would respectfully expect you 
to do the same. I was assured by your representatives that the matter would be brought up with 

you. 



David M. Baratz, M.D. 
Sharon Jacobs-Baratz 
Married Couple Living Together 
2310 E. Marshall Ave. 
Phoenix, AZ 85016 

5/4/2025 

City of Phoenix Planning and Development Department 
Attention: Byron Easton 
200 W Washington St, 2nd Floor 
Phoenix, AZ 85003 

RE: Opposition to PHO-1-25—Z-323-79-6 Located at 5500 N 24th St 
Northwest corner of 24th St and Missouri Ave 

Dear Mr. Easton, 

We are writing to confirm our OPPOSITION to PHO-1-25--Z-323-79-6, which seeks to modify zoning stipulations at 5500 N 24th Street. 

We do not support the expansion of commercial uses in our neighborhood. We chose to live in this community based on the commitments that the City has made. The neighborhoods surrounding this site are entirely low-density residential areas, and should remain as such. The approval of this request would support the expansion of this office building, setting a precedent that additional multistory commercial uses are supported in our neighborhood, which would cause dramatic impacts to the quality of life that has been established here. 

Moreover, it is egregious that the property owner previously attempted to construct a second story without first obtaining the proper permits or approvals, in direct violation of the zoning stipulations that are intended to protect adjacent neighbors. Only after being caught did the owner submit this 
retroactive request. Such disregard for legal process should not be condoned or rewarded. 

For these reasons, I respectfully urge the City of Phoenix to DENY PHO-1-25—Z-323-79-6 and uphold the promises originally made to the surrounding community and not let developers and property owners get away with such disrespect of the law. 

Sincerely, 
David M. Baratz, M.D. 

Sharon Jacobs-Baratz 

Married Couple Living Together 
Co-Owners 
2310 E. Marshall Ave. 
Phoenix, AZ 84016 
Property is held in Trust as the David M. and Sharon B. Jacobs Baratz Trust. Tax ID # 155-40-9698. 
Date of Execution: 10/25/1996. Prepared by Bradley S. Hahn, Attorney at Law- Hahn Law Office 

Teresa Garcia
Stamp



Michael Kuwabara 
5510 N 23rd pl 
Phoenix, AZ 85016 

5/5/2025 

City of Phoenix Planning and Development Department 
Attention: Byron Easton 
200 W Washington St, 2nd Floor 
Phoenix, AZ 85003 

RE: Opposition to PHO-1-25—Z-323-79-6 Located at 5500 N 24th St 
Northwest corner of 24th St and Missouri Ave 

Dear Mr. Easton, 

As a concerned neighbor and resident of this community, I am writing to strongly OPPOSE the proposed 
zoning modifications under PHO-1-25-Z-323-79-6 for the property located at 5500 N 24th Street. This 
application would set dangerous precedents for future development that will fundamentally alter the 
character and privacy of our neighborhood. 

The original zoning was approved contingent upon two vitally important promises to the surrounding 
neighborhoods and concerned citizens: 

1. That the structure would remain a single-story office building, preserving the privacy and 
integrity of adjacent homes. 

2. That the parking requirements be enhanced to prevent street congestion and overflow parking 
onto local streets. 

These promises were made to the community, and they matter. Approving this request would not only 
undermine them—it would violate the trust built between the City and its residents. 

Equally troubling is the fact that the property owner attempted to construct a second story without any 
approved permits or inspections, only coming forward with this application after being caught. This 
blatant disregard for the rules should not be excused. 

I respectfully request that the City of Phoenix REJECT this application and hold developers accountable 
to the agreements and commitments they make to our neighborhoods. 

Thank you for your time and consideration. 

Sincerely, 

Micha
-i)efetfi.•e—d----- 

Kuwabara 
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Susan Davison 
1925 East Rose Lane 
Phoenix, AZ 85016 

May 15, 2025 

City of Phoenix Planning and Development Department 
Attention: Byron Easton 
200 W Washington St, 2nd Floor 
Phoenix, AZ 85003 

RE: Opposition to PHO-1-25—Z-323-79-6 Located at 5500 N 24th St 
Northwest corner of 24th St and Missouri Ave 

Dear Mr. Easton, 

I am writing to confirm my OPPOSITION to PHO-1-25---Z-323-79-6, which seeks to modify zoning 
stipulations at 5500 N 24th Street. Any prior support I may have provided is hereby WITHDRAWN, as it 
was based on incomplete and insufficient information about the request. 

I do not support the expansion of commercial uses in our neighborhood. We chose to live in this 
community based on the commitments that the City has made. The neighborhoods surrounding this site 
are entirely low-density residential areas, and should remain as such. The approval of this request would 
support the expansion of this office building, setting a precedent that additional multistory commercial 
uses are supported in our neighborhood, which would cause dramatic impacts to the quality of life that 
has been established here. 

Moreover, it is egregious that the property owner previously attempted to construct a second story 
without first obtaining the proper permits or approvals, in direct violation of the zoning stipulations 
that are intended to protect adjacent neighbors. Only after being caught did the owner submit this 
retroactive request. Such disregard for legal process should not be condoned or rewarded 

For these reasons, I respectfully urge the City of Phoenix to DENY PHO-1-25—Z-323-79-6 and uphold the 
promises originally made to the surrounding community and not let developers and property owners get 
away with such disrespect of the law. 

Sincerely, 

B. Susan Davison 

Teresa Garcia
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Kristina Suntay 
5510 N 23rd pl 
Phoenix, AZ 85016 

5/5/2025 

City of Phoenix Planning and Development Department 
Attention: Byron Easton 
200 W Washington St, 2nd Floor 
Phoenix, AZ 85003 

RE: Opposition to PHO-1-25—Z-323-79-6 Located at 5500 N 24th St 
Northwest corner of 24th St and Missouri Ave 

Dear Mr. Easton, 

As a concerned neighbor and resident of this community, I am writing to strongly OPPOSE the proposed 
zoning modifications under PHO-1-25-Z-323-79-6 for the property located at 5500 N 24th Street. This 
application would set dangerous precedents for future development that will fundamentally alter the 
character and privacy of our neighborhood. 

The original zoning was approved contingent upon two vitally important promises to the surrounding 
neighborhoods and concerned citizens: 

1. That the structure would remain a single-story office building, preserving the privacy and 
integrity of adjacent homes. 

2. That the parking requirements be enhanced to prevent street congestion and overflow parking 
onto local streets. 

These promises were made to the community, and they matter. Approving this request would not only 
undermine them—it would violate the trust built between the City and its residents. 

Equally troubling is the fact that the property owner attempted to construct a second story without any 
approved permits or inspections, only coming forward with this application after being caught. This 
blatant disregard for the rules should not be excused. 

I respectfully request that the City of Phoenix REJECT this application and hold developers accountable 
to the agreements and commitments they make to our neighborhoods. 

Thank you for your time and consideration. 

Sincerely, 

/rivi/zict %Soh,' 

Kristina Suntay 
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Stephen Burg 
2014 E. Solano Dr. 
Phoenix, AZ 85016 

May 15, 2025 

City of Phoenix Planning and Development Department 
Attention: Byron Easton 
200 W Washington St, 2nd Floor 
Phoenix, AZ 85003 

RE: Opposition to PHO-1-25—Z-323-79-6 Located at 5500 N 24th St 
Northwest corner of 24th St and Missouri Ave 

Dear Mr. Easton, 

I am writing to express my formal and vehement OPPOSITION to the PHO-1-25—Z-323-79-6 located at 
5500 N 24th St (northwest corner of 24th St and Missouri Ave) requesting the modification of several 
significant zoning stipulations that would permit the expansion of the existing one-story office building. 
THIS REQUEST IS OUTRAGEOUS AND MUST BE DENIED!!! 

The prior zoning case (Z-323-79) was only approved by the City Council based on the strict commitments 
and promises made by the developer, particularly the following: 

1. That the office building would remain as a single-story building, protecting the privacy of our 
adjacent residential neighborhood. 

2. That the parking ratio would be increased to be one space for every 250 square feet, ensuring 
that the site would have sufficient parking and would not overflow onto our local residential 
streets. 

However, this request is proposing to eliminate these significant commitments and protections for the 
neighborhood and greatly expand the office building. I urge the City of Phoenix to uphold their 
commitments and promises that were made to the adjacent neighbors in the originally approved zoning 
for the commercial office property and to DENY PHO-1-25—Z-323-79-6. 

Furthermore, it should not be forgotten that this property owner negligently attempted to illegally 
construct the second story of the office building, in blatant violation of the adopted zoning stipulations, 
without first obtaining the appropriate permits and approvals from the City of Phoenix. The property 
owner is only just now asking the City to retroactively approve the non-permitted construction after he 
was caught red-handed. This type of behavior should NOT be tolerated or rewarded by the City. 

Sincerely, 
Stephen Burg 

Teresa Garcia
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Lucas Haan 
5718 North 24th Street 
Phoenix, AZ 85016 

May 17, 2025 

City of Phoenix Planning and Development Department 
Attention: Byron Easton 
200 W Washington St, 2nd Floor 
Phoenix, AZ 85003 

RE: Opposition to PHO-1-25—Z-323-79-6 Located at 5500 N 24th St 
Northwest corner of 24th St and Missouri Ave 

Dear Mr. Easton, 

I am writing to confirm my OPPOSITION to PHO-1-25—Z-323-79-6, which seeks to modify zoning 
stipulations at 5500 N 24th Street. Any prior support I may have provided is hereby WITHDRAWN, as it 
was based on incomplete and insufficient information about the request. 

I do not support the expansion of commercial uses in our neighborhood. We chose to live in this 
community based on the commitments that the City has made. The neighborhoods surrounding this site 
are entirely low-density residential areas, and should remain as such. The approval of this request would 
support the expansion of this office building, setting a precedent that additional multistory commercial 
uses are supported in our neighborhood, which would cause dramatic impacts to the quality of life that 
has been established here. 

Moreover, it is egregious that the property owner previously attempted to construct a second story 
without first obtaining the proper permits or approvals, in direct violation of the zoning stipulations that 
are intended to protect adjacent neighbors. Only after being caught did the owner submit this 
retroactive request. Such disregard for legal process should not be condoned or rewarded. 

For these reasons, I respectfully urge the City of Phoenix to DENY PHO-1-25—Z-323-79-6 and uphold the 
promises originally made to the surrounding community and not let developers and property owners get 
away with such disrespect of the law. 

Sincerely, 

`.-/Lucas H 
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ABC0456 LLC 
2220 E Marshall Ave 
Phoenix, AZ 85016 

5/10/2025 

City of Phoenix Planning and Development 
Department Attention: Byron Easton 
200 W Washington St, 2nd Floor 
Phoenix, AZ 85003 

RE: Opposition to PHO-1-25—Z-323-79-6 Located at 5500 N 24th St 
Northwest corner of 24th St and Missouri Ave 

Dear Mr. Easton, 

I am writing to express my formal OPPOSITION to the PHO-1-25—Z-323-79-6 Located at 5500 N 24th St 
(northwest corner of 24th St and Missouri Ave) requesting the modification of several significant zoning 
stipulations that would permit the expansion of the existing one-story office building. 

Any prior support of this application on my behalf was based on incomplete and insufficiently detailed 
information regarding the proposed project and shall be WITHDRAWN. 

The prior zoning case (Z-323-79) was only approved by the City Council based on the strict commitments 
and promises made by the developer, particularly the following: 

1. That the office building would remain as a single-story building, protecting the privacy of our 
adjacent residential neighborhood. 

2. That the parking ratio would be increased to be one space for every 250 square feet, ensuring 
that the site would have sufficient parking and would not overflow onto our local residential 
streets. 

However, this request is proposing to eliminate these significant commitments and protections for the 
neighborhood and greatly expand the office building. I urge the City of Phoenix to uphold their 
commitments and promises that were made to the adjacent neighbors in the originally approved zoning 
for the commercial office property and to DENY PHO-1-25—Z-323-79-6. 

Furthermore, it should not be forgotten that this property owner negligently attempted to illegally 
construct the second story of the office building, in blatant violation of the adopted zoning stipulations, 
without first obtaining the appropriate permits and approvals from the City of Phoenix. The property 
owner is only just now asking the City to retroactively approve the non-permitted construction after he 
was caught red-handed. This type of behavior should not be tolerated or rewarded by the City. 

Sincerely, 

_1000 5.7-11-CUCD
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Larry and Margaret Ostendorf 
2201 E. Montebello Ave. 

Phoenix, AZ 85016 

May 16, 2025 

City of Phoenix Planning and Development Department 

Attention: Byron Easton 
200 W Washington St, 21d Floor 

Phoenix, AZ 85003 

RE: Opposition to PHO-1-25—Z-323-79-6 Located at 5500 N 24th St 

Northwest corner of 24th St and Missouri Ave 

Dear Mr. Easton, 

As a concerned neighbor and resident of this community, I am writing to strongly OPPOSE the proposed 

zoning modifications under PHO-1-25-Z-323-79-6 for the property located at 5500 N 24th Street. This 

application would set dangerous precedents for future development that will fundamentally alter the 

character and privacy of our neighborhood. 

The original zoning was approved contingent upon two vitally important promises to the surrounding 

neighborhoods and concerned citizens: 
1. That the structure would remain a single-story office building, preserving the privacy and 

integrity of adjacent homes. 

2. That the parking requirements be enhanced to prevent street congestion and overflow parking 

onto local streets. 

These promises were made to the community, and they matter. Approving this request would not only 

undermine them—it would violate the trust built between the City and its residents. 

Equally troubling is the fact that the property owner attempted to construct a second story without any 

approved permits or inspections, only coming forward with this application after being caught. This 

blatant disregard for the rules should not be excused. 

I respectfully request that the City of Phoenix REJECT this application and hold developers accountable 

to the agreements and commitments they make to our neighborhoods. 

Thank you for your time and consideration. 

Sincerely, 

Larry Ostendorf ret Ostendorf 

Teresa Garcia
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James Kennedy 
5748 N 2e St 
Phoenix, AZ 85016 
Property is held in the: James C and Patricia M O Kennedy Trust 

16 May 2025 

City of Phoenix Planning and Development Department 
Attention: Byron Easton 
200 W Washington St, 2nd Floor 
Phoenix, AZ 85003 

RE: Opposition to PHO-1-25—Z-323-79-6 Located at 5500 N 24th St 
Northwest corner of 24th St and Missouri Ave 

Dear Mr. Easton, 

As a concerned neighbor and resident of this community, I am writing to strongly OPPOSE the proposed 
zoning modifications under PHO-1-25-Z-323-79-6 for the property located at 5500 N 24th Street. This 
application would set dangerous precedents for future development that will fundamentally alter the 
character and privacy of our neighborhood. 

The original zoning was approved contingent upon two vitally important promises to the surrounding 
neighborhoods and concerned citizens: 

1. That the structure would remain a single-story office building, preserving the privacy and 
integrity of adjacent homes. 

2. That the parking requirements be enhanced to prevent street congestion and overflow parking 
onto local streets. 

These promises were made to the community, and they matter. Approving this request would not only 
undermine them—it would violate the trust built between the City and its residents. 

Equally troubling is the fact that the property owner attempted to construct a second story without any 
approved permits or inspections, only coming forward with this application after being caught. 
Furthermore, it should not be forgotten that this property owner negligently attempted to illegally 
construct the second story of the office building, in blatant violation of the adopted zoning stipulations, 
without first obtaining the appropriate permits and approvals from the City of Phoenix. The property 
owner is only just now asking the City to retroactively approve the non-permitted construction after he 
was caught red-handed. This type of behavior should not be tolerated or rewarded by the City. 

I respectfully request that the City of Phoenix REJECT this application and hold developers accountable 
to the agreements and commitments they make to our neighborhoods. 

Thank you for your time and consideration. 

Sincerely, 

Teresa Garcia
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Kathryn Schillinger 
2038 East Montebello Avenue 
Phoenix, AZ 85016 

May 15, 2025 

City of Phoenix Planning and Development Department 
Attention: Byron Easton 
200 W Washington St, 2"d Floor 
Phoenix, AZ 85003 

RE: Opposition to PHO-1-25—Z-323-79-6 Located at 5500 N 24th St 
Northwest corner of 24th St and Missouri Ave 

Dear Mr. Easton, 

As a concerned neighbor and resident of this community, I am writing to strongly OPPOSE the proposed 
zoning modifications under PHO-1-25-Z-323-79-6 for the property located at 5500 N 24th Street. This 
application would set dangerous precedents for future development that will fundamentally alter the 
character and privacy of our neighborhood. 

The original zoning was approved contingent upon two vitally important promises to the surrounding 
neighborhoods and concerned citizens: 

1. That the structure would remain a single-story office building, preserving the privacy and 
integrity of adjacent homes. 

2. That the parking requirements be enhanced to prevent street congestion and overflow parking 
onto local streets. 

These promises were made to the community, and they matter. Approving this request would not only 
undermine them—it would violate the trust built between the City and its residents. 

Equally troubling is the fact that the property owner attempted to construct a second story without any 

approved permits or inspections, only coming forward with this application after being caught. This 

blatant disregard for the rules should not be excused. 

I respectfully request that the City of Phoenix REJECT this application and hold developers accountable 

to the agreements and commitments they make to our neighborhoods. 

Thank you for your time and consideration. 

Sincerely, 

Kathryn Schillinger 

Teresa Garcia
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Ulya & Tariq Khan 
2320 E Marshall Ave 
Phoenix, AZ 85016 
4th May 2025 

City of Phoenix Planning and Development Department 
Attention: Byron Easton 
200 W Washington St, 2n° Floor 
Phoenix, AZ 85003 

RE: Opposition to PHO-1-25—Z-323-79-6 Located at 5500 N 24' St 
Northwest corner of 24th St and Missouri Ave 

Dear Mr. Easton, 

I am writing to confirm my OPPOSITION to PHO-1-25—Z-323-79-6, which seeks to modify zoning 
stipulations at 5500 N 24th Street. Any prior support I may have provided is hereby WITHDRAWN, as it 
was based on incomplete and insufficient information about the request. 

I do not support the expansion of commercial uses in our neighborhood. We chose to live in this 
community based on the commitments that the City has made. The neighborhoods surrounding this site 
are entirely low-density residential areas, and should remain as such. The approval of this request would 
support the expansion of this office building, setting a precedent that additional multistory commercial 
uses are supported in our neighborhood, which would cause dramatic impacts to the quality of life that 
has been established here. 

Moreover, it is egregious that the property owner previously attempted to construct a second story 
without first obtaining the proper permits or approvals, in direct violation of the zoning stipulations that 
are intended to protect adjacent neighbors. Only after being caught did the owner submit this 
retroactive request. Such disregard for legal process should not be condoned or rewarded. 

For these reasons, I respectfully urge the City of Phoenix to DENY PHO-1-25—Z-323-79-6 and uphold the 
promises originally made to the surrounding community and not let developers and property owners get 

away with such disrespect of the law. 

Sincerely, 
Tari han Ulya Chan 

Teresa Garcia
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Beau & Sandra Ralphs, TTEs, Ralphs Trust dtd 1/13/22 
6315 N. 20th St 
Phoenix, AZ 85016 

5/18/2025 

City of Phoenix Planning and Development Department 
Attention: Byron Easton 
200 W Washington St, 2'd Floor 
Phoenix, AZ 85003 

RE: Opposition to PHO-1-25—Z-323-79-6 Located at 5500 N 24th St 
Northwest corner of 24th St and Missouri Ave 

Dear Mr. Easton, 

I am writing to formally express my strong opposition to the proposed zoning modification PHO-
1-25-Z-323-79-6 for the property located at 5500 N 24th Street. Please consider any previous 
indication of support withdrawn, as that position was based on incomplete and misleading 
information about the scope and impact of the request. 

I am firmly against any effort to expand commercial uses within our residential neighborhood. 
One of the primary reasons we chose to live in this area was the City's commitment to preserving 
the low-density residential character that defines it. The surrounding communities are comprised 
entirely of single-family homes, and the introduction or expansion of multistory commercial 
developments would significantly degrade the quality of life for nearby residents. Approval of 
this request would establish an alarming precedent for future encroachments of commercial 
projects into established neighborhoods. 

Additionally, I am deeply concerned by the property owner's previous unauthorized attempt to 
add a second story to the building without acquiring the required permits or approvals. This was 
a direct violation of the zoning stipulations designed to protect neighboring properties. The 
current application appears to be a reactionary effort to legitimize a project that was already 
underway without consent—an approach that should not be encouraged or validated. 

I respectfully urge the City to reject this request and reinforce the commitments made to this 
community. Upholding the integrity of our zoning laws is essential to maintaining public trust 
and protecting our neighborhoods from inappropriate development. 

Sincerely, 

Beau Ralphs 
Beau and Sandra Ralphs 

Teresa Garcia
Stamp
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R. Marcus Dell'Artino (Eredita Trust) 
6121 N. 22nd Street 
Phoenix, AZ 85016 

May 18, 2025 

City of Phoenix Planning and Development Department 
Attention: Byron Easton 
200 W Washington St, 2nd Floor 
Phoenix, AZ 85003 

RE: Opposition to PHO-1-25-Z-323.79-6 Located at 5500 N 240 St 
Northwest corner of 24th St and Missouri Ave 

Dear Mr. Easton, 

I am writing to confirm my OPPOSITION to PHO-1-25—Z-323-79-6, which seeks to modify zoning 
stipulations at 5500 N 24th Street. 

I do not support the expansion of commercial uses in our neighborhood. We chose to live in this 
community based on the commitments that the City has made. The neighborhoods surrounding this site 
are entirely low-density residential areas, and should remain as such. The approval of this request would 
support the expansion of this office building, setting a precedent that additional multistory commercial 
uses are supported in our neighborhood, which would cause dramatic impacts to the quality of life that 
has been established here. 

Moreover, it is egregious that the property owner previously attempted to construct a second story 
without first obtaining the proper permits or approvals, in direct violation of the zoning stipulations that 
are intended to protect adjacent neighbors. Only after being caught did the owner submit this 
retroactive request. Such disregard for legal process should not be condoned or rewarded. 

Furthermore, it sets a precedent that will last forever and tells others to not seek approvals through 
proper channels, but rather just beg for forgiveness after you have gotten what you want. 

For these reasons, I respectfully urge the City of Phoenix to DENY PHO-1-25—Z-323-79-6 and uphold the 
promises originally made to the surrounding community and not let developers and property owners get 

away with such disrespect of the law 

Sincerely, 

/'46ke(A) / 7

'Marcus Dell'Artino 

Teresa Garcia
Stamp



Kathryn Langmade 
2218 E Missouri Avenue 
Phoenix, AZ 85016 

May 17, 2025 

City of Phoenix Planning and Development Department 
Attention: Byron Easton 
200 W Washington St, 2nd Floor 
Phoenix, AZ 85003 

RE: Opposition to PHO-1-25—Z-323-79-6 Located at 5500 N 24th St 
Northwest corner of 24th St and Missouri Ave 

Dear Mr. Easton, 

As a concerned neighbor and resident of this community, I am writing to strongly OPPOSE the proposed 
zoning modifications under PHO-1-25-Z-323-79-6 for the property located at 5500 N 24th Street. This 
application would set dangerous precedents for future development that will fundamentally alter the 
character and privacy of our neighborhood. 

The original zoning was approved contingent upon two vitally important promises to the surrounding 
neighborhoods and concerned citizens: 

1. That the structure would remain a single-story office building, preserving the privacy and 
integrity of adjacent homes. 

2. That the parking requirements be enhanced to prevent street congestion and overflow parking 
onto local streets. 

These promises were made to the community, and they matter. Approving this request would not only 
undermine them—it would violate the trust built between the City and its residents. 

Equally troubling is the fact that the property owner attempted to construct a second story without any 
approved permits or inspections, only coming forward with this application after being caught. This 
blatant disregard for the rules should not be excused. 

I respectfully request that the City of Phoenix REJECT this application and hold developers accountable 
to the agreements and commitments they make to our neighborhoods. 

Thank you for your time and consideration. 

Sincerely, 
/1? 

1-c/olfi v r&i 

Kathryn J Langmade 

Teresa Garcia
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Andrew Langmade 
2218 East Missouri Avenue 
Phoenix, AZ 85016 
alangmade@maloneyaz.com 
Cell: 602-376-7702 

May 17, 2025 

City of Phoenix Planning and Development Department 
Attention: Byron Easton 
200 W Washington St, 2nd Floor 
Phoenix, AZ 85003 

RE: Opposition to PHO-1-25—Z-323-79-6 Located at 5500 N 24th St 
Northwest corner of 24th St and Missouri Ave 

Dear Mr. Easton, 

I am writing to express my formal OPPOSITION to the PHO-1-25—Z-323-79-6 Located at 5500 N 24th St 
(northwest corner of 24th St and Missouri Ave) requesting the modification of several significant zoning 
stipulations that would permit the expansion of the existing one-story office building. 

Any prior support of this application on my behalf was based on incomplete and insufficiently detailed 
information regarding the proposed project and shall be WITHDRAWN. 

The prior zoning case (Z-323-79) was only approved by the City Council based on the strict commitments 
and promises made by the developer, particularly the following: 

1. That the office building would remain as a single-story building, protecting the privacy of our 
adjacent residential neighborhood. 

2. That the parking ratio would be increased to be one space for every 250 square feet, ensuring 
that the site would have sufficient parking and would not overflow onto our local residential 
streets. 

However, this request is proposing to eliminate these significant commitments and protections for the 
neighborhood and greatly expand the office building. I urge the City of Phoenix to uphold their 
commitments and promises that were made to the adjacent neighbors in the originally approved zoning 
for the commercial office property and to DENY PHO-1-25—Z-323-79-6. 

Furthermore, it should not be forgotten that this property owner negligently attempted to illegally 
construct the second story of the office building, in blatant violation of the adopted zoning stipulations, 
without first obtaining the appropriate permits and approvals from the City of Phoenix. The property 
owner is only just now asking the City to retroactively approve the non-permitted construction after he 

was caught red-handed. This type of behavior should not be tolerated or rewarded by the City. 

Andrew Langmade 

Teresa Garcia
Stamp



Nathan and Lanie Zigler 
5606 N. 24th St. 
Phoenix, AZ 85016 

05/13/2025 

City of Phoenix Planning and Development Department 
Attention: Byron Easton 
200 W Washington St, 2nd Floor 
Phoenix, AZ 85003 

RE: Opposition to PHO-1-25—Z-323-79-6 Located at 5500 N 24 th St 
Northwest corner of 24th St and Missouri Ave 

Dear Mr. Easton, 
I am writing to confirm my OPPOSITION to PHO-1-25—Z-323-79-6, which seeks to modify 
zoning stipulations at 5500 N 24th Street. Any prior support I may have provided is hereby 
WITHDRAWN, as it was based on incomplete and insufficient information about the request. 
I do not support the expansion of commercial uses in our neighborhood. We chose to live in 
this community based on the commitments that the City has made. The neighborhoods 
surrounding this site are entirely low-density residential areas, and should remain as such. The 
approval of this request would support the expansion of this office building, setting a precedent 
that additional multistory commercial uses are supported in our neighborhood, which would 

cause dramatic impacts to the quality of life that has been established here. 

Moreover, it is egregious that the property owner previously attempted to construct a second 

story without first obtaining the proper permits or approvals, in direct violation of the zoning 

stipulations that are intended to protect adjacent neighbors. Only after being caught did the 

owner submit this retroactive request. Such disregard for legal process should not be condoned 

or rewarded. For these reasons, I respectfully urge the City of Phoenix to DENY PHO-1-25—Z-

323-79-6 and uphold the promises originally made to the surrounding community and not let 

developers and property owners get away with such disrespect of the law. 

Sincerely, 

Teresa Garcia
Stamp



[NAME] 
[STREET ADDRESS] 
Phoenix, AZ 85016 
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City of Phoenix Planning and Development Department 
Attention: Byron Easton 
200 W Washington St, 2nd Floor 
Phoenix, AZ 85003 

RE: Opposition to PHO-1-25—Z-323-79-6 Located at 5500 N 24th St 
Northwest corner of 24th St and Missouri Ave 

Dear Mr. Easton, 

I am writing to express my formal OPPOSITION to the PHO-1-25—Z-323-79-6 Located at 5500 N 2O St 
(northwest corner of 24th St and Missouri Ave) requesting the modification of several significant zoning 
stipulations that would permit the expansion of the existing one-story office building. 

Any prior support of this application on my behalf was based on incomplete and insufficiently detailed 
information regarding the proposed project and shall be WITHDRAWN. 

The prior zoning case (Z-323-79) was only approved by the City Council based on the strict commitments 
and promises made by the developer, particularly the following: 

1. That the office building would remain as a single-story building, protecting the privacy of our 
adjacent residential neighborhood. 

2. That the parking ratio would be increased to be one space for every 250 square feet, ensuring 
that the site would have sufficient parking and would not overflow onto our local residential 
streets. 

However, this request is proposing to eliminate these significant commitments and protections for the 
neighborhood and greatly expand the office building. I urge the City of Phoenix to uphold their 
commitments and promises that were made to the adjacent neighbors in the originally approved zoning 
for the commercial office property and to DENY PHO-1-25—Z-323-79-6. 

Furthermore, it should not be forgotten that this property owner negligently attempted to illegally 
construct the second story of the office building, in blatant violation of the adopted zoning stipulations, 
without first obtaining the appropriate permits and approvals from the City of Phoenix. The property 
owner is only just now asking the City to retroactively approve the non-permitted construction after he 
was caught red-handed. This type of behavior should not be tolerated or rewarded by the City. 

Sincerely, 
[NAME]  0

Teresa Garcia
Stamp



Jeffrey Messing 
5612 N 21 Place 
Phoenix, AZ 85016 

May 16, 2025 

City of Phoenix Planning and Development Department 

Attention: Byron Easton 
200 W Washington St, 2nd Floor 
Phoenix, AZ 85003 

RE: Opposition to PHO-1-25—Z-323-79-6 Located at 5500 N 24th 

St 
Northwest corner of 24th St and Missouri Ave 

Dear Mr. Easton, 

As a concerned neighbor and resident of this community, I am writing to 

strongly OPPOSE the proposed zoning modifications under PHO-1-25-Z-

323-79-6 for the property located at 5500 N 24th Street. This application 

would set dangerous precedents for future development that will 

fundamentally alter the character and privacy of our neighborhood. 

The original zoning was approved contingent upon two vitally important 

promises to the surrounding neighborhoods and concerned citizens: 

1. That the structure would remain a single-story office building, 

preserving the privacy and integrity of adjacent homes. 

2. That the parking requirements be enhanced to prevent street 

congestion and overflow parking onto local streets. 

These promises were made to the community, and they matter. Approving 

this request would not only undermine them—it would violate the trust built 

between the City and its residents. 

Equally troubling is the fact that the property owner attempted to construct a 

second story without any approved permits or inspections, only coming 

forward with this application after being caught. This blatant disregard for 

the rules should not be excused. 

Teresa Garcia
Stamp



I respectfully request that the City of Phoenix REJECT this application and 

hold developers accountable to the agreements and commitments they make 

to our neighborhoods. 

Thank you for your time and consideration. 

Sincerely, 



James E. Skinner 
2208 E. Missouri Ave 
Phoenix, AZ 85016 

May 16, 2025 

City of Phoenix Planning and Development Department 
Attention: Byron Easton 
200 W Washington St, 2nd Floor 
Phoenix, AZ 85003 

RE: Opposition to PHO-1-25—Z-323-79-6 Located at 5500 N 24th St 
Northwest corner of 24th St and Missouri Ave 

Dear Mr. Easton, 

I am writing to confirm my OPPOSITION to PHO-1-25—Z-323-79-6, which seeks to modify zoning 
stipulations at 5500 N 24th Street. Any prior support I may have provided is hereby WITHDRAWN, as it 
was based on incomplete and insufficient information about the request. 

I do not support the expansion of commercial uses in our neighborhood. We chose to live in this 
community based on the commitments that the City has made. The neighborhoods surrounding this site 
are entirely low-density residential areas, and should remain as such. The approval of this request would 
support the expansion of this office building, setting a precedent that additional multistory commercial 
uses are supported in our neighborhood, which would cause dramatic impacts to the quality of life that 
has been established here. 

Moreover, it is egregious that the property owner previously attempted to construct a second story 
without first obtaining the proper permits or approvals, in direct violation of the zoning stipulations that 
are intended to protect adjacent neighbors. Only after being caught did the owner submit this 
retroactive request. Such disregard for legal process should not be condoned or rewarded. 

For these reasons, I respectfully urge the City of Phoenix to DENY PHO-1-25—Z-323-79-6 and uphold the 
promises originally made to the surrounding community and not let developers and property owners get 
away with such disrespect of the law. 

Sincerely, 

James E. Skinner 

Teresa Garcia
Stamp



From: Laura
To: Kurt Waldier
Subject: Fwd: Opposition Case PHO-1-25-Z-323-79-6
Date: Tuesday, May 20, 2025 5:55:14 PM

Regards, Laura Moreno

---------- Forwarded message ---------
From: Anne Starkle <Anne@hammersmithsupport.com>
Date: Mon, May 19, 2025, 11:04 AM
Subject: Opposition Case PHO-1-25-Z-323-79-6
To: sansouci.neighborhood@gmail.com <sansouci.neighborhood@gmail.com>

To Whom it May Concern:

I am a resident of the neighborhood and I am opposed to the proposed construction at 5500 N.
24th Street.

I DO NOT want a 2 story building at this location.  

Thank you,

Anne Starkle
2008 E. Marshall Ave.
Phoenix, AZ 85016

mailto:kwaldier@gilbertblilie.com
mailto:Anne@hammersmithsupport.com
mailto:sansouci.neighborhood@gmail.com
mailto:sansouci.neighborhood@gmail.com
https://www.google.com/maps/search/5500+N.+24th+Street?entry=gmail&source=g
https://www.google.com/maps/search/5500+N.+24th+Street?entry=gmail&source=g
https://www.google.com/maps/search/2008+E.+Marshall+Ave.+Phoenix,+AZ+85016?entry=gmail&source=g
https://www.google.com/maps/search/2008+E.+Marshall+Ave.+Phoenix,+AZ+85016?entry=gmail&source=g
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From: Laura
To: Kurt Waldier
Subject: Fwd: OPPOSITION to modifications to Case #PHO-1-25-Z-323-79-6
Date: Tuesday, May 20, 2025 5:54:17 PM

Regards, Laura Moreno

---------- Forwarded message ---------
From: carlton cfbla.com <carlton@cfbla.com>
Date: Tue, May 20, 2025, 10:58 AM
Subject: OPPOSITION to modifications to Case #PHO-1-25-Z-323-79-6
To: sansouci.neighborhood@gmail.com <sansouci.neighborhood@gmail.com>

To Whom it may concern,

I am writing to OPPOSE the request to modify the existing Zoning Stipulations for the above
referenced case.

Thank you,

Carlton Beckstead 
2024 E. Marshall Ave.
Phoenix, AZ 85016

Phone: 602-908-9005

Get Outlook for iOS

mailto:kwaldier@gilbertblilie.com
http://cfbla.com/
mailto:carlton@cfbla.com
mailto:sansouci.neighborhood@gmail.com
mailto:sansouci.neighborhood@gmail.com
https://www.google.com/maps/search/2024+E.+Marshall+Ave.+%0D%0A+Phoenix,+AZ+85016?entry=gmail&source=g
https://www.google.com/maps/search/2024+E.+Marshall+Ave.+%0D%0A+Phoenix,+AZ+85016?entry=gmail&source=g
https://aka.ms/o0ukef
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From: Laura
To: Kurt Waldier
Subject: Fwd: opppose NWC 24th/Missouri
Date: Tuesday, May 20, 2025 5:54:37 PM

Regards, Laura Moreno

---------- Forwarded message ---------
From: Marian Hurley <hurlme@yahoo.com>
Date: Tue, May 20, 2025, 6:42 AM
Subject: opppose NWC 24th/Missouri
To: sansouci.neighborhood@gmail.com <sansouci.neighborhood@gmail.com>

Hi Laura, 

I live in Bartlett Estates (22nd st/Georgia) and recently returned from traveling to find an email
from Pat Martin regarding the rezoning efforts at 24th & Missouri. 

I am vehemently opposed to the proposed changes.  Increasing the building size, reducing the
required parking, and allowing second story windows that overlook the adjacent houses all
have a significant adverse impact on the neighborhood.  

This is a commercial building in a residential neighborhood.  The original conditions of its
rezoning in 1980 are just as applicable today as they were when the building was originally
constructed.  It is the only commercial building in this area, and needs to stay as it was
originally intended in order to maintain the character of our neighborhood. 

Thanks for leading the charge, Laura. 

Marian Hurley
2220 E. Georgia Avenue
Phoenix, AZ  85016
(note: my house was recently taken out of a trust, and is titled in my name)

mailto:kwaldier@gilbertblilie.com
mailto:hurlme@yahoo.com
mailto:sansouci.neighborhood@gmail.com
mailto:sansouci.neighborhood@gmail.com
https://www.google.com/maps/search/2220+E.+Georgia+Avenue+Phoenix,+AZ+85016?entry=gmail&source=g
https://www.google.com/maps/search/2220+E.+Georgia+Avenue+Phoenix,+AZ+85016?entry=gmail&source=g
https://www.google.com/maps/search/2220+E.+Georgia+Avenue+Phoenix,+AZ+85016?entry=gmail&source=g
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From: Laura
To: Kurt Waldier
Subject: Fwd: Petition of Opposition
Date: Tuesday, May 20, 2025 5:54:58 PM

Regards, Laura Moreno

---------- Forwarded message ---------
From: Mac Christensen <macchristensen@mac.com>
Date: Mon, May 19, 2025, 9:26 AM
Subject: Petition of Opposition
To: <sansouci.neighborhood@gmail.com>

I am in opposition to the Office Building Expansion at 24th St & Missouri. We live in Colony
Biltmore Greens and our home faces the proposed new construction.

Mac & Jessica Christensen
5422 N 25th St
Phoenix, AZ 85016

mailto:kwaldier@gilbertblilie.com
mailto:macchristensen@mac.com
mailto:sansouci.neighborhood@gmail.com
Teresa Garcia
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PHO-1-25--323-79-6 Opposition
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Petition of Opposition 
My signature below confirms that I am OPPOSED to the expansion of the office building located at 5500 N 24th Street per PHO-1-25--Z-323-79-6. This 
request will effectively eliminate some of the most significant commitments and protections afforded to the neighborhood during the original zoning case 
that were specifically made by the property owner's representative to secure City Council approval. The elimination of these commitments and 
protections would cause a significant detriment to the surrounding neighborhoods and set a negative precedent for future development by opening the 
door for additional multistory commercial development within the adjacent residential areas. Additionally, the property owner attempted to evade the 
required City review process by failing to submit for permits prior to commencing construction, likely because the project would not have been permitted 
under the existing zoning stipulations and conditions. Instead of correcting the violations, the owner is now asking the City to retroactively approve the 
non-permitted construction. Allowing the owner to retroactively obtain permits sets a dangerous precedent that violating zoning laws carries no real 
consequences. 

First Name Last Name Address Date Signature 
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Petition of Opposition 
My signature below confirms that I am OPPOSED to the expansion of the office building located at 5500 N 24th Street per PHO-l-25-Z-323-79-6. This 
request will effectively eliminate some of the most significant commitments and protections afforded to the neighborhood during the original zoning case 
that were specifically made by the property owner's representative to secure City Council approval. The elimination of these commitments and 
protections would cause a significant detriment to the surrounding neighborhoods and set a negative precedent for future development by opening the 
door for additional multistory commercial development within the adjacent residential areas. Additionally, the property owner attempted to evade the 
required City review process by failing to submit for permits prior to commencing construction, likely because the project would not have been permitted 
under the existing zoning stipulations and conditions. Instead of correcting the violations, the owner is now asking the City to retroactively approve the 
non-permitted construction. Allowing the owner to retroactively obtain permits sets a dangerous precedent that violating zoning laws carries no real 
consequences. 

First Name Last Name Address Date Signature 

1. a4, c.e.- 
A/iti (4e-0 c-r-Ek 

, 4 -2-
?-169 f E furpts- Lie 414/4, 5-.°1 ' 

/ 
s7e-

hn };cl mck kle I n;1 Ko rr ic < 
1 

2 2,25- E, frtalisG&/ Ave g'cbik 
i

C/0-/ 
, 

-t-- ---1 -- O-----A(e--ir_ 51-iD E. 22-3-,tp 'zD-- rect_---1 q z 5

1ik-'11401A- af41/1-0 se N 'A ke, cl /.c--
- , . rr Nup) Ax .5-076,

2 Z 3 Li g. "sSaue./ Ay& .D/O2z 

, 
5' 

/ON/7----- H406°Q-e___ .2261 Z_ k(Afrn(gia - ,OE- /iv / , -----7,-------

1'7 f 0,,,, 
4 I--( 7. 2D- ,E.)11,,,i-s LA Ave, 5117/25- Cid till 

(Ak--01S62 u-z66,\ 
P-
,-eivion i Nitctili;(-, 

22-2-0  C.-_ rYlcurslitatt /rye, Ai. Fro/iv 9/, o/9-6 

Ltc 0 2 302- '':- XatS Y 51 I° -6--,-g 

146W Kbi:/ ' i -b7 .Z6 -Sloazy./.7W 
_12S 

,iOo 

Petition of Opposition to PHO-1-25-Z-323-79-6 

Teresa Garcia
Stamp



Petition of Opposition 
My signature below confirms that I am OPPOSED to the expansion of the office building located at 5500 N 24th Street per PHO-1-25--Z-323-79-6. This 

request will effectively eliminate some of the most significant commitments and protections afforded to the neighborhood during the original zoning case 

that were specifically made by the property owner's representative to secure City Council approval. The elimination of these commitments and 

protections would cause a significant detriment to the surrounding neighborhoods and set a negative precedent for future development by opening the 

door for additional multistory commercial development within the adjacent residential areas. Additionally, the property owner attempted to evade the 

required City review process by failing to submit for permits prior to commencing construction, likely because the project would not have been permitted 

under the existing zoning stipulations and conditions. Instead of correcting the violations, the owner is now asking the City to retroactively approve the 

non-permitted construction. Allowing the owner to retroactively obtain permits sets a dangerous precedent that violating zoning laws carries no real 

consequences. 

First Name Last Name Address Date Signature 
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Petition of Opposition 
My signature below confirms that I am OPPOSED to the expansion of the office building located at 5500 N 24th Street per PHO-1-25--Z-323-79-6. This 

request will effectively eliminate some of the most significant commitments and protections afforded to the neighborhood during the original zoning case 

that were specifically made by the property owner's representative to secure City Council approval. The elimination of these commitments and 

protections would cause a significant detriment to the surrounding neighborhoods and set a negative precedent for future development by opening the 

door for additional multistory commercial development within the adjacent residential areas. Additionally, the property owner attempted to evade the 

required City review process by failing to submit for permits prior to commencing construction, likely because the project would not have been permitted 

under the existing zoning stipulations and conditions. Instead of correcting the violations, the owner is now asking the City to retroactively approve the 

non-permitted construction. Allowing the owner to retroactively obtain permits sets a dangerous precedent that violating zoning laws carries no real 

consequences. 
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Petition of Opposition 
My signature below confines that I am OPPOSED to the expansion of the office building located at 5500 N 24th Street per PHO-l-25-Z-323-79-6. This 

request will effectively eliminate some of the most significant commitments and protections afforded to the neighborhood during the original zoning case 

that were specifically made by the property owner's representative to secure City Council approval. The elimination of these commitments and 

protections would cause a significant detriment to the surrounding neighborhoods and set a negative precedent for future development by opening the 

door for additional multistory commercial development within the adjacent residential areas. Additionally, the property owner attempted to evade the 

required City review process by failing to submit for permits prior to commencing construction, likely because the project would not have been permitted 

under the existing zoning stipulations and conditions. Instead of correcting the violations, the owner is now asking the City to retroactively approve the 

non-permitted construction. Allowing the owner to retroactively obtain permits sets a dangerous precedent that violating zoning laws carries no real 

consequences. 
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Petition of Opposition 

My signature below confirms that I am OPPOSED to the expansion of the office building located at 5500 N 24th Street per PHO-1-25--Z-323-79-6. This 

request will effectively eliminate some of the most significant commitments and protections afforded to the neighborhood during the original zoning case 

that were specifically made by the property owner's representative to secure City Council approval. The elimination of these commitments and 

protections would cause a significant detriment to the surrounding neighborhoods and set a negative precedent for future development by opening the 

door for additional multistory commercial development within the adjacent residential areas. Additionally.. the property owner attempted to e' ade the 

required City review process by failing to submit for permits prior to commencing construction. likely because the project would not have been permitted 

tinder the existing zoning stipulations and conditions. Instead of correcting the violations. the owner is now asking the Cit) to retroactively approve the 

non-permitted construction. Allowing the owner to retroactively obtain permits sets a dangerous precedent that violating zoning laws carries no real 

consequences. 

First Name Last Name Address Date Signature 
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Petition of Opposition 
My signature below confirms that I am OPPOSED to the expansion of the office building located at 5500 N 24th Street per PHO-l-25--Z-323-79-6. This 
request will effectively eliminate some of the most significant commitments and protections afforded to the neighborhood during the original zoning case 
that were specifically made by the property owner's representative to secure City Council approval. The elimination of these commitments and 
protections would cause a significant detriment to the surrounding neighborhoods and set a negative precedent for future development by opening the 
door for additional multistory commercial development within the adjacent residential areas. Additionally, the property owner attempted to evade the 
required City review process by failing to submit for permits prior to commencing construction, likely because the project would not have been permitted 
under the existing zoning stipulations and conditions. Instead of correcting the violations, the owner is now asking the City to retroactively approve the 
non-permitted construction. Allowing the owner to retroactively obtain permits sets a dangerous precedent that violating zoning laws carries no real 
consequences. 

First Name Last Name Address Date Signature 
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Petition of Opposition 
My signature below confirms that I am OPPOSED to the expansion of the office building located at 5500 N 24th Street per PHO-1-25--Z-323-79-6. This 
request will effectively eliminate some of the most significant commitments and protections afforded to the neighborhood during the original zoning case 
that were specifically made by the property owner's representative to secure City Council approval. The elimination of these commitments and 
protections would cause a significant detriment to the surrounding neighborhoods and set a negative precedent for future development by opening the 
door for additional multistory commercial development within the adjacent residential areas. Additionally, the property owner attempted to evade the 
required City review process by failing to submit for permits prior to commencing construction, likely because the project would not have been permitted 
under the existing zoning stipulations and conditions. Instead of correcting the violations, the owner is now asking the City to retroactively approve the 
non-permitted construction. Allowing the owner to retroactively obtain permits sets a dangerous precedent that violating zoning laws carries no real 
consequences. 

First Name Last Name Address Date Signature 
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Petition of Opposition 
My signature below confirms that I am OPPOSED to the expansion of the office building located at 5500 N 24th Street per PHO-1-25--Z-323-79-6. This 
request will effectively eliminate some of the most significant commitments and protections afforded to the neighborhood during the original zoning case 
that were specifically made by the property owner's representative to secure City Council approval. The elimination of these commitments and 
protections would cause a significant detriment to the surrounding neighborhoods and set a negative precedent for future development by opening the 
door for additional multistory commercial development within the adjacent residential areas. Additionally, the property owner attempted to evade the 
required City review process by failing to submit for permits prior to commencing construction, likely' because the project would not have been permitted 
under the existing zoning stipulations and conditions. Instead of correcting the violations, the owner is now asking the City to retroactively approve the 
non-permitted construction. Allowing the owner to retroactively obtain permits sets a dangerous precedent that violating zoning laws carries no real 
consequences. 

First Name Last Name Address Date Signature
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Petition of Opposition 
My signature below confirms that I am OPPOSED to the expansion of the office building located at 5500 N 24th Street per PHO-1-25--Z-323-79-6. This 
request will effectively eliminate some of the most significant commitments and protections afforded to the neighborhood during the original zoning case 
that were specifically made by the property owner's representative to secure City Council approval. The elimination of these commitments and 
protections would cause a significant detriment to the surrounding neighborhoods and set a negative precedent for future development by opening the 
door for additional multistory commercial development within the adjacent residential areas. Additionally, the property owner attempted to evade the 
required City review process by failing to submit for permits prior to commencing construction, likely because the project would not have been permitted 
under the existing zoning stipulations and conditions. Instead of correcting the violations, the owner is now asking the City to retroactively approve the 
non-permitted construction. Allowing the owner to retroactively obtain permits sets a dangerous precedent that violating zoning laws carries no real 
consequences. 

First Name Last Name Address Date Signature 
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Petition of Opposition 

My signature below confirms that I am OPPOSED to the expansion of the office building located at 5500 N 24th Street per PHO-l-25-Z-323-79-6. This 
request will effectively eliminate some of the most significant commitments and protections afforded to the neighborhood during the original zoning case 
that were specifically made by the property owner's representative to secure City Council approval. The elimination of these commitments and 
protections would cause a significant detriment to the surrounding neighborhoods and set a negative precedent for future development by opening the 
door for additional multistory commercial development within the adjacent residential areas. Additionally, the property owner attempted to evade the 
required City review process by failing to submit for permits prior to commencing construction, likely because the project would not have been permitted 

under the existing zoning stipulations and conditions. Instead of correcting the violations, the owner is now asking the City to retroactively approve the 

non-permitted construction. Allowing the owner to retroactively obtain permits sets a dangerous precedent that violating zoning laws carries no real 

consequences. 

First Name Last Name Address Date Signature 
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Petition of Opposition 
My signature below confirms that I am OPPOSED to the expansion of the office building located at 5500 N 24th Street per PHO-l-25--Z-323-79-6. This 
request will effectively eliminate some of the most significant commitments and protections afforded to the neighborhood during the original zoning case 
that were specifically made by the property owner's representative to secure City Council approval. The elimination of these commitments and 
protections would cause a significant detriment to the surrounding neighborhoods and set a negative precedent for future development by opening the 
door for additional multistory commercial development within the adjacent residential areas. Additionally, the property owner attempted to evade the 
required City review process by failing to submit for permits prior to commencing construction, likely because the project would not have been permitted 
under the existing zoning stipulations and conditions. Instead of correcting the violations, the owner is now asking the City to retroactively approve the 
non-permitted construction. Allowing the owner to retroactively obtain permits sets a dangerous precedent that violating zoning laws carries no real 
consequences. 

First Name Last Name Address Date Signature 
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Petition of Opposition 
My signature below confirms that I am OPPOSED to the expansion of the office building located at 5500 N 24" Street per PHO-1-25--Z-323-79-6. This 

request will effectively eliminate some of the most significant commitments and protections afforded to the neighborhood during the original zoning case 

that were specifically made by the property owner's representative to secure City Council approval. The elimination of these commitments and 
protections would cause a significant detriment to the surrounding neighborhoods and set a negative precedent for future development by opening the 

door for additional multistory commercial development within the adjacent residential areas. Additionally, the property owner attempted to evade the 

required City review process by failing to submit for permits prior to commencing construction, likely because the project would not have been permitted 

under the existing zoning stipulations and conditions. Instead of correcting the violations, the owner is now asking the City to retroactively approve the 
non-permitted construction. Allowing the owner to retroactively obtain permits sets a dangerous precedent that violating zoning laws carries no real 

consequences. 

First Name Last Name Address Date Signature 
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Petition of Opposition 
My signature below confirms that I am OPPOSED to the expansion of the office building located at 5500 N 24' Street per PHO-l-25--Z-323-79-6. This 
request will effectively eliminate some of the most significant commitments and protections afforded to the neighborhood during the original zoning case 
that were specifically made by the property owner's representative to secure City Council approval. The elimination of these commitments and 
protections would cause a significant detriment to the surrounding neighborhoods and set a negative precedent for future development by opening the 
door for additional multistory commercial development within the adjacent residential areas. Additionally, the property owner attempted to evade the 
required City review process by failing to submit for permits prior to commencing construction, likely because the project would not have been permitted 
under the existing zoning stipulations and conditions. Instead of correcting the violations, the owner is now asking the City to retroactively approve the 
non-permitted construction. Allowing the owner to retroactively obtain permits sets a dangerous precedent that violating zoning laws carries no real 
consequences. 

First Name Last Name Address Date Signature 
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Petition of Opposition 
My signature below confirms that I am OPPOSED to the expansion of the office building located at 5500 N 24th Street per PHO-l-25--Z-323-79-6. This 

request will effectively eliminate some of the most significant commitments and protections afforded to the neighborhood during the original zoning case 

that were specifically made by the property owner's representative to secure City Council approval. The elimination of these commitments and 

protections would cause a significant detriment to the surrounding neighborhoods and set a negative precedent for future development by opening the 

door for additional multistory commercial development within the adjacent residential areas. Additionally, the property owner attempted to evade the 
required City review process by failing to submit for permits prior to commencing construction, likely because the project would not have been permitted 

under the existing zoning stipulations and conditions. Instead of correcting the violations, the owner is now asking the City to retroactively approve the 
non-permitted construction. Allowing the owner to retroactively obtain permits sets a dangerous precedent that violating zoning laws carries no real 

consequences. 

First Name Last Name Address Date Signature 
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Petition of Opposition 

My signature below confirms that I am OPPOSED to the expansion of the office building located at 5500 N 24th Street per PHO-1-25-Z-323-79-6. This 

request will effectively eliminate some of the most significant commitments and protections afforded to the neighborhood during the original zoning case 

that were specifically made by the property owner's representative to secure City Council approval. The elimination of these commitments and 

protections would cause a significant detriment to the surrounding neighborhoods and set a negative precedent for future development by opening the 

door for additional multistory commercial development within the adjacent residential areas. Additionally, the property owner attempted to evade the 

required City review process by failing to submit for permits prior to commencing construction, likely because the project would not have been permitted 

under the existing zoning stipulations and conditions. Instead of correcting the violations, the owner is now asking the City to retroactively approve the 

non-permitted construction. Allowing the owner to retroactively obtain permits sets a dangerous precedent that violating zoning laws carries no real 

consequences. 

First Name Last Name Address Date Signature 
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Mail - Jane Ehrlich - Outlook https://outlook.live.com/mail/0/inbox/id/AQMkADAwATE2ZTgwL... 

PHO-1-25--Z-323-79-6 Opposition Petit... 

[E] Print n Save to OneDrive E0 Show email E' 

Petition of Opposition 
My signature below confirms that I 4111 ()PPOSED  to the expansion of the office building located at 5.500 N 24" Street per PHO-l-25.-1.-32-79-O. This 

request will en-vs:lively eliminate sonic ui the must sionficant conunittnents and pnitections afforded to the neighborhood timing the original tuning caw 

that wen: xpecitivally made by the property owner's representative to Sel:I/lit` City ClILIItl:t1 approval. The elimination of the.  commitments and 

protections would cam: a significant detriment to the %surrounding neightturhoixls and set a negative precedent fin future development by opening the 

dour titr additional multistory 4:oilmen:sal development within the adjacent residential ants. Additionally. the property owner attempted to evade the 

requires' City review proemo by failing to submit fur permits prior to cottunencing. onstruct ion, likely because the project would nut have been permitted 

under the existing zoning stipulations and condition.v. Instead of con ecting the violations., the mimes is now asking the City to retroactively approve the 

non-giennitteil eortinnetion. Allowing the owner to remiavtively obtain penults sets a dangerous precedent that violating. tuning taws carries no teal 

consequences. 
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Gmait 

Neighborhood issue 

Bettina Chow <bettina175@gmail.com> 
To: Sansouci.neighborhood@gmail.com 

Laura <sansouci.neighborhood@grnail.corn> 

Hello, 
Simone came to my home yesterday asking about the issue on 24th and Missouri. 
David Lytle is a resident opposed to any expansion of the law office. As am I. 
My home is not I a trust. It in my name. 
Best, 
Bettina Chow 

clk) StAAr AjAAN,_\026\ )19)4 \ivi

Sun, May 18, 2025 at 12:25 PM 
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Gmail 

Fwd: Kannapel Protest Letter 
1 message 

Laura <sansouci.neighborhood@gmail.com> 

SUSAN KANNAPEL <susankannapel@gmail.com> Wed, May 14, 2025 at 7:46 PM 

To: sansouci.neighborhood@gmail.com 

Sent from Susan Kannapel/ Ski Pro 

Begin forwarded message: 

From: SUSAN KANNAPEL <susankannapel@gmail.com> 
Date: May 7, 2025 at 3:08:38 PM MST 
To: sansouci.neighborhood@gmail.com 
Subject: Kannapel Protest Letter 

Susan and Jack Kannapel 
5343 N. 23rd St. 
Bartlett Estates 602 689 7999 

Our home is directly diagonal to the business, and we have had to listen to their construction for months. 

The window to their upper story addition directly faces into our backyard and home which invades our 

privacy. 

When we found out there was no permit for this construction and addition we were confused as to how a 

LAW Office thought they could get away with breaking the law.. . . 

We both strongly oppose the EXPANSION of the single-story commercial office building at the northwest 

corner of 24th. 

We will be out of town on the date for the hearing but please note we are always available to help stop this 

rezoning and illegal construction from happening. 

Sent from Susan Kannapel/ Ski Pro 

Teresa Garcia
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Pei Gmail 

Bartlett Estates Property Owner 

Laura Moreno <laurathomastv@gmaiLcom> 

Tres Brooks <tbrooks@brooksland.com> Sun, May 18, 2025 at 7:45 PM 

To: "sansouci.neighborhood@gmail.com" <sansouci.neighborhood@gmail.com> 

Laura, 

After speaking with you and Brian today, I have chosen to retract my letter of approval for the second story addition to the 

commercial property located at the northwest corner of 24th St. in Missouri. 

I was originally urged by Rodney Glassman to provide an approval letter for the property owner and I instructed him today 

that I am retracting that letter and opposed to the plan. 

All the best, 

Ben F. Brooks III 

Teresa Garcia
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Gmaii 

Case PHO-1-25--Z-323-79-6 

Laura <sansouci.neighborhood@gmail.com> 

Kathryn Romley <katy@romley.com> Thu, May 15, 2025 at 10:36 AM 
To: "sansouci.neighborhood@gmail.corn" <sansouci.neighborhood@gmail.corn> 

Hello, 

I am indirect opposition to the changing the zoning for the law offices on 24th street and Missouri. While I am not overly 
concerned about what Mr. Slavek wants to do to his own building. However, I see the asked for change in zoning setting a 
very dangerous longer term precedent for our neighborhood which should be preserved from commercial interests. 
Please note my opposition. 

Thank you, 

Kathryn Romley 
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Gmail 

Would you like me to add your name to the petition 

Laura <sansouci.neighborhood@gmail.com> 

tonyandmaria <tonyandmaria@cox.net> Thu, May 15, 2025 at 5:47 PM 
To: Laura <sansouci.neighborhood@gmail.com> 

Anthony and Maria Beram 
2050 E Missouri Av 
Phoenix, AZ 85016 
[Quoted text hidden] 
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Stamp



G rn a i 

Add to Petition 

Laura <sansouci.neighborhood@gmail.com> 

Chris Shaull <cshaull@gmail.com> Thu, May 15, 2025 at 4:39 PM 
To: sansouci.neighborhood@gmail.com 

Hello, 

I'd like to join the petition for opposing the zoning changes at 24th and Missouri. 

Chris Shaull - owner 
1832 E Claremont St, Phoenix, AZ 85016 

Teresa Garcia
Stamp



Gmail Laura Moreno <laurathornastv@gmail.corn> 

Fwd: Oppose Office Building Expansion at 24th street and Missouri 

Larry Ostendorf <ozdorf@yahoo.com> Tue, May 13, 2025 at 7:00 PM 
To: laurathomastv@gmail.com.L1-- (Y\ OW,AA.4O ye4<,3 0-vaLA RANA.4, 
Cc: Margaret Elizabeth Ostendorf <magsfuller@yahoo.com>, bryanamoreno@cox.net 

Laura, 

Margaret and I live at 2201 E Montebello Ave. Please add us to your petition. If you want the signed letter, then I 
can do that this Friday. 

Regards, 
Larry 

Sent from Larry Ostendorf's iPhone 

Teresa Garcia
Stamp



M Gmail 

24th & missouri 

Laura <sansouci.neighborhood@gmailcom> 

Cy Brown <cyrbrown@gmail.corn> 
To: "sansouci.neighborhood©gmail.com" <sansouci.neighborhood@gmail.corn> 

Go ahead and add out names to your letter. 

Cy & Michelle Brown 

Address: 2027 East Colter Street Phoenix, AZ 85016 

Cy R. Brown 

602.739.1138 Cell 

44/kJ/in

Sun, May 11, 2025 at 8:16 PM 

Teresa Garcia
Stamp



Gmail 

Petition 

Dan Peacock <dan@danpeacock.com> 
To: sansouci.neighborhood@gmail.com 
Cc: Bridget French Peacock <bridget@danpeacock.com> 

Laura <sansouci.neighborhood@gmail.com> 

Please add our names to the petition. Let us know if we need to do anything else. 

Dan Peacock 
Bridget French 
2102 E San Juan Ave, Phoenix, AZ 85016 

Thanks! 

Dan and Bridget 

Dan Peacock, Realtor 

HomeSmart Elite Group 

602.770.7383 (direct) 

Wed, May 14, 2025 at 8:11 PM 

Teresa Garcia
Stamp



PI Gmail 

Opposition Petition 

Laura <sansouci.neighborhood@gmaiLcom> 

Sarah Asta <sastaburg@me.com> Wed, May 14, 2025 at 11:40 PM 
To: sansouci.neighborhood@gmail.com 

Hi Laura, 
Please put my name on the opposition petition for the 24th St and Missouri matter: 

Sarah A. Asta 
2014 E Solano Dr 
Phoenix, AZ 85015 

Our house is NOT held in a trust. 
Thank you for your efforts. I registered for the 5/21 meeting. 

Sincerely, 
Sarah 
Sent from my iPhone 

Teresa Garcia
Stamp



Gmail 

Protest letter 
1 message 

Harry Griffith <h.griffith34@gmail.com> 
To: sansouci.neighborhood@gmail.com 
Cc: Kristina Griffith <klgriffithaz@gmail.com> 

Hello Laura Moreno, 

Laura <sansouci.neighborhood@gmail.com> 

Fri, May 9, 2025 at 9:03 AM 

My wife and I would like to add our names to the protest letter regarding the zoning violations at Missouri and 24h st. Our 

home is part of Bartlett Estates, the address is 2107 E Pasadena Ave. Our home is titled in the name of our trust, The 

Griffith Family Trust. 

Let me know if you need additional information and thank you for addressing this matter, 

Harry Griffith 
Kristina Griffith 

Teresa Garcia
Stamp



Gmail 

24th and Missouri 
2 messages 

Laura <sansouci.neighborhood@gmail.com> 

Joseph Putz <kkp2012@me.com> Thu, May 8, 2025 at 5:56 AM 

To: sansouci.neighborhood@gmail.com 

Please sign the petition on our behalf. 

Thank you, 
Kelsey and JJ Putz 
Sent from my iPhone 

Joseph Putz <kkp2012@me.com> Thu, May 8, 2025 at 6:01 AM 

To: sansouci.neighborhood@gmail.com 

Sorry I forgot to include our address. 

Putz Family Trust 
5120 N 22nd St 
Phoenix, AZ 85016 

Thank you , 
JJ and Kelsey 
Sent from my iPhone 

Teresa Garcia
Stamp



Gmail 

Strong opposition 

Laura <sansouci.neighborhood@gmail.com> 

JJ Putz <jjp2012@me.com> Thu, May 15, 2025 at 11:13 AM 

To: sansouci.neighborhood@gmail.com 

My wife and I are in strong opposition of the proposed modification and stipulations with reference to the building on the 

NW corner of 24th Street and Missouri. 

JJ and Kelsey Putz 
5120 N 22nd St 

Teresa Garcia
Stamp



Laura <sansouci.neighborhood@gmail.com> 

24th Street commercial property 

Linda Grim <lindahgrim@gmail.com> Thu, May 8, 2025 at 9:55 AM 

To: sansouci.neighborhood@gmail.com 

I am opposed to the proposed development. 
Linda H. Grim 
2118 E Pasadena Ave, Phoenix, AZ 85016 

Teresa Garcia
Stamp



Nf Gmail 

Signature for protest letter 

Laura <sansouci.neighborhood@gmail.com> 

Dan Valenzuela <dannyv5455@gmail.com> Thu, May 8, 2025 at 1:43 PM 

To: sansouci.neighborhood@gmail.com 

Dan and Shauna Valenzuela 
2032 E Pasadena Ave 
Phoenix AZ 85016 

Properly in name of Daniel and Shauna Valenzuela Family Trust 
Sent from my iPhone 

Teresa Garcia
Stamp



Nf Grnail 

(no subject) 
1 message 

Laura <sansouci.neighborhood@gmail.com> 

Jodi Sager <jodisager@ymail.com> Wed, May 7, 2025 at 3:40 PM 
To: "sansouci.neighborhood@gmail.com" <sansouci.neighborhood@gmail.com> 

Hi Laura, 

I'd like to add my name and address to protest the expansion of the law office on the NWC of 

24th and Missouri. 

Add your name and address to our formal protest by emailing Laura Moreno 

at: sansouci.neighborhood@gmail.com. If your property is held in a trust, please 

include that detail. 

My address is: 2039 E. Pasadena Ave, Phoenix, 85016 

Thank you, 

Jodi Sager 
jodisager@ymail.com 
602-403-3262 

Teresa Garcia
Stamp



Laura <sansouci.neighborhood@gmail.com> 

Please add my signature to this petition 

Dr Ginger Price <drginger@drgingers.com> Sat, May 10, 2025 at 12:31 PM 

To: "sansouci.neighborhood@gmail.com" <sansouci.neighborhood©gmail.com> 

Hello! 

I oppose the expansion of the commercial property on the NW corner of 24th St & Missouri. 

My property is: 

Ginger L Price Trust 

5816 N 23rd Street 

Phoenix, AZ 85016 

Please let me know you should need anything else in order to register opposition to this expansion. 

Cheers, 

Dr Ginger 

602 300-7496 (cell) 

Dr. Ginger's Coconut 

Health Care Products 

www.drgingers.com 

844-688-2600 

Teresa Garcia
Stamp



Gmait 

Protest 
1 message 

Laura <sansouci.neighborhood@gmail.com> 

Laura & Greg Seitz <zseitz@cox.net> Sat, May 10, 2025 at 3:06 PM 
To: sansouci.neighborhood@gmail.com 

Hello Laura—This is Greg & Laura Seitz @ 5815 N. 23rd St and support the protest of the office building expansion on 
24th st/Missouri. You can add us to the list please. Trust is the GL Seitz Trust. thank you. 

Teresa Garcia
Stamp



11410i Gmail 

Please add me to the sHign-on letter 
1 message 

Laura <sansouci.neighborhood@gmail.com> 

Linda Bailey <LindainPhoenix@outlook.com> Wed, May 7, 2025 at 3:01 PM 
To: "sansouci.neighborhood@gmail.com" <sansouci.neighborhood@gmail.com> 

Hi Laura, 

I would like to sign on to the letter opposing permits to increase the height and reduce parking at the offices 
on the NW corner of Missouri and 24th Streets. I belong to the Bartlett Estates HOA. 

Here are my name and address for your letter: 

Linda Bailey 

2044 E Pasadena Ave 

Phoenix, AZ 85018 

Please call or email if you need additional information. 602 527 0047. 

Thank you for your work on this issue, 

Linda Bailey 

Teresa Garcia
Stamp



tiori G rri a i I 

protest letter 

Laura <sansouci.neighborhood@gmail.com> 

Lanie Y. Zigler, Ph.D. <Izigler@azcns.com> Fri, May 16, 2025 at 9:03 AM 
To: Laura <sansouci.neighborhood@gmail.com> 

Please let this serve as formal notice that we (Nathan and Lanie Zigler) oppose the commercial expansion on 24th street 
and Missouri. Please add our names to the protest petition. 

Lanie and Nathan Zigler 
[Quoted text hidden] 

Teresa Garcia
Stamp



Laura <sansouci.neighborhood@gmail.com> 

Petition 

R Phillips <rosemaryannphillips@gmail.com> Thu, May 15, 2025 at 8:59 PM 
To: sansouci.neighborhood@gmail.com 

We oppose the proposed modification of stipulations for the property on the NW corner of 24th 
street and Missouri for fear of the negative impact on our neighborhood, Bartlett Estates. 

Rosemary and Gary Phillips 
5101 N. 21st Street 
Phoenix 85016 

Teresa Garcia
Stamp



Laura <sansouci.neighborhood@gmail.com> 

Petition of opposition 

shaukatm@gmail.com <shaukatm@gmail.corn> Sat, May 17, 2025 at 8:16 PM 
To: sansouci.neighborhood@gmail.com 

Attn: Laura Moreno 

Case Number: PHO-1-25—Z-323-79-6 

I , Masud Shaukat, hereby agree to sign the Petition of Opposition to proposed changes as per case number referenced 
above. 

Masud S. Shaukat 

2401 E. Luke Avenue 

Taliverde 

Phoenix AZ, 85016 

Teresa Garcia
Stamp



Laura <sansouci.neighborhood@gmail.com> 

Oppose Office Building Expansion at 24th street and Missouri 

Kristen Robaina <kristenrobaina07@gmail.com> Fri, May 16, 2025 at 10:31 AM 
To: sansouci.neighborhood@gmail.com 

Please include my name on your petition. 
Kristen Robaina 
2245 E. Rovey Ave 
85016 

Teresa Garcia
Stamp



Laura <sansouci.neighborhood@gmail.com> 

24th Street/Missouri 

Larry West <ljwbiz@cox.net> Sat, May 17, 2025 at 10:06 AM 
To: sansouci.neighborhood@gmail.com 

Please add my name to the protest letter against the proposed changes at 24th and Missouri. 

Larry West 
2231 East Solano Drive 
Phoenix,Az 85016 

Teresa Garcia
Stamp



uwI Gmail Laura Moreno <laurathomastv@gmail.com> 

Request to Add Signature to Petition and Letter to Mr. Easton 

sandra ralphs <sayloraz@yahoo.com> Sun, May 18, 2025 at 7:06 PM 
To: "sansouci.neighborhood@gmail.com" <sansouci.neighborhood@gmail.com> 

Dear San Souci Neighbors, 

Please add my property to the petition concerning PHO-1-25-Z-323-79-6. I've also attached a letter addressed to Mr. 
Easton—would you kindly include it with the other letters you are submitting? 

Thank you for your efforts in opposing this proposal. 

Sincerely, 

Beau Ralphs 

Property: 

Beau & Sandra Ralphs, TTEs, Ralphs Trust dtd 1/13/22 

6315 N. 20th St 

Phoenix, AZ 85016 

Opposition Letter Beau & Sandra Ralphs.docx 
I 

15K 

Teresa Garcia
Stamp
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JUDY SCHUBERT

2313 East Montebello Ave.

Phoenix, Arizona 85016

(602)750-7383

July 24, 2025

Dear Kevin,

Although we know each other through the Ronald McDonald House and you are 
our City Councilman for District 6, we have not personally met. That said, I feel 
like I know you well enough to send you a personal note for an item that will be 
appearing on your October 15th agenda: a neighborhood zoning issue. Bill and I 
will be out of the country at that time so cannot appear in person unfortunately. 

We have lived in this house for almost 50 years! We are now definitely the seniors 
in the neighborhood, but age is just a number. The item to be discussed with your 
Council concerns an office building at the corner of 24th Street and Missouri. We 
and many others were opposed to commercial in our neighborhood in 1979 when 
Steve Morris, the CEO of Good Samaritan Hospital, bought the land for corporate 
headquarters. Promises were made, and kept, that made the building look like a 
one story house which fit in with the rest of the neighborhood. Charles Brewer, an 
attorney, officed there for many years and kept the promise. We knew it sold to 
yet another attorney, and nothing seemed to change.

Until it did….. which was unknown to neighbors. We saw bright blue tarps on the 
roof and figured the building needed a new roof. Ignorance is not bliss. When we 
discovered what was really going on, our blood pressure went up and we were 
disappointed and mad. Many in the area have been invited to visit the building 
and listen to Mr. Slavichek describe what he has undertaken; we attended 
recently. TWO FLOORS IS NOT ACCEPTABLE for many reasons. Nor is building with 
no permits. 

There is much more to the story, Kevin. It will come before you. You know the 
man who is the owner. We don’t know him but we do know you. Please keep an 
open mind when you are listening to the two sides. This is not a new issue in our 
area nor will this be the last time you hear from a neighborhood that does not 



invite encroachment. It is very important to the majority of homeowners in the 
residential areas that totally surround this building in question. Whether old-
timers or newcomers to area, this is home. 

I’d be happy to provide you anything you might want related to the matter from 
the group which has taken our stand. And someday you and I can talk about the 
Houses that Love Built in Maricopa County!! Thanks for all you have done for 
hundreds of families and children who call RMH home.

Most sincerely,

Judy Schubert

P.S.  I’m sharing your contact info with my neighbor across the street, Susie Reis, 
who is going to send you some specific anomalies pertaining to this matter.



Opposition to PHO-1-25-Z-323-79-6 

5500 N 24th St 

Northwest corner of 24th St and Missouri Ave 

Dear Councilmember Robinson and City of Phoenix Planning and Development Department, 

I am writing to confirm my OPPOSITION to PHO-1-25—Z-323-79-6, which seeks to modify zoning 

stipulations at 5500 N 24th Street. Any prior support I may have provided is hereby WITHDRAWN, as it 

was based on incomplete and insufficient information about the request. 

I do not support the expansion f commercial uses in our neighborhood. We chose to live in this 

community based on the com itments that the City has made. The neighborhoods surrounding this site 

are entirely low-density reside 'al areas, and should remain as such. The approval of this request would 

support the expansion of this office building, setting a precedent that additional multistory commercial 

uses are supported in our neig borhood, which would cause dramatic impacts to the quality of life that 

has been established here. 

Moreover, it is egregious that t 
without first obtaining the pro 
are intended to protect adjacei 
retroactive request. Such disrei 

e property owner previously attempted to construct a second story 

er permits or approvals, in direct violation of the zoning stipulations that 

t neighbors. Only after being caught did the owner submit this 

and for legal process should not be condoned or rewarded. 

For these reasons, I respectfully urge the City of Phoenix to DENY PH0-1-25—Z-323-79-6 and uphold the 

promises originally made to the surrounding community and not let developers and property owners get 

away with such disrespect of the law. 
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Sincerely, 
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From: Cy Brown
To: pdd.planningcomm@phoenix.gov
Cc: council.district.6@phoenix.gov
Subject: Opposition to PHO-1-25--Z-323-79-6 — Commercial Expansion at 24th Street and Missouri Ave (Hearing

September 4, 2025)
Importance: High

August 11, 2025

Phoenix Planning Commission
City of Phoenix
200 West Washington Street
Phoenix, AZ 85003

Re: Opposition to PHO-1-25--Z-323-79-6 — Commercial Expansion at 24th
Street and Missouri Ave (Hearing September 4, 2025)

Dear Members of the Planning Commission,

My name is Cy Brown, and I live at 2027 East Colter Street, Phoenix, AZ 85016,
very close to the property in question. I am writing to express my strong
opposition to the proposed changes and retroactive approvals being considered
under PHO-1-25--Z-323-79-6 for the commercial expansion at 24th Street and
Missouri Avenue.

Unfortunately, I am unable to attend the September 4th hearing in person because it
is a school night for my children, who attend St. Thomas in our neighborhood, and my
wife will be out of town. I will, however, be watching the proceedings online and
remain fully engaged in this matter.

What is being requested here is not a simple adjustment—it is an attempt to legitimize
work that was undertaken without the proper permits or approvals. The property
owner began significant construction, including second-story additions, without
following the legal review process, and is now asking the City to grant permission
after the fact only because they were caught. If I operated my own business this way,
the City would shut me down and fine me. This should not be treated any differently.

If this is allowed, you are showing my children—and every child in our neighborhood
—that you can get away with not following the rules that have been set. That is the
wrong message for a city government to send to its citizens.

Granting approval in this case would:

Reward non-permitted construction and set a dangerous precedent that rules
can be ignored.

Undermine the original zoning stipulations that protected the neighborhood’s
privacy and character.

Encourage future developers to bypass the public process.



Increase traffic, parking problems, and potential cut-through use of residential
streets.

Negatively impact property values and neighborhood safety.

The PHO’s recommendations—allowing the second-story expansion, loosening site
plan conformance requirements, and reducing parking by 20% despite a 40%
increase in square footage—are all deeply concerning. These changes would have
lasting negative effects on the neighborhood and erode public trust in the City’s
commitment to uphold its own agreements and zoning rules.

This is not just a matter between the property owner and an adjacent neighbor—it
affects the entire community. The original stipulations were put in place for good
reason, and they should be enforced, not erased.

I urge the Planning Commission to reject these requests and send a clear message
that non-compliance with City permitting and zoning processes will not be tolerated.

Sincerely,
Cy Brown
2027 East Colter Street
Phoenix, AZ 85016

Cy R. Brown
602.739.1138 Cell
 



Opposition to PHO-1-25—Z-323-79-6

5500 N 24^" St

Northwest corner of 24*^ St and Missouri Ave

Dear Councilmember Robinson and City of Phoenix Planning and Development Department,

1 am writing to express my formal OPPOSITION to the PHO-1-2-Z-323-79-6 Located at 5500 N 24^^ St
(northwest corner of 24'^ St and Missouri Ave) requesting the modification of several significant zoning
stipulations that would permit the expansion of the existing one-story office building.

Any prior support of this application on my behalf was based on incomplete and Insufficiently detailed
information regarding the proposed project and shall be WITHDRAWN.

The prior zoning case (Z-323-79) was only approved by the City Council based on the strict commitments

and promises made by the developer, particularly the following:

1. That the office building would remain as a single-story building, protecting the privacy of our

adjacent residential neighborhood.

2. That the parking ratio would be increased to be one space for every 250 square feet, ensuring

that the site would have sufficient parking and would not overflow onto our local residential

streets.

However, this request is proposing to eliminate these significant commitments and protections for the

neighborhood and greatly expand the office building. I urge the City of Phoenix to uphold their

commitments and promises that were made to the adjacent neighbors in the originally approved zoning

for the commercial office property and to DENY PHO-1-25—Z-323-79-6.

Furthermore, It should not be forgotten that this property owner negligently attempted to illegally

construct the second story of the office building, in blatant violation of the adopted zoning stipulations,

without first obtaining the appropriate permits and approvals from the City of Phoenix. The property

owner is only just now asking the City to retroactively approve the non-permitted construction after he

was caught red-handed. This type of behavior should not be tolerated or rewarded by the City.

Sincerely,

iAA

Add additional comments for

Councilman Robinson and/or City of

Phoenix Planning Department to read in

the empty space below.
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Opposition to PHO-1-25-2-323-79-6 
5500 N 24th St 

Northwest corner of 24th St and Missouri Ave 

Dear Councilmember Robinson and City of Phoenix Planning and Development Department, 

I am writing to confirm my OPPOSITION to PHO-1-25—Z-323-79-6, which seeks to modify zoning 
stipulations at 5500 N 24th Street. Any prior support I may have provided is hereby WITHDRAWN, as it 
was based on incomplete and insufficient information about the request. 

I do not support the expansion of commercial uses in our neighborhood. We chose to live in this 
community based on the commitments that the City has made. The neighborhoods surrounding this site 
are entirely low-density residential areas, and should remain as such. The approval of this request would 
support the expansion of this office building, setting a precedent that additional multistory commercial 
uses are supported in our neighborhood, which would cause dramatic impacts to the quality of life that 
has been established here. 

Moreover, it is egregious that the property owner previously attempted to construct a second story 
without first obtaining the proper permits or approvals, in direct violation of the zoning stipulations that 
are intended to protect adjacent neighbors. Only after being caught did the owner submit this 
retroactive request. Such disregard for legal process should not be condoned or rewarded. 

For these reasons, I respectfully urge the City of Phoenix to DENY PHO-1-25—Z-323-79-6 and uphold the 
promises originally made to the surrounding community and not let developers and property owners get 
away with such disrespect of the law. 

Sincerely, 

Name 

r_ricctei 
Address 

Signature 

Date 





Opposition to PHO-1-25-Z-323-79-6 
5500 N 24th St 

Northwest corner of 24th St and Missouri Ave 

Dear Councilmember Robinson and City of Phoenix Planning and Development Department, 

I am writing to express my formal OPPOSITION to the PH0-1-2--Z-323-79-6 Located at 5500 N 24th St 
(northwest corner of 24th St and Missouri Ave) requesting the modification of several significant zoning 
stipulations that would permit the expansion of the existing one-story office building. 

The prior zoning case (Z-323-79) was only approved by the City Council based on the strict commitments 
and promises made by the developer, particularly the following: 

1. That the office building would remain as a single-story building, protecting the privacy of our 
adjacent residential neighborhood. 

2. That the parking ratio would be increased to be one space for every 250 square feet, ensuring 
that the site would have sufficient parking and would not overflow onto our local residential 
streets. 

However, this request is proposing to eliminate these significant commitments and protections for the 
neighborhood and greatly expand the office building. I urge the City of Phoenix to uphold their 
commitments and promises that were made to the adjacent neighbors in the originally approved zoning 
for the commercial office property and to DENY PHO-1-25—Z-323-79-6. 

Furthermore, it should not be forgotten that this property owner negligently attempted to illegally 
construct the second story of the office building, in blatant violation of the adopted zoning stipulations, 
without first obtaining the appropriate permits and approvals from the City of Phoenix. The property 
owner is only just now asking the City to retroactively approve the non-permitted construction after he 
was caught red-handed. This type of behavior should not be tolerated or rewarded by the City. 

Sincerely, 

\)ei I -.0 ‘-" a -/ 195 E' IkS RAIL Ave
Name Address 

gitc,1 
Signature Date 



Opposition to PHO-1-25-Z-323-79-6 
5500 N 24th St 

Northwest corner of 24th St and Missouri Ave 

Dear Councilmember Robinson and City of Phoenix Planning and Development Department, 

I am writing to express my formal OPPOSITION to the PH0-1-2--Z-323-79-6 Located at 5500 N 24" St 
(northwest corner of 24" St and Missouri Ave) requesting the modification of several significant zoning 
stipulations that would permit the expansion of the existing one-story office building. 

The prior zoning case (Z-323-79) was only approved by the City Council based on the strict commitments 
and promises made by the developer, particularly the following: 

1. That the office building would remain as a single-story building, protecting the privacy of our 
adjacent residential neighborhood. 

2. That the parking ratio would be increased to be one space for every 250 square feet, ensuring 
that the site would have sufficient parking and would not overflow onto our local residential 
streets. 

However, this request is proposing to eliminate these significant commitments and protections for the 
neighborhood and greatly expand the office building. I urge the City of Phoenix to uphold their 
commitments and promises that were made to the adjacent neighbors in the originally approved zoning 
for the commercial office property and to DENY PHO-1-25—Z-323-79-6. 

Furthermore, it should not be forgotten that this property owner negligently attempted to illegally 
construct the second story of the office building, in blatant violation of the adopted zoning stipulations, 
without first obtaining the appropriate permits and approvals from the City of Phoenix. The property 

owner is only just now asking the City to retroactively approve the non-permitted construction after he 

was caught red-handed. This type of behavior should not be tolerated or rewarded by the City. 

Sincerely, 

Name 
1q3),,E111AIQSHRU_

Address 

V( 6/DS 

Date 



Opposition to PHO-1-25-Z-323-79-6 
5500 N 24th St 

Northwest corner of 24th St and Missouri Ave 

Dear Councilmember Robinson and City of Phoenix Planning and Development Department, 

I am writing to confirm my OPPOSITION to PHO-1-25—Z-323-79-6, which seeks to modify zoning 
stipulations at 5500 N 24th Street. 

I do not support the expansion of commercial uses in our neighborhood. We chose to live in this 
community based on the commitments that the City has made. The neighborhoods surrounding this site 
are entirely low-density residential areas, and should remain as such. The approval of this request would 
support the expansion of this office building, setting a precedent that additional multistory commercial 
uses are supported in our neighborhood, which would cause dramatic impacts to the quality of life that 
has been established here. 

Moreover, it is egregious that the property owner previously attempted to construct a second story 
without first obtaining the proper permits or approvals, in direct violation of the zoning stipulations that 
are intended to protect adjacent neighbors. Only after being caught did the owner submit this 
retroactive request. Such disregard for legal process should not be condoned or rewarded. 

For these reasons, I respectfully urge the City of Phoenix to DENY PHO-1-25—Z-323-79-6 and uphold the 
promises originally made to the surrounding community and not let developers and property owners get 
away with such disrespect of the law. 

Sincerely, 

Name Address4t A tIamN 
19/-t(4 ' 5AtA) 

Signature Date 



Opposition to PHO-1-25-Z-323-79-6 
5500 N 24th St 

Northwest corner of 24th St and Missouri Ave 

Dear Councilmember Robinson and City of Phoenix Planning and Development Department, 

I am writing to confirm my OPPOSITION to PHO-1-25—Z-323-79-6, which seeks to modify zoning 
stipulations at 5500 N 24th Street. 

I do not support the expansion of commercial uses in our neighborhood. We chose to live in this 
community based on the commitments that the City has made. The neighborhoods surrounding this site 
are entirely low-density residential areas, and should remain as such. The approval of this request would 
support the expansion of this office building, setting a precedent that additional multistory commercial 
uses are supported in our neighborhood, which would cause dramatic impacts to the quality of life that 
has been established here. 

Moreover, it is egregious that the property owner previously attempted to construct a second story 
without first obtaining the proper permits or approvals, in direct violation of the zoning stipulations that 
are intended to protect adjacent neighbors. Only after being caught did the owner submit this 
retroactive request. Such disregard for legal process should not be condoned or rewarded. 

For these reasons, I respectfully urge the City of Phoenix to DENY PHO-1-25---Z-323-79-6 and uphold the 

promises originally made to the surrounding community and not let developers and property owners get 

away with such disrespect of the law. 

Sincerely, 

c.\(\five, C)a\e  d a s 6 Rancho 0r 
Name Address ono.cr\oc A 2. .5bv,:„ 

0\A3Alf\ Vtkli;5 
Signature Date 



Opposition to PHO-1-25-Z-323-79-6 
5500 N 24th St 

Northwest corner of 24th St and Missouri Ave 

Dear Councilmember Robinson and City of Phoenix Planning and Development Department, 

I am writing to confirm my OPPOSITION to PHO-1-25—Z-323-79-6, which seeks to modify zoning 
stipulations at 5500 N 24th Street. 

I do not support the expansion of commercial uses in our neighborhood. We chose to live in this 
community based on the commitments that the City has made. The neighborhoods surrounding this site 
are entirely low-density residential areas, and should remain as such. The approval of this request would 
support the expansion of this office building, setting a precedent that additional multistory commercial 
uses are supported in our neighborhood, which would cause dramatic impacts to the quality of life that 
has been established here. 

Moreover, it is egregious that the property owner previously attempted to construct a second story 
without first obtaining the proper permits or approvals, in direct violation of the zoning stipulations that 
are intended to protect adjacent neighbors. Only after being caught did the owner submit this 
retroactive request. Such disregard for legal process should not be condoned or rewarded. 

For these reasons, I respectfully urge the City of Phoenix to DENY PHO-1-25—Z-323-79-6 and uphold the 
promises originally made to the surrounding community and not let developers and property owners get 
away with such disrespect of the law. 

Sincerely, 

Date 



Opposition to PHO-1-25-Z-323-79-6 
5500 N 24th St 

Northwest corner of 24th St and Missouri Ave 

Dear Councilmember Robinson and City of Phoenix Planning and Development Department, 

I am writing to express my formal OPPOSITION to the PH0-1-2--Z-323-79-6 Located at 5500 N 24th St 
(northwest corner of 24th St and Missouri Ave) requesting the modification of several significant zoning 
stipulations that would permit the expansion of the existing one-story office building. 

Any prior support of this application on my behalf was based on incomplete and insufficiently detailed 
information regarding the proposed project and shall be WITHDRAWN. 

The prior zoning case (Z-323-79) was only approved by the City Council based on the strict commitments 
and promises made by the developer, particularly the following: 

1. That the office building would remain as a single-story building, protecting the privacy of our 
adjacent residential neighborhood. 

2. That the parking ratio would be increased to be one space for every 250 square feet, ensuring 
that the site would have sufficient parking and would not overflow onto our local residential 
streets. 

However, this request is proposing to eliminate these significant commitments and protections for the 
neighborhood and greatly expand the office building. I urge the City of Phoenix to uphold their 
commitments and promises that were made to the adjacent neighbors in the originally approved zoning 
for the commercial office property and to DENY PH0-1-25—Z-323-79-6. 

Furthermore, it should not be forgotten that this property owner negligently attempted to illegally 
construct the second story of the office building, in blatant violation of the adopted zoning stipulations, 
without first obtaining the appropriate permits and approvals from the City of Phoenix. The property 
owner is only just now asking the City to retroactively approve the non-permitted construction after he 
was caught red-handed. This type of behavior should not be tolerated or rewarded by the City. 

Sincerely, 

Name 

23ot AvC 
Address 

+.7)gnatu re 

Acu..si 2c54Z' 
Date 



Opposition to PHO-1-25-Z-323-79-6 
5500 N 24th St 

Northwest corner of 24th St and Missouri Ave 

Dear Councilmember Robinson and City of Phoenix Planning and Development Department, 

I am writing to express my formal OPPOSITION to the PHO-1-2--Z-323-79-6 Located at 5500 N 24th St 
(northwest corner of 24th St and Missouri Ave) requesting the modification of several significant zoning 
stipulations that would permit the expansion of the existing one-story office building. 

The prior zoning case (Z-323-79) was only approved by the City Council based on the strict commitments 
and promises made by the developer, particularly the following: 

1. That the office building would remain as a single-story building, protecting the privacy of our 
adjacent residential neighborhood. 

2. That the parking ratio would be increased to be one space for every 250 square feet, ensuring 
that the site would have sufficient parking and would not overflow onto our local residential 
streets. 

However, this request is proposing to eliminate these significant commitments and protections for the 
neighborhood and greatly expand the office building. I urge the City of Phoenix to uphold their 
commitments and promises that were made to the adjacent neighbors in the originally approved zoning 
for the commercial office property and to DENY PHO-1-25—Z-323-79-6. 

Furthermore, it should not be forgotten that this property owner negligently attempted to illegally 
construct the second story of the office building, in blatant violation of the adopted zoning stipulations, 
without first obtaining the appropriate permits and approvals from the City of Phoenix. The property 

owner is only just now asking the City to retroactively approve the non-permitted construction after he 

was caught red-handed. This type of behavior should not be tolerated or rewarded by the City. 

Sincerely, 

ThAAAAAt A it-ut" 
Name 

(6 E- • I-Wi/wake( 14,1Ae tv-c44-(v, if 2 
Address zo

Signature Date 



Opposition to PHO-1-25—Z-323-79-6 
5500 N 24th St 

Northwest corner of 24th St and Missouri Ave 

Dear Councilmember Robinson and City of Phoenix Planning and Development Department, 

I am writing to express my formal OPPOSITION to the PHO-1-2--Z-323-79-6 Located at 5500 N 24th St 

(northwest corner of 24th St and Missouri Ave) requesting the modification of several significant zoning 

stipulations that would permit the expansion of the existing one-story office building. 

The prior zoning case (Z-323-79) was only approved by the City Council based on the strict commitments 

and promises made by the developer, particularly the following: 

1. That the office building would remain as a single-story building, protecting the privacy of our 

adjacent residential neighborhood. 

2. That the parking ratio would be increased to be one space for every 250 square feet, ensuring 

that the site would have sufficient parking and would not overflow onto our local residential 

streets. 

However, this request is proposing to eliminate these significant commitments and protections for the 

neighborhood and greatly expand the office building. I urge the City of Phoenix to uphold their 

commitments and promises that were made to the adjacent neighbors in the originally approved zoning 

for the commercial office property and to DENY PHO-1-25—Z-323-79-6. 

Furthermore, it should not be forgotten that this property owner negligently attempted to illegally 

construct the second story of the office building, in blatant violation of the adopted zoning stipulations, 

without first obtaining the appropriate permits and approvals from the City of Phoenix. The property 

owner is only just now asking the City to retroactively approve the non-permitted construction after he 

was caught red-handed. This type of behavior should not be tolerated or rewarded by the City. 

Sincerely, 

R. 
Nam 

A. iler(ref 
WeAezuert- tAinkvimxt-

3V N. 22Ad IL 
Address p6(3e.,u;)<,X42 ?._s-o/4 
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Opposition to PHO-1-25-Z-323-79-6 

5500 N 24th St 

Northwest corner of 24th St and Missouri Ave 

Dear Councilmember Robinson and City of Phoenix Planning and Development Department, 

I am writing to express my formal OPPOSITION to the PH0-1-2--Z-323-79-6 Located at 5500 N 24th St 

(northwest corner of 24th St and Missouri Ave) requesting the modification of several significant zoning 

stipulations that would permit the expansion of the existing one-story office building. 

The prior zoning case (Z-323-79) was only approved by the City Council based on the strict commitments 

and promises made by the developer, particularly the following: 

1. That the office building would remain as a single-story building, protecting the privacy of our 

adjacent residential neighborhood. 

2. That the parking ratio would be increased to be one space for every 250 square feet, ensuring 

that the site would have sufficient parking and would not overflow onto our local residential 

streets. 

However, this request is proposing to eliminate these significant commitments and protections for the 

neighborhood and greatly expand the office building. I urge the City of Phoenix to uphold their 

commitments and promises that were made to the adjacent neighbors in the originally approved zoning 

for the commercial office property and to DENY PHO-1-25—Z-323-79-6. 

Furthermore, it should not be forgotten that this property owner negligently attempted to illegally 

construct the second story of the office building, in blatant violation of the adopted zoning stipulations, 

without first obtaining the appropriate permits and approvals from the City of Phoenix. The property 

owner is only just now asking the City to retroactively approve the non-permitted construction after he 

was caught red-handed. This type of behavior should not be tolerated or rewarded by the City. 

Sincerely, 

Name RAAA Al4 aivie\1444V. 

I ctS3 E LuKCA-VC-
Address 

Signature 
Date 



Opposition to PHO-1-25-2-323-79-6 

5500 N 24th St 

Northwest corner of 24th St and Missouri Ave 

Dear Councilmember Robinson and City of Phoenix Planning and Development Department, 

I am writing to confirm my OPPOSITION to PHO-1-25—Z-323-79-6, which seeks to modify zoning 

stipulations at 5500 N 24th Street. 

I do not support the expansion of commercial uses in our neighborhood. We chose to live in this 

community based on the commitments that the City has made. The neighborhoods surrounding this site 

are entirely low-density residential areas, and should remain as such. The approval of this request would 

support the expansion of this office building, setting a precedent that additional multistory commercial 

uses are supported in our neighborhood, which would cause dramatic impacts to the quality of life that 

has been established here. 

Moreover, it is egregious that the property owner previously attempted to construct a second story 

without first obtaining the proper permits or approvals, in direct violation of the zoning stipulations that 

are intended to protect adjacent neighbors. Only after being caught did the owner submit this 

retroactive request. Such disregard for legal process should not be condoned or rewarded. 

For these reasons, I respectfully urge the City of Phoenix to DENY PHO-1-25—Z-323-79-6 and uphold the 

promises originally made to the surrounding community and not let developers and property owners get 

away with such disrespect of the law. 

Sincerely, 

Jo kit) rA)E-

0-14.21611 -
Name 

aQA;CA kkg-C - (a 9J -h  L 

Signature uz_
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Opposition to PHO-1-25-2-323-79-6 

5500 N 24th St 

Northwest corner of 24th St and Missouri Ave 

Dear Councilmember Robinson and City of Phoenix Planning and Development Department, 

I am writing to confirm my OPPOSITION to PH0-1-25—Z-323-79-6, which seeks to modify zoning 

stipulations at 5500 N 24th Street. 

I do not support the expansion of commercial uses in our neighborhood. We chose to live in this 

community based on the commitments that the City has made. The neighborhoods surrounding this site 

are entirely low-density residential areas, and should remain as such. The approval of this request would 

support the expansion of this office building, setting a precedent that additional multistory commercial 

uses are supported in our neighborhood, which would cause dramatic impacts to the quality of life that 

has been established here. 

Moreover, it is egregious that the property owner previously attempted to construct a second story 

without first obtaining the proper permits or approvals, in direct violation of the zoning stipulations that 

are intended to protect adjacent neighbors. Only after being caught did the owner submit this 

retroactive request. Such disregard for legal process should not be condoned or rewarded. 

For these reasons, I respectfully urge the City of Phoenix to DENY PHO-1-25—Z-323-79-6 and uphold the 

promises originally made to the surrounding community and not let developers and property owners get 

away with such disrespect of the law. 

Sincerely, 

D
Name rotA,,,,i ikAwAV 411,OA 114mr Address e-krckh ardn 5(0I(0 1\1 20(h fic{c2_ 

<3.k3(2025Date 



Opposition to PHO-1-25-Z-323-79-6 

5500 N 246 St 

Northwest corner of 24th St and Missouri Ave 

Dear Councilmember Robinson and City of Phoenix Planning and Development Department, 

I am writing to express my formal OPPOSITION to the PHO-1-2--Z-323-79-6 Located at 5500 N 24th St 

(northwest corner of 24th St and Missouri Ave) requesting the modification of several significant zoning 

stipulations that would permit the expansion of the existing one-story office building. 

The prior zoning case (Z-323-79) was only approved by the City Council based on the strict commitments 

and promises made by the developer, particularly the following: 

1. That the office building would remain as a single-story building, protecting the privacy of our 

adjacent residential neighborhood. 

2. That the parking ratio would be increased to be one space for every 250 square feet, ensuring 

that the site would have sufficient parking and would not overflow onto our local residential 

streets. 

However, this request is proposing to eliminate these significant commitments and protections for the 

neighborhood and greatly expand the office building. I urge the City of Phoenix to uphold their 

commitments and promises that were made to the adjacent neighbors in the originally approved zoning 

for the commercial office property and to DENY PHO-1-25—Z-323-79-6. 

Furthermore, it should not be forgotten that this property owner negligently attempted to illegally 

construct the second story of the office building, in blatant violation of the adopted zoning stipulations, 

without first obtaining the appropriate permits and approvals from the City of Phoenix. The property 

owner is only just now asking the City to retroactively approve the non-permitted construction after he 

was caught red-handed. This type of behavior should not be tolerated or rewarded by the City. 

Sincerely, 

Name 

Signature 

Address 

  Dat 

g 
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Opposition to PHO-1-25-2-323-79-6 

5500 N 24th St 

Northwest corner of 24th St and Missouri Ave 

Dear Councilmember Robinson and City of Phoenix Planning and Development Department, 

I am writing to express my formal OPPOSITION to the PHO-1-2--Z-323-79-6 Located at 5500 N 24th St 

(northwest corner of 24th St and Missouri Ave) requesting the modification of several significant zoning 

stipulations that would permit the expansion of the existing one-story office building. 

The prior zoning case (Z-323-79) was only approved by the City Council based on the strict commitments 

and promises made by the developer, particularly the following: 

1. That the office building would remain as a single-story building, protecting the privacy of our 

adjacent residential neighborhood. 

2. That the parking ratio would be increased to be one space for every 250 square feet, ensuring 

that the site would have sufficient parking and would not overflow onto our local residential 

streets. 

However, this request is proposing to eliminate these significant commitments and protections for the 

neighborhood and greatly expand the office building. I urge the City of Phoenix to uphold their 

commitments and promises that were made to the adjacent neighbors in the originally approved zoning 

for the commercial office property and to DENY PHO-1-25—Z-323-79-6. 

Furthermore, it should not be forgotten that this property owner negligently attempted to illegally 

construct the second story of the office building, in blatant violation of the adopted zoning stipulations, 

without first obtaining the appropriate permits and approvals from the City of Phoenix. The property 

owner is only just now asking the City to retroactively approve the non-permitted construction after he 

was caught red-handed. This type of behavior should not be tolerated or rewarded by the City. 

Sincerely, 

Name vv\ C{fee41„ .1 C ;
22)  ao9b(b 

Address 

Date 



Opposition to PHO-1-25-2-323-79-6 

5500 N 24th St 

Northwest corner of 24th St and Missouri Ave 

Dear Councilmember Robinson and City of Phoenix Planning and Development Department, 

I am writing to express my formal OPPOSITION to the PH0-1-2--Z-323-79-6 Located at 5500 N 24th St 

(northwest corner of 24th St and Missouri Ave) requesting the modification of several significant zoning 

stipulations that would permit the expansion of the existing one-story office building. 

The prior zoning case (Z-323-79) was only approved by the City Council based on the strict commitments 

and promises made by the developer, particularly the following: 

1. That the office building would remain as a single-story building, protecting the privacy of our 

adjacent residential neighborhood. 

2. That the parking ratio would be increased to be one space for every 250 square feet, ensuring 

that the site would have sufficient parking and would not overflow onto our local residential 

streets. 

However, this request is proposing to eliminate these significant commitments and protections for the 

neighborhood and greatly expand the office building. I urge the City of Phoenix to uphold their 

commitments and promises that were made to the adjacent neighbors in the originally approved zoning 

for the commercial office property and to DENY PH0-1-25—Z-323-79-6. 

Furthermore, it should not be forgotten that this property owner negligently attempted to illegally 

construct the second story of the office building, in blatant violation of the adopted zoning stipulations, 

without first obtaining the appropriate permits and approvals from the City of Phoenix. The property 

owner is only just now asking the City to retroactively approve the non-permitted construction after he 

was caught red-handed. This type of behavior should not be tolerated or rewarded by the City. 

Sincerely, 

Name rttAv6-1 Address 

may/
 ?)-- 

ignitur7'z Date 
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Opposition to PHO-1-25-2-323-79-6 

5500 N 24th St 

Northwest corner of 24th St and Missouri Ave 

Dear Councilmember Robinson and City of Phoenix Planning and Development Department, 

I am writing to confirm my OPPOSITION to PHO-1-25—Z-323-79-6, which seeks to modify zoning 

stipulations at 5500 N 24th Street. Any prior support I may have provided is hereby WITHDRAWN, as it 

was based on incomplete and insufficient information about the request. 

I do not support the expansion of commercial uses in our neighborhood. We chose to live in this 

community based on the commitments that the City has made. The neighborhoods surrounding this site 

are entirely low-density residential areas, and should remain as such. The approval of this request would 

support the expansion of this office building, setting a precedent that additional multistory commercial 

uses are supported in our neighborhood, which would cause dramatic impacts to the quality of life that 

has been established here. 

Moreover, it is egregious that the property owner previously attempted to construct a second story 

without first obtaining the proper permits or approvals, in direct violation of the zoning stipulations that 

are intended to protect adjacent neighbors. Only after being caught did the owner submit this 

retroactive request. Such disregard for legal process should not be condoned or rewarded. 

For these reasons, I respectfully urge the City of Phoenix to DENY PHO-1-25—Z-323-79-6 and uphold the 

promises originally made to the surrounding community and not let developers and property owners get 

away with such disrespect of the law. 

Sincerely, 

tOw `1 ) S 21,°L1 Via(1) Vevk 
Name W mkkc pv1,1bio, Address 

tfq: titsU1/4O,Nicr 

Date 
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Opposition to PHO-1-25-Z-323-79-6 

5500 N 24th St 

Northwest corner of 24th St and Missouri Ave 

Dear Councilmember Robinson and City of Phoenix Planning and Development Department, 

I am writing to express my formal OPPOSITION to the PHO-1-2--Z-323-79-6 Located at 5500 N 24th St 

(northwest corner of 24th St and Missouri Ave) requesting the modification of several significant zoning 

stipulations that would permit the expansion of the existing one-story office building. 

The prior zoning case (Z-323-79) was only approved by the City Council based on the strict commitments 

and promises made by the developer, particularly the following: 

1. That the office building would remain as a single-story building, protecting the privacy of our 

adjacent residential neighborhood. 

2. That the parking ratio would be increased to be one space for every 250 square feet, ensuring 

that the site would have sufficient parking and would not overflow onto our local residential 

streets. 

However, this request is proposing to eliminate these significant commitments and protections for the 

neighborhood and greatly expand the office building. I urge the City of Phoenix to uphold their 

commitments and promises that were made to the adjacent neighbors in the originally approved zoning 

for the commercial office property and to DENY PHO-1-25---Z-323-79-6. 

Furthermore, it should not be forgotten that this property owner negligently attempted to illegally 

construct the second story of the office building, in blatant violation of the adopted zoning stipulations, 

without first obtaining the appropriate permits and approvals from the City of Phoenix. The property 

owner is only just now asking the City to retroactively approve the non-permitted construction after he 

was caught red-handed. This type of behavior should not be tolerated or rewarded by the City. 

Sincerely, 

014 64(Aik—

Name Co VAAA-1,‘"\ ILL 
Wirtati 

Address 740.011r (

ignature Date 
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Opposition to PHO-1-25-Z-323-79-6 

5500 N 24th St 

Northwest corner of 24th St and Missouri Ave 

Dear Councilmember Robinson and City of Phoenix Planning and Development Department, 

I am writing to confirm my OPPOSITION to PHO-1-25—Z-323-79-6, which seeks to modify zoning 

stipulations at 5500 N 24th Street. 

I do not support the expansion of commercial uses in our neighborhood. We chose to live in this 

community based on the commitments that the City has made. The neighborhoods surrounding this site 

are entirely low-density residential areas, and should remain as such. The approval of this request would 

support the expansion of this office building, setting a precedent that additional multistory commercial 

uses are supported in our neighborhood, which would cause dramatic impacts to the quality of life that 

has been established here. 

Moreover, it is egregious that the property owner previously attempted to construct a second story 

without first obtaining the proper permits or approvals, in direct violation of the zoning stipulations that 

are intended to protect adjacent neighbors. Only after being caught did the owner submit this 

retroactive request. Such disregard for legal process should not be condoned or rewarded. 

For these reasons, I respectfully urge the City of Phoenix to DENY PHO-1-25—Z-323-79-6 and uphold the 

promises originally made to the surrounding community and not let developers and property owners get 

away with such disrespect of the law. 

Sincerely, 

Name \ t/ L04._ Address 

Sig atu re Date 



Opposition to PHO-1-25-2-323-79-6 

5500 N 24th St 

Northwest corner of 24th St and Missouri Ave 

Dear Councilmember Robinson and City of Phoenix Planning and Development Department, 

I am writing to confirm my OPPOSITION to PHO-1-25—Z-323-79-6, which seeks to modify zoning 

stipulations at 5500 N 24th Street. 

I do not support the expansion of commercial uses in our neighborhood. We chose to live in this 

community based on the commitments that the City has made. The neighborhoods surrounding this site 

are entirely low-density residential areas, and should remain as such. The approval of this request would 

support the expansion of this office building, setting a precedent that additional multistory commercial 

uses are supported in our neighborhood, which would cause dramatic impacts to the quality of life that 

has been established here. 

Moreover, it is egregious that the property owner previously attempted to construct a second story 

without first obtaining the proper permits or approvals, in direct violation of the zoning stipulations that 

are intended to protect adjacent neighbors. Only after being caught did the owner submit this 

retroactive request. Such disregard for legal process should not be condoned or rewarded. 

For these reasons, I respectfully urge the City of Phoenix to DENY PHO-1-25—Z-323-79-6 and uphold the 

promises originally made to the surrounding community and not let developers and property owners get 

away with such disrespect of the law. 

Sincerely, 

uA-e0L_\10 .1-A1,./c2c 
Name Address 

C-C31:Ut (0-1 

Signature Date 



Opposition to PHO-1-25-Z-323-79-6 

5500 N 24th St 

Northwest corner of 24th St and Missouri Ave 

Dear Councilmember Robinson and City of Phoenix Planning and Development Department, 

I am writing to confirm my OPPOSITION to PHO-1-25—Z-323-79-6, which seeks to modify zoning 

stipulations at 5500 N 24th Street. Any prior support I may have provided is hereby WITHDRAWN, as it 

was based on incomplete and insufficient information about the request. 

I do not support the expansion of commercial uses in our neighborhood. We chose to live in this 

community based on the commitments that the City has made. The neighborhoods surrounding this site 

are entirely low-density residential areas, and should remain as such. The approval of this request would 

support the expansion of this office building, setting a precedent that additional multistory commercial 

uses are supported in our neighborhood, which would cause dramatic impacts to the quality of life that 

has been established here. 

Moreover, it is egregious that the property owner previously attempted to construct a second story 

without first obtaining the proper permits or approvals, in direct violation of the zoning stipulations that 

are intended to protect adjacent neighbors. Only after being caught did the owner submit this 

retroactive request. Such disregard for legal process should not be condoned or rewarded. 

For these reasons, I respectfully urge the City of Phoenix to DENY PHO-1-25—Z-323-79-6 and uphold the 

promises originally made to the surrounding community and not let developers and property owners get 

away with such disrespect of the law. 

Sincerely, 

-2-140 z . sc, De_ 
a-k-te.a.". Art. OS 0 

Name Sty Address 
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Signature Date 



Opposition to PHO-1-25-Z-323-79-6 

5500 N 24th St 

Northwest corner of 24th St and Missouri Ave 

Dear Councilmember Robinson and City of Phoenix Planning and Development Department, 

I am writing to confirm my OPPOSITION to PHO-1-25—Z-323-79-6, which seeks to modify zoning 

stipulations at 5500 N 24th Street. Any prior support I may have provided is hereby WITHDRAWN, as it 

was based on incomplete and insufficient information about the request. 

I do not support the expansion of commercial uses in our neighborhood. We chose to live in this 

community based on the commitments that the City has made. The neighborhoods surrounding this site 

are entirely low-density residential areas, and should remain as such. The approval of this request would 

support the expansion of this office building, setting a precedent that additional multistory commercial 

uses are supported in our neighborhood, which would cause dramatic impacts to the quality of life that 

has been established here. 

Moreover, it is egregious that the property owner previously attempted to construct a second story 

without first obtaining the proper permits or approvals, in direct violation of the zoning stipulations that 

are intended to protect adjacent neighbors. Only after being caught did the owner submit this 

retroactive request. Such disregard for legal process should not be condoned or rewarded. 

For these reasons, I respectfully urge the City of Phoenix to DENY PHO-1-25—Z-323-79-6 and uphold the 

promises originally made to the surrounding community and not let developers and property owners get 

away with such disrespect of the law. 

Sincerely, 

130i5r4T-41 (A-VVV, 

Name 

9 /4 -MA_MAA -
Signature / K 
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Opposition to PHO-1-25-Z-323-79-6 
5500 N 24th St 

Northwest corner of 24th St and Missouri Ave 

Dear Councilmember Robinson and City of Phoenix Planning and Development Department, 

I am writing to express my formal OPPOSITION to the PHO-1-2--Z-323-79-6 Located at 5500 N 24" St 

(northwest corner of 24th St and Missouri Ave) requesting the modification of several significant zoning 

stipulations that would permit the expansion of the existing one-story office building. 

The prior zoning case (Z-323-79) was only approved by the City Council based on the strict commitments 

and promises made by the developer, particularly the following: 

1. That the office building would remain as a single-story building, protecting the privacy of our 

adjacent residential neighborhood. 

2. That the parking ratio would be increased to be one space for every 250 square feet, ensuring 

that the site would have sufficient parking and would not overflow onto our local residential 

streets. 

However, this request is proposing to eliminate these significant commitments and protections for the 

neighborhood and greatly expand the office building. I urge the City of Phoenix to uphold their 

commitments and promises that were made to the adjacent neighbors in the originally approved zoning 

for the commercial office property and to DENY PHO-1-25---Z-323-79-6. 

Furthermore, it should not be forgotten that this property owner negligently attempted to illegally 

construct the second story of the office building, in blatant violation of the adopted zoning stipulations, 

without first obtaining the appropriate permits and approvals from the City of Phoenix. The property 

owner is only just now asking the City to retroactively approve the non-permitted construction after he 

was caught red-handed. This type of behavior should not be tolerated or rewarded by the City. 

Sincerely, 

t rtiNi f.606-0721). Sabo .
Address 

Date 



Name 

Opposition to PHO-1-25-Z-323-79-6 

5500 N 24th St 

Northwest corner of 24th St and Missouri Ave 

Dear Councilmember Robinson and City of Phoenix Planning and Development Department, 

I am writing to confirm my OPPOSITION to PHO-1-25—Z-323-79-6, which seeks to modify zoning 

stipulations at 5500 N 24th Street. Any prior support I may have provided is hereby WITHDRAWN, as it 

was based on incomplete and insufficient information about the request. 

I do not support the expansion of commercial uses in our neighborhood. We chose to live in this 

community based on the commitments that the City has made. The neighborhoods surrounding this site 

are entirely low-density residential areas, and should remain as such. The approval of this request would 

support the expansion of this office building, setting a precedent that additional multistory commercial 

uses are supported in our neighborhood, which would cause dramatic impacts to the quality of life that 

has been established here. 

Moreover, it is egregious that the property owner previously attempted to construct a second story 

without first obtaining the proper permits or approvals, in direct violation of the zoning stipulations that 

are intended to protect adjacent neighbors. Only after being caught did the owner submit this 

retroactive request. Such disregard for legal process should not be condoned or rewarded. 

For these reasons, I respectfully urge the City of Phoenix to DENY PHO-1-25—Z-323-79-6 and uphold the 

promises originally made to the surrounding community and not let developers and property owners get 

away with such disrespect of the law. 

Sincerely, 

 Z,,LA-vAsk' 

Signature 

le/hay ) 1/Gr/ 

Address 

e -41 Y4c5 

Date 



Name 

Opposition to PHO-1-25-2-323-79-6 

5500 N 24th St 

Northwest corner of 24th St and Missouri Ave 

Dear Councilmember Robinson and City of Phoenix Planning and Development Department, 

I am writing to confirm my OPPOSITION to PHO-1-25--Z-323-79-6, which seeks to modify zoning 

stipulations at 5500 N 24th Street. Any prior support I may have provided is hereby WITHDRAWN, as it 

was based on incomplete and insufficient information about the request. 

I do not support the expansion of commercial uses in our neighborhood. We chose to live in this 

community based on the commitments that the City has made. The neighborhoods surrounding this site 

are entirely low-density residential areas, and should remain as such. The approval of this request would 

support the expansion of this office building, setting a precedent that additional multistory commercial 

uses are supported in our neighborhood, which would cause dramatic impacts to the quality of life that 

has been established here. 

Moreover, it is egregious that the property owner previously attempted to construct a second story 

without first obtaining the proper permits or approvals, in direct violation of the zoning stipulations that 

are intended to protect adjacent neighbors. Only after being caught did the owner submit this 

retroactive request. Such disregard for legal process should not be condoned or rewarded. 

For these reasons, I respectfully urge the City of Phoenix to DENY PHO-1-25—Z-323-79-6 and uphold the 

promises originally made to the surrounding community and not let developers and property owners get 

away with such disrespect of the law. 

Sincerely, 

2/91-4,c E t4,61,/,
Address 

Si nature Date 



Opposition to PHO-1-25-Z-323-79-6 

5500 N 24th St 

Northwest corner of 24th St and Missouri Ave 

Dear Councilmember Robinson and City of Phoenix Planning and Development Department, 

I am writing to express my formal OPPOSITION to the PHO-1-2--Z-323-79-6 Located at 5500 N 24th St 

(northwest corner of 24th St and Missouri Ave) requesting the modification of several significant zoning 

stipulations that would permit the expansion of the existing one-story office building. 

The prior zoning case (Z-323-79) was only approved by the City Council based on the strict commitments 

and promises made by the developer, particularly the following: 

1. That the office building would remain as a single-story building, protecting the privacy of our 

adjacent residential neighborhood. 

2. That the parking ratio would be increased to be one space for every 250 square feet, ensuring 

that the site would have sufficient parking and would not overflow onto our local residential 

streets. 

However, this request is proposing to eliminate these significant commitments and protections for the 

neighborhood and greatly expand the office building. I urge the City of Phoenix to uphold their 

commitments and promises that were made to the adjacent neighbors in the originally approved zoning 

for the commercial office property and to DENY PHO-1-25—Z-323-79-6. 

Furthermore, it should not be forgotten that this property owner negligently attempted to illegally 

construct the second story of the office building, in blatant violation of the adopted zoning stipulations, 

without first obtaining the appropriate permits and approvals from the City of Phoenix. The property 

owner is only just now asking the City to retroactively approve the non-permitted construction after he 

was caught red-handed. This type of behavior should not be tolerated or rewarded by the City. 

Sincerely, 

N me-- j/F 
order 7041 E Dr. 

Address 

ignature Date 

0/21-/-s



Opposition to PHO-1-25-2-323-79-6 
5500 N 24th St 

Northwest corner of 24th St and Missouri Ave 

Dear Councilmember Robinson and City of Phoenix Planning and Development Department, 

I am writing to confirm my OPPOSITION to PHO-1-25—Z-323-79-6, which seeks to modify zoning 
stipulations at 5500 N 24th Street. 

I do not support the expansion of commercial uses in our neighborhood. We chose to live in this 
community based on the commitments that the City has made. The neighborhoods surrounding this site 
are entirely low-density residential areas, and should remain as such. The approval of this request would 
support the expansion of this office building, setting a precedent that additional multistory commercial 
uses are supported in our neighborhood, which would cause dramatic impacts to the quality of life that 
has been established here. 

Moreover, it is egregious that the property owner previously attempted to construct a second story 
without first obtaining the proper permits or approvals, in direct violation of the zoning stipulations that 
are intended to protect adjacent neighbors. Only after being caught did the owner submit this 
retroactive request. Such disregard for legal process should not be condoned or rewarded. 

For these reasons, I respectfully urge the City of Phoenix to DENY PHO-1-25—Z-323-79-6 and uphold the 
promises originally made to the surrounding community and not let developers and property owners get 
away with such disrespect of the law. 

Sincerely, 

Name 

lid 
Address 

-2 -2.5 -2_5 
Sig ature Date 



Opposition to PHO-1-25—Z-323-79-6 
5500 N 24th St 

Northwest corner of 24th St and Missouri Ave 

Dear Councilmember Robinson and City of Phoenix Planning and Development Department, 

I am writing to express my formal OPPOSITION to the PHO-1-2--Z-323-79-6 Located at 5500 N 24th St 
(northwest corner of 24th St and Missouri Ave) requesting the modification of several significant zoning 
stipulations that would permit the expansion of the existing one-story office building. 

The prior zoning case (Z-323-79) was only approved by the City Council based on the strict commitments 
and promises made by the developer, particularly the following: 

1. That the office building would remain as a single-story building, protecting the privacy of our 
adjacent residential neighborhood. 

2. That the parking ratio would be increased to be one space for every 250 square feet, ensuring 
that the site would have sufficient parking and would not overflow onto our local residential 
streets. 

However, this request is proposing to eliminate these significant commitments and protections for the 
neighborhood and greatly expand the office building. I urge the City of Phoenix to uphold their 
commitments and promises that were made to the adjacent neighbors in the originally approved zoning 
for the commercial office property and to DENY PHO-1-25—Z-323-79-6. 

Furthermore, it should not be forgotten that this property owner negligently attempted to illegally 
construct the second story of the office building, in blatant violation of the adopted zoning stipulations, 

without first obtaining the appropriate permits and approvals from the City of Phoenix. The property 

owner is only just now asking the City to retroactively approve the non-permitted construction after he 

was caught red-handed. This type of behavior should not be tolerated or rewarded by the City. 

Sincerely, 

Name Address 

Date 



From: Tim O'Neil < > 

Date: Wed, May 21, 2025, 11:15 PM 

Subject: Re: Opposition Petition Addition 

To: Bryan Moreno INMERMIffliiNillialiA>, San Souci Neighborhood 

<sansouci.neighborhood@gmait.com>

Bryan, et al, 
Plead add me to the opposition list related to commercial expansion of improvements at the northwest 

corner of 24th Street and Missouri. 

My address is 5328 North 23rd Street. Phoenix. 85016. 

Thank you, 
Tim O'Neil 
602

Tim O'Neil Prinicipal 
Main: 601 



Petition of Opposition 
My signature below confirms that I am OPPOSED to the expansion of the office building located at 5500 N 24th Street per PHO-1-25--Z-323-79-6. This 

request will effectively eliminate some of the most significant commitments and protections afforded to the neighborhood during the original zoning case 

that were specifically made by the property owner's representative to secure City Council approval. The elimination of these commitments and 

protections would cause a significant detriment to the surrounding neighborhoods and set a negative precedent for future development by opening the 

door for additional multistory commercial development within the adjacent residential areas. Additionally, the property owner attempted to evade the 

required City review process by failing to submit for permits prior to commencing construction, likely because the project would not have been permitted 

under the existing zoning stipulations and conditions. Instead of correcting the violations, the owner is now asking the City to retroactively approve the 

non-permitted construction. Allowing the owner to retroactively obtain permits sets a dangerous precedent that violating zoning laws carries no real 

consequences. 

First Name Last Name Address Date Signature 
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Petition of Opposition 
My signature below confirms that I am OPPOSED to the expansion of the office building located at 5500 N 24th Street per PH0-1-25--Z-323-79-6. This 
request will effectively eliminate some of the most significant commitments and protections afforded to the neighborhood during the original zoning case 
that were specifically made by the property owner's representative to secure City Council approval. The elimination of these commitments and 
protections would cause a significant detriment to the surrounding neighborhoods and set a negative precedent for future development by opening the 
door for additional multistory commercial development within the adjacent residential areas. Additionally, the property owner attempted to evade the 
required City review process by failing to submit for permits prior to commencing construction, likely because the project would not have been permitted 
under the existing zoning stipulations and conditions. Instead of correcting the violations, the owner is now asking the City to retroactively approve the 
non-permitted construction. Allowing the owner to retroactively obtain permits sets a dangerous precedent that violating zoning laws carries no real 
consequences. 

First Name Last Name Address Date Signatur  
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Petition of Opposition 
My signature below confirms that I am OPPOSED to the expansion of the office building located at 5500 N 24th Street per PHO-1-25--Z-323-79-6. This 
request will effectively eliminate some of the most significant commitments and protections afforded to the neighborhood during the original zoning case 
that were specifically made by the property owner's representative to secure City Council approval. The elimination of these commitments and 
protections would cause a significant detriment to the surrounding neighborhoods and set a negative precedent for future development by opening the 
door for additional multistory commercial development within the adjacent residential areas. Additionally, the property owner attempted to evade the 
required City review process by failing to submit for permits prior to commencing construction, likely because the project would not have been permitted 
under the existing zoning stipulations and conditions. Instead of correcting the violations, the owner is now asking the City to retroactively approve the 
non-permitted construction. Allowing the owner to retroactively obtain permits sets a dangerous precedent that violating zoning laws carries no real 
consequences. 

First Name Last me Address Date Signature 
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Petition of Opposition 
My signature below confirms that I am OPPOSED to the expansion of the office building located at 5500 N 24th Street per PHO-1-25--Z-323-79-6. This 
request will effectively eliminate some of the most significant commitments and protections afforded to the neighborhood during the original zoning case 
that were specifically made by the property owner's representative to secure City Council approval. The elimination of these commitments and 
protections would cause a significant detriment to the surrounding neighborhoods and set a negative precedent for future development by opening the 
door for additional multistory commercial development within the adjacent residential areas. Additionally, the property owner attempted to evade the 
required City review process by failing to submit for permits prior to commencing construction, likely because the project would not have been permitted 
under the existing zoning stipulations and conditions. Instead of correcting the violations, the owner is now asking the City to retroactively approve the 
non-permitted construction. Allowing the owner to retroactively obtain permits sets a dangerous precedent that violating zoning laws carries no real 
consequences. 

First Name Last Name Address Date Signature 
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Petition of Opposition 
My signature below confirms that I am OPPOSED to the expansion of the office building located at 5500 N 24th Street per PHO-1-25--Z-323-79-6. This 
request will effectively eliminate some of the most significant commitments and protections afforded to the neighborhood during the original zoning case 
that were specifically made by the property owner's representative to secure City Council approval. The elimination of these commitments and 
protections would cause a significant detriment to the surrounding neighborhoods and set a negative precedent for future development by opening the 
door for additional multistory commercial development within the adjacent residential areas. Additionally, the property owner attempted to evade the 
required City review process by failing to submit for permits prior to commencing construction, likely because the project would not have been permitted 
under the existing zoning stipulations and conditions. Instead of correcting the violations, the owner is now asking the City to retroactively approve the 
non-permitted construction. Allowing the owner to retroactively obtain permits sets a dangerous precedent that violating zoning laws carries no real 
consequences. 

First Name Last Name Address Date Si gn tu re 
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Petition of Opposition 

My signature below confirms that I am OPPOSED to the expansion of the office building located at 5500 N 24th Street per PHO-1-25--Z-323-79-6. This 

request will effectively eliminate some of the most significant commitments and protections afforded to the neighborhood during the original zoning case 

that were specifically made by the property owner's representative to secure City Council approval. The elimination of these commitments and 
protections would cause a significant detriment to the surrounding neighborhoods and set a negative precedent for future development by opening the 
door for additional multistory commercial development within the adjacent residential areas. Additionally, the property owner attempted to evade the 
required City review process by failing to submit for permits prior to commencing construction, likely because the project would not have been permitted 

under the existing zoning stipulations and conditions. Instead of correcting the violations, the owner is now asking the City to retroactively approve the 

non-permitted construction. Allowing the owner to retroactively obtain permits sets a dangerous precedent that violating zoning laws carries no real 
consequences. 

First Name Last Name Address Date Signature 
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Petition of Opposition 
My signature below confirms that I am OPPOSED to the expansion of the office building located at 5500 N 24th Street per PHO-1-25--Z-323-79-6. This 
request will effectively eliminate some of the most significant commitments and protections afforded to the neighborhood during the original zoning case 
that were specifically made by the property owner's representative to secure City Council approval. The elimination of these commitments and 
protections would cause a significant detriment to the surrounding neighborhoods and set a negative precedent for future development by opening the 
door for additional multistory commercial development within the adjacent residential areas. Additionally, the property owner attempted to evade the 
required City review process by failing to submit for permits prior to commencing construction, likely because the project would not have been permitted 
under the existing zoning stipulations and conditions. Instead of correcting the violations, the owner is now asking the City to retroactively approve the 
non-permitted construction. Allowing the owner to retroactively obtain permits sets a dangerous precedent that violating zoning laws carries no real 
consequences. 

First Name Last Name Address Date Signature 
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From: Laura Moreno
To: Kurt Waldier
Subject: Fwd: Opposition Petition
Date: Thursday, June 12, 2025 4:20:20 PM

Another Brett Supporter wants to be added to our petition.  I'll add it... but you can mark it or
forward it to Theresa.  I"m not sure if you forwarding these when you get them.. or if you
want to just gather them and then pass along?

Let me know what you prefer. 

-Laura  

---------- Forwarded message ---------
From: Heidi Jannenga <heidi.jannenga@gmail.com>
Date: Thu, Jun 12, 2025 at 4:13 PM
Subject: Opposition Petition
To: sansouci.neighborhood@gmail.com <sansouci.neighborhood@gmail.com>

Hello
Thank you for the information provided via mail to our neighborhood regarding PHO1-2-Z-
323-79-6.  It's obvious that you have put a lot of time, money and energy into the research and
opposition position.

Please include my name on the petition:
Heidi Jannenga
2135 E Colter St, Phoenix, AZ 85016
June 12, 2025

Thank you for your efforts in keeping our amazing neighborhood clear of these bad actors!

Heidi and Joe

-- 
Regards,
Laura Moreno



From: Laura
To: Kurt Waldier
Subject: Fwd: PHO-1-12-Z-323-79-6
Date: Thursday, July 10, 2025 9:26:30 PM

Can add to opposition map

Regards, Laura Moreno

---------- Forwarded message ---------
From: Julie Blair <julie@blairsmith.com>
Date: Thu, Jul 10, 2025, 12:35 PM
Subject: Fwd: PHO-1-12-Z-323-79-6
To: <sansouci.neighborhood@gmail.com>
Cc: Julie Blair <julie@blairsmith.com>

> Hello Laura,
> 
> Please add my name to the Petition of Opposition in reference to Application PHO-1-12-Z-
323-79-6 opposing commercial expansion at the northwest corner of 24th Street and 
Missouri.  
> 
> Thank you,
> 
> Julie Blair
> 5202 N. 21st. St.
> Phoenix, AZ 85016
> 
> Dated: July 10, 2025



‌

From: Cy Brown
To: PDD Planning Commission
Cc: Council District 6 PCC
Subject: Opposition to PHO-1-25--Z-323-79-6 — Commercial Expansion at 24th Street and Missouri Ave (Hearing

September 4, 2025)
Date: Tuesday, August 12, 2025 11:13:57 AM
Importance: High

August 11, 2025

Phoenix Planning Commission
City of Phoenix
200 West Washington Street
Phoenix, AZ 85003

Re: Opposition to PHO-1-25--Z-323-79-6 — Commercial Expansion at 24th Street
and Missouri Ave (Hearing September 4, 2025)

Dear Members of the Planning Commission,

My name is Cy Brown, and I live at 2027 East Colter Street, Phoenix, AZ 85016, very
close to the property in question. I am writing to express my strong opposition to the
proposed changes and retroactive approvals being considered under PHO-1-25--Z-323-
79-6 for the commercial expansion at 24th Street and Missouri Avenue.

Unfortunately, I am unable to attend the September 4th hearing in person because it is a
school night for my children, who attend St. Thomas in our neighborhood, and my wife
will be out of town. I will, however, be watching the proceedings online and remain fully
engaged in this matter.

What is being requested here is not a simple adjustment—it is an attempt to legitimize
work that was undertaken without the proper permits or approvals. The property owner
began significant construction, including second-story additions, without following the
legal review process, and is now asking the City to grant permission after the fact only
because they were caught. If I operated my own business this way, the City would shut
me down and fine me. This should not be treated any differently.

https://us-phishalarm-ewt.proofpoint.com/EWT/v1/LkjWUF49MRd51_ry!AuC2QRZBwUNe4rh8jenNabL-Oleoni9JJp0RU7HrrmKpyqpdBduBLrsHe8tObcQ0QAXN6MUNWCOvgxfwZ9d0XhjxEGYdktjg8jYyiyuZRhJRlc8m9e7Zj3MXv7QG3nlgPYhwSN9Kz4cI0GhoqQxxsg$
mailto:cyrbrown@gmail.com
mailto:pdd.planningcomm@phoenix.gov
mailto:District6@phoenix.gov


If this is allowed, you are showing my children—and every child in our neighborhood—
that you can get away with not following the rules that have been set. That is the wrong
message for a city government to send to its citizens.

Granting approval in this case would:

Reward non-permitted construction and set a dangerous precedent that rules can
be ignored.

Undermine the original zoning stipulations that protected the neighborhood’s
privacy and character.

Encourage future developers to bypass the public process.

Increase traffic, parking problems, and potential cut-through use of residential
streets.

Negatively impact property values and neighborhood safety.

The PHO’s recommendations—allowing the second-story expansion, loosening site plan
conformance requirements, and reducing parking by 20% despite a 40% increase in
square footage—are all deeply concerning. These changes would have lasting negative
effects on the neighborhood and erode public trust in the City’s commitment to uphold
its own agreements and zoning rules.

This is not just a matter between the property owner and an adjacent neighbor—it
affects the entire community. The original stipulations were put in place for good reason,
and they should be enforced, not erased.

I urge the Planning Commission to reject these requests and send a clear message that
non-compliance with City permitting and zoning processes will not be tolerated.

Sincerely,
Cy Brown
2027 East Colter Street
Phoenix, AZ 85016

Cy R. Brown
602.739.1138 Cell
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To: Mayor Kate Gallego and Phoenix City Council and 

City of Phoenix Planning Commission 

REMEMBERING 

LE PARC-BILTMORE 
Le Parc simply translated is THE PARK. With my partner Mr. Irving Horwitz, which I maintained a 

40% ownership share, I acquired the C-O Zoning Designed, Permitted and Constructed the 

Professional Office Building on the Northwest Corner of 24th Street  and Missouri Avenue. 

This building is located in the San Souci Estates Subdivision which limits height to one 

story with the sole exception of the subject property. The location is directly opposite the 

entrance of the Arizona Biltmore Hotel, the Biltmore Estates, and is also located near the 

East Bartlett Estates. The building was sighted at a 45-degree angle to be viewed from 

both streets while protecting the view of the onsite parking which is behind the building. 

The building was designed in the tradition of a French Country Manor Estate with high 

pitched gray-green slate roofs, half-timber accents infilled with stucco, rubble stone 

veneer, copper accents on the rotunda roofs and small attic dormers, also of copper. The 

rezoning case to allow the office building was a controversial one. I was asked to design 

the building specifically to accommodate the many concerns of the immediate 

neighborhood. These concerns were specifically incorporated in the stipulations adopted 

by the Phoenix City Council. Further, the design was specifically done to incorporate other 

commitments made by the applicant during the final City Council Hearing. These 

stipulations and agreements were made to ensure that the office structure would be 

compatible with the immediate adjacent residential neighborhood. In my opinion, any 

change or modifications to these stipulations and commitments would seriously deviate 

from the promises made to the neighbors and City Council in order to ensure protection 

to the neighborhood and the surrounding area.  

The following is a partial list of the criteria agreed to with the neighbors and the City Council: 

1) The window fenestration was not to exceed 8 feet in height. 

2) The building was to be single story with no mezzanine and no 2-story use of the 

structure. 

3) The building had to be in conformance to the site plan and renderings submitted 

at the time of the City Council Hearing.4) The parking ratio required 1 space for 

every 250 square feet of gross leasable area. 

4)  Maximum height of the Building not to exceed 24’-0” 

5)  Construction to commence within 24 months 

 



I have reviewed the expansion plans and elevations proposed by the applicant, Mr. Brett 

Slavicek and his architect Edward Chavez, and note they are attempting to eliminate every 

single stipulation and commitment by the applicant. As such, in my opinion the new proposal is 

not in keeping with, nor consistent with the stipulations and commitments agreed to by the 

original applicant at the City Council and constitutes a major deviance from the building as 

originally agreed to and constructed under my supervision.  

I want to make a few additional observations which are of significant concern and help illustrate 

why these deviations from the original stipulations and commitments have materially changed, 

altered and derogated from the protections I originally included in the office building when it was 

constructed. 

a) The new square footage is now over 12,000 square feet. The original building as 

constructed only had 8,681 square feet plus a basement of 1,464 square feet. This is a 

significant increase in square footage over what was originally envisioned for the office 

building when it was originally built. 

b) This is particularly concerning given the fact that the applicant is now asking to provide 

less parking spaces than was originally agreed to, which was a ratio of 1 space for every 

250 square feet as originally approved by the Council. I fail to see the logic of increasing 

the square footage and simultaneously reducing the amount of parking requirements. 

This is at odds with and very inconsistent with the protections afforded under the original 

parking ratio stipulations.  

c) Apparently, the owner is trying to draw a mezzanine per Section 202 of the Phoenix 

Zoning Code to somehow get around the prohibition of a 2nd-story. Both the previous 

owner Charlie Brewer and the undersigned knew that a mezzanine was not allowed. 

Furthermore, the space now proposed as a “mezzanine” was designed as an attic and 

could be reached only by a staircase that was pulled down from the ceiling. The bottom 

cord of the trusses will not support the live load for habitable office space. The design 

and construction of these additional items would not be in conformance to the approved 

elevations and renderings. Additionally, the alleged mezzanine does not meet the 

required egress, as the path from the projected bay window on the east, through the 

hallways and down the existing stairs is approximately 110 L.F., plus an additional 32 

L.F. to the exit at the main entrance doors. This plan violates the code. 

 

In summary, it is very disappointing to see this attempt to totally remove every single 

stipulation that was incorporated in the original office building to protect the neighbors. The 

design of these stipulations was specifically to ensure that the office building would fit in with 

the adjacent neighborhood as a low-key 1-story building. The protections incorporated in 

these designs are now gone.   

Very truly, 

 

 

Rick Schreiber 



To: Councilman Kevin Robinson and Members of the Phoenix 
Planning Commission 

From: Pat Martin 
Date: August 31, 2025 
Re: Opposition to PHO-1-25-Z-323-79-6 

There's a saying attributed to Admiral Grace Hopper: Ask forgiveness, not 
permission. While Admiral Hopper held a position in the military involving 
global security, this is a zoning issue. There are times when speed in 
decision-making is critical and employing the tenets of that adage is 
prudent and for the greater good. 

This is not that. 

Applicant seemingly decided to pursue his project without permits or 
permissions for his own purposes to the detriment of the City, its 
residents and his own neighbors. He should not be rewarded by having 
the City contort or ignore established definitions of terms such as 
mezzanine. Neighborhoods should not be threatened by precedent-
setting decisions with far-reaching implications. And his immediate 
neighbors should not bear the financial or psychological burdens placed 
upon them because the Applicant wants what he wants. 

For these reasons, I oppose Applicant's requests in PHO-1-25-Z-323-79-6 

Pat Martin 
2033 E Pasadena Ave 
Phoenix, AZ 85016 
pmartin2033@syahoo.com 
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PHO-1-25-Z-323-79-6 

SUSAN KANNAPEL 
To: Kevin.Robinson@phoenix.gov 
Cc: cody.kellogg@phoenix.gov 

Laura <sansouci.neighborhood@gmail.corn> 

Sun, Aug 31, 2025 at 11:48 AM 

>>> Dear Councilman Robinson and Phoenix Planning and Development Department: 
>>> I am writing to confirm my opposition coming back to PHO-1-25-Z-323-79-6, which seeks to modify zoning 
stipulations at 5500 N. 24th Street. 

We have lived at 5343 N 23rd Street for 11 years. We have had to look at the construction roof for months now. Not only 
is this blue roof on the building unsightly, it is not even a permitted construction job. 
The new upstairs addition at the building will look directly into our backyard. 
Please do not let this construction addition be continued. The building should be returned to its previous configuration 
and the roofing completed. This addition would have never been approved. That must be why they did not try to get a 
permit in the first place. 

Sent from 
Jack & Susan Kannapel 



Marilyn Ticknor 
2325 E. Montebello Ave. 

Phoenix, AZ 85016 

Phoenix Planning Commission 
200 W. Jefferson 
Phoenix, AZ 

September 4th meeting 
Case #17 
Application tt: P14O-1-25---Z-323-79-6 

I would speak to not changing the existing zoning on this property. I know Mr. Slavicek loves the 
property and right now expects to be there forever. Forever is a long time. Should his forever not pan 
out and he or his estate should sell the property, the new owner could be one of several different type 
occupants who might require much more parking and much more visible activity than there is today. 
That activity and parking would of course flow onto nearby streets, especially 23'd place on both sides of 
Missouri Ave. 

We have heard a great deal about a mezzanine. 1 attended a meeting arranged by Mr. Slavicek on lune 
30th. We were allowed to climb a very narrow and steep stairway to the second floor of the building. 
There was no mezzanine as defined by C-O code, and there is no place for such mezzanine within the 
building. What Mr. Slavicek is building is a second story in the place that I understand was attic storage 
for files. This area is being expanded to encompass about three offices, conference rooms, rest rooms, 
etc. When I was up there nothing was finished. There were studs in place which I gather are load 
bearing. I understand that much of this "building" was not permitted or questioned for zoning. Mr. 
Slavicek is an attorney, and he signed the documents with stipulations when he bought the property. I 
also understand that, Ed Chavez, Mr. Slavicek's licensed and certified architect and contractor, should 
definitely have been aware of the permitting needed. 

I, as a resident of the area, would not like to see the precedence of changing the current zoning in the 
area of upscale residential properties. 

Best regards, 

s4-1. 0 4-4142. 

Marilyn Ticknor 



Opposition to PHO-1-25-Z-323-79-6 
5500 N 24,̂  St 

Northwest corner of 24th St and Missouri Awe 

Dear Councilmember Robinson and City of Phoenix Planning and Development Department, 

I am writing to express my formal OPPOSITION to the PHO-1-2--Z-323-79-6 Located at 5500 N 24th St 
(northwest corner of 24th St and Missouri Ave) requesting the modification of several significant zoning 
stipulations that would permit the expansion of the existing one-story office building. 

The prior zoning case (Z-323-79) was only approved by the City Council based on the strict commitments 
and promises made by the developer, particularly the following: 

1. That the office building would remain as a single-story building, protecting the privacy of our 
adjacent residential neighborhood. 

2. That the parking ratio would be increased to be one space for every 250 square feet, ensuring 
that the site would have sufficient parking and would not overflow onto our local residential 
streets. 

However, this request is proposing to eliminate these significant commitments and protections for the 
neighborhood and greatly expand the office building. I urge the City of Phoenix to uphold their 
commitments and promises that were made to the adjacent neighbors in the originally approved zoning 
for the commercial office property and to DENY PHO-1-25—Z-323-79-6. 

Furthermore, it should not be forgotten that this property owner negligently attempted to illegally 
construct the second story of the office building, in blatant violation of the adopted zoning stipulations, 
without first obtaining the appropriate permits and approvals from the City of Phoenix. The property 
owner is only just now asking the City to retroactively approve the non-permitted construction after he 
was caught red-handed. This type of behavior should not be tolerated or rewarded by the City. 

Sincerely, 
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Opposition to PHO-1-25-2-323-79-6 
5500 N 24th St 

Northwest corner of 24th St and Missouri Ave 

Dear Councilmember Robinson and City of Phoenix Planning and Development Department, 

I am writing to confirm my OPPOSITION to PHO-1-25—Z-323-79-6, which seeks to modify zoning 

stipulations at 5500 N 24th Street. Any prior support I may have provided is hereby WITHDRAWN, as it 

was based on incomplete and insufficient information about the request. 

I do not support the expansion of commercial uses in our neighborhood. We chose to live in this 

community based on the commitments that the City has made. The neighborhoods surrounding this site 

are entirely low-density residential areas, and should remain as such. The approval of this request would 

support the expansion of this office building, setting a precedent that additional multistory commercial 

uses are supported in our neighborhood, which would cause dramatic impacts to the quality of life that 

has been established here. 

Moreover, it is egregious that the property owner previously attempted to construct a second story 

without first obtaining the proper permits or approvals, in direct violation of the zoning stipulations that 

are intended to protect adjacent neighbors. Only after being caught did the owner submit this 

retroactive request. Such disregard for legal process should not be condoned or rewarded. 

For these reasons, I respectfully urge the City of Phoenix to DENY PHO-1-25—Z-323-79-6 and uphold the 

promises originally made to the surrounding community and not let developers and property owners get 

away with such disrespect of the law. 

Sincerely, 

Oki e 
Name Address 

Signature Date 

ko



Opposition to PHO-1-25-Z-323-79-6 
5500 N 24th St 

Northwest corner of 24th St and Missouri Ave 

Dear Councilmember Robinson and City of Phoenix Planning and Development Department, 

As a concerned neighbor and resident of this community, I am writing to strongly OPPOSE the proposed 

zoning modifications under PHO-1-25-Z-323-79-6 for the property located at 5500 N 24th Street. This 

application would set dangerous precedents for future development that will fundamentally alter the 

character and privacy of our neighborhood. 

The original zoning was approved contingent upon two vitally important promises to the surrounding 

neighborhoods and concerned citizens: 
1. That the structure would remain a single-story office building, preserving the privacy and 

integrity of adjacent homes. 
2. That the parking requirements be enhanced to prevent street congestion and overflow parking 

onto local streets. 

These promises were made to the community, and they matter. Approving this request would not only 

undermine them—it would violate the trust built between the City and its residents. 

Equally troubling is the fact that the property owner attempted to construct a second story without any 

approved permits or inspections, only coming forward with this application after being caught. This 

blatant disregard for the rules should not be excused. 

I respectfully request that the City of Phoenix REJECT this application and hold developers accountable 

to the agreements and commitments they make to our neighborhoods. 

Thank you for your time and consideration. 

Sincerely, 

(11,1A-oley c /i/(O1,e 

Name Address Address 

6-6k 
ignatu re Date 
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OPPOSITION TO PHO-1-25-Z-323-79-6 

Laura Moreno IMINIIMImillnumg> 

peter-drake <pitismesiffS111//ita. Tue, Sep 2, 2025 at 8:46 AM 
To: "Kevin L. Robinson" <kevin.robinson@phoenix.gov>, Cody Kellogg <cody.kellogg@phoenix.gov>, "zoning@phoenix.gov" 
<zoning@phoenix.gov>, "racelle.escolar@phoenix.gov" <racelle.escolar@phoenix.gov> 

Dear Councilman Robinson and Phoenix Planning and Development Department: 

I am opposed to PHO-1-25-Z-323-79-6, which seeks to modify zoning stipulations at 5500 N. 
24th Street. 

ISSUES: 

1. The gross violations of both the City's building code and the City's zoning ordinance must not 
be rewarded. If approved, the development community is encouraged to violate and ask for 
forgiveness. 

2. Living here for the last 60 years, I've worked with my neighbors to successfully defend this 
excellent and extensive single-family area against five attempts to insert commercial uses. 

If the violations of the of the current stipulation modification request are approved, the profitability 
of the office site is improved, encouraging others to attempt to insert commercial uses into this 
excellent single-family neighborhood. And the more intrusive, modified conditions will become 
the baseline for further rezoning approval requests. 

Please deny this application and have the owner remove his violations of the City's laws. 

Peter Drake 
5210 North 22nd Street 
Phoenix, AZ 85016 
602 327-2099 



Laura 

Opposition to PHO-1-25-Z-323-79-6 

Harry G riff it h 4100400008.06401.> 
To: Kevin.Robinson@phoenix.gov, cody.kellogg@phoenix.gov 
Cc: Kristina Griffith <14IIIMmanimpan>, Laura <vermigaillagagielesnorp 

Dear Councilman Robinson and Phoenix Planning and Development Department: 

I am writing to express my opposition to PHO-1-25-Z-323-79-6, which seeks to modify zoning 
stipulations at 5500 N. 24th Street. 

Tue, Sep 2, 2025 at 10:17 AM 

I understand the reasoning of allowing commercial development adjacent to residential 
neighborhoods however I feel strongly that the stipulations agreed upon by the developer and the 
City should have strict compliance for benefit of the neighborhood and the City. That imperative is 
not being followed at 5500 N 24th Street. It is my understanding that the developer has already 
illegally began unapproved construction in violation of the original stipulations that allowed the 
approval of the original structure. Now instead of suffering a penalty for their actions the Developer 
is asking the City to not only ignore his illegal construction but to approve it as well. It should be 
obvious that this is a terrible precedent for the City to set. I urge you to please oppose the changes 
to the current zoning and properly discourage other rouge construction projects. To do anything 
less will diminish the faith and trust in the City that commitments made by developers and property 
owners are enforced. 

My hope is that you will uphold the reputation of the City of Phoenix and reject the proposed 
changes. 

Thank you, 

Harry Griffith 

2107 E Pasadena Ave 

Phoenix, AZ 85016 

September 2, 2025 



Dear Councilman Robinson and Planning Commission Members, 

This comment is in regards to Item 17, Case Number- PHO-1-25-Z-323-79-6 

The non-permitted construction that has already taken place at the commercial property absolutely could 
change the character of our established subdivision in which this property is officially a part of if you 
approve the stipulations changes. San Souci's neighborhood is residential with established one-story 
(stipulated by our CCR's), mid-century style homes that have been here since the 50s and 60s. We 
feature multiple mid-century modern homes designed by famous architects such as Blaine Drake, Al 
Beadle and Ralph Haver. My home happens to be designed by Mr. Beadle! In fact, this is the character of 
all the homes north of Missouri and west of 24th Street. This unique character and charm is what makes 
the Biltmore area extra special and it should be preserved as such. It's why we love living here and what 
makes it so desirable to families. Allowing the ONLY commercial property any modifications to the 
respectable and thought-out original stipulations is a slap in the face to the residents that live here. It 
screams he matters more! Especially regarding the 2nd story privileges within a stipulated one-story 
residential neighborhood! Respectfully, I ask you to deny any modifications or changes to the original 
stipulations as they do not benefit us as residents but only serve to benefit the current property owner. 
Why should he get that privilege? Just a reminder, the planning commission denied approval for the 
original re-zoning in 1979. I'd also like to point out every single lot within San Souci has signed against 
this expansion, 2nd story usage and parking ratio request. The balance between a spot zoned 
commercial property and an established residential neighborhood has been working for years. There's no 
reason to upset it. 

Sincerely, 

Sharon and David Baratz, 2310 East Marshall Avenue, Phoenix, 85016 
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Opposition to PHO-1.25-Z-323.79-6 
5500 N 24th St 

Northwest corner of 24th St and Missouri Ave 

Dear Councilmember Robinson and City of Phoenix Planning and Development Department, 
I am writing to confirm my OPPOSITION to PHO-1-25—Z-323-79-6, which seeks to modify zoning stipulations at 5500 N 24th Street. 

I do not support the expansion of commercial uses in our neighborhood. We chose to live in this community based on the commitments that the City has made. The neighborhoods surrounding this site are entirely low-density residential areas, and should remain as such. The approval of this request would support the expansion of this office building, setting a precedent that additional multistory commercial uses are supported in our neighborhood, which would cause dramatic impacts to the quality of life that has been established here. 

Moreover, it is egregious that the property owner previously attempted to construct a second story 
without first obtaining the proper permits or approvals, in direct violation of the zoning stipulations that are intended to protect adjacent neighbors. Only after being caught did the owner submit this 
retroactive request. Such disregard for legal process should not be condoned or rewarded. 

For these reasons, I respectfully urge the City of Phoenix to DENY PHO-1-25—Z-323-79-6 and uphold the 
promises originally made to the surrounding community and not let developers and property owners get 
away with such disrespect of the law. 

Sincerely, 

'"""L" Lit 
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Opposition to PHO-1-25-2-323-79-6 
5500 N 24th St 

Northwest corner of 24th St and Missouri Ave 

Dear Councilmember Robinson and City of Phoenix Planning and Development Department, 

I am writing to confirm my OPPOSITION to PHO-1-25—Z-323-79-6, which seeks to modify zoning 
stipulations at 5500 N 24th Street. 

I do not support the expansion of commercial uses in our neighborhood. We chose to live in this 

community based on the commitments that the City has made. The neighborhoods surrounding this site 

are entirely low-density residential areas, and should remain as such. The approval of this request would 

support the expansion of this office building, setting a precedent that additional multistory commercial 

uses are supported in our neighborhood, which would cause dramatic impacts to the quality of life that 

has been established here. 

Moreover, it is egregious that the property owner previously attempted to construct a second story 

without first obtaining the proper permits or approvals, in direct violation of the zoning stipulations that 

are intended to protect adjacent neighbors. Only after being caught did the owner submit this 

retroactive request. Such disregard for legal process should not be condoned or rewarded. 

For these reasons, I respectfully urge the City of Phoenix to DENY PHO-1-25--Z-323-79-6 and uphold the 

promises originally made to the surrounding community and not let developers and property owners get 

away with such disrespect of the law. 

Sincerely, 

Name 

4ckAA,ah 2olte 

Date 

\c-\ 





Petition of Opposition 
My signature below confirms that I am OPPOSED to the expansion of the office building located at 5500 N 24th Street per PHO-l-25--Z-323-79-6. This 

request will effectively eliminate some of the most significant commitments and protections afforded to the neighborhood during the original zoning case 

that were specifically made by the property owner's representative to secure City Council approval. The elimination of these commitments and 

protections would cause a significant detriment to the surrounding neighborhoods and set a negative precedent for future development by opening the 

door for additional multistory commercial development within the adjacent residential areas. Additionally, the property owner attempted to evade the 

required City review process by failing to submit for permits prior to commencing construction, likely because the project would not have been permitted 

under the existing zoning stipulations and conditions. Instead of correcting the violations, the owner is now asking the City to retroactively approve the 

non-permitted construction. Allowing the owner to retroactively obtain permits sets a dangerous precedent that violating zoning laws carries no real 

consequences. 

First Name Last Name Address Date Signature 
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Petition of Opposition 
My signature below confirms that I am OPPOSED to the expansion of the office building located at 5500 N 24th Street per PHO-1-25--Z-323-79-6. This 
request will effectively eliminate some of the most significant commitments and protections afforded to the neighborhood during the original zoning case 
that were specifically made by the property owner's representative to secure City Council approval. The elimination of these commitments and 
protections would cause a significant detriment to the surrounding neighborhoods and set a negative precedent for future development by opening the 
door for additional multistory commercial development within the adjacent residential areas. Additionally, the property owner attempted to evade the 
required City review process by failing to submit for permits prior to commencing construction, likely because the project would not have been permitted 
under the existing zoning stipulations and conditions. Instead of correcting the violations, the owner is now asking the City to retroactively approve the 
non-permitted construction. Allowing the owner to retroactively obtain permits sets a dangerous precedent that violating zoning laws carries no real 
consequences. 

First Name Last Name Address Date Signature 
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Petition of Opposition 
My signature below confirms that I am OPPOSED to the expansion of the office building located at 5500 N 24'h Street per PHO-1-25--Z-323-79-6. This 

request will effectively eliminate some of the most significant commitments and protections afforded to the neighborhood during the original zoning case 

that were specifically made by the property owner's representative to secure City Council approval. The elimination of these commitments and 

protections would cause a significant detriment to the surrounding neighborhoods and set a negative precedent for future development by opening the 

door for additional multistory commercial development within the adjacent residential areas. Additionally, the property owner attempted to evade the 

required City review process by failing to submit for permits prior to commencing construction, likely because the project would not have been permitted 

under the existing zoning stipulations and conditions. Instead of correcting the violations, the owner is now asking the City to retroactively approve the 

non-permitted construction. Allowing the owner to retroactively obtain permits sets a dangerous precedent that violating zoning laws carries no real 

consequences. 

First Name Last Name Address Date Signature 
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Petition of Opposition 
My signature below confirms that I am OPPOSED to the expansion of the office building located at 5500 N 24th Street per PHO-1-25--Z-323-79-6. This 
request will effectively eliminate some of the most significant commitments and protections afforded to the neighborhood during the original zoning case 
that were specifically made by the property owner's representative to secure City Council approval. The elimination of these commitments and 
protections would cause a significant detriment to the surrounding neighborhoods and set a negative precedent for future development by opening the 
door for additional multistory commercial development within the adjacent residential areas. Additionally, the property owner attempted to evade the 
required City review process by failing to submit for permits prior to commencing construction, likely because the project would not have been permitted 
under the existing zoning stipulations and conditions. Instead of correcting the violations, the owner is now asking the City to retroactively approve the 
non-permitted construction. Allowing the owner to retroactively obtain permits sets a dangerous precedent that violating zoning laws carries no real 
consequences. 

First Name Last Name Address Date Signature 
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Petition of Opposition to PHO-1-25--Z-323-79-6 



Petition of Opposition 
My signature below confirms that I am OPPOSED to the expansion of the office building located at 5500 N 24th Street per PHO-1-25--Z-323-79-6. This 
request will effectively eliminate some of the most significant commitments and protections afforded to the neighborhood during the original zoning case 
that were specifically made by the property owner's representative to secure City Council approval. The elimination of these commitments and 
protections would cause a significant detriment to the surrounding neighborhoods and set a negative precedent for future development by opening the 
door for additional multistory commercial development within the adjacent residential areas. Additionally, the property owner attempted to evade the 
required City review process by failing to submit for permits prior to commencing construction, likely because the project would not have been permitted 
under the existing zoning stipulations and conditions. Instead of correcting the violations, the owner is now asking the City to retroactively approve the 
non-permitted construction. Allowing the owner to retroactively obtain permits sets a dangerous precedent that violating zoning laws carries no real 
consequences. 

First Name Last Name Address Date Signature 
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Petition of Opposition to PHO-1-25-Z-323-79-6 



Petition of Opposition 
My signature below confirms that I am OPPOSED to the expansion of the office building located at 5500 N 24th Street per PHO-l-25--Z-323-79-6. This 
request will effectively eliminate some of the most significant commitments and protections afforded to the neighborhood during the original zoning case 
that were specifically made by the property owner's representative to secure City Council approval. The elimination of these commitments and 
protections would cause a significant detriment to the surrounding neighborhoods and set a negative precedent for future development by opening the 
door for additional multistory commercial development within the adjacent residential areas. Additionally, the property owner attempted to evade the 
required City review process by failing to submit for permits prior to commencing construction, likely because the project would not have been permitted 
under the existing zoning stipulations and conditions. Instead of correcting the violations, the owner is now asking the City to retroactively approve the 
non-permitted construction. Allowing the owner to retroactively obtain permits sets a dangerous precedent that violating zoning laws carries no real 
consequences. 

First Name Last Name Address Date Ign re / ...
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Petition of Opposition 
My signature below confirms that I am OPPOSED to the expansion of the office building located at 5500 N 24 Street per PHO-l-25—Z-323-79-6. This 
request will effectively eliminate some of the most significant commitments and protections afforded to the neighborhood during the original zoning case 
that were specifically made by the property owner's representative to secure City Council approval. The elimination of these commitments and 
protections would cause a significant detriment to the surrounding neighborhoods and set a negative precedent for future development by opening the 
door for additional multistory commercial development within the adjacent residential areas. Additionally, the property owner aneiripted to evade the 
required City review process by failing to submit for permits prior to commencing construction. likely because the project would not have been permitted 
under the existing zoning stipulations and conditions. Instead of correcting the violations, the owner is now asking the City to retroactively approve the 
non-permitted construction. Allowing the owner to retroactively obtain permits sets a dangerous precedent that violating zoning laws carnes no real 
consequences:. 



Petition of Opposition 
My signature below confirms that I am OPPOSED to the expansion of the office building located at 5500 N 24th Street per PHO-l-25-Z-323-79-6. This 

request will effectively eliminate some of the most significant commitments and protections afforded to the neighborhood during the original zoning case 

that were specifically made by the property owner's representative to secure City Council approval. The elimination of these commitments and 

protections would cause a significant detriment to the surrounding neighborhoods and set a negative precedent for future development by opening the 

door for additional multistory commercial development within the adjacent residential areas. Additionally, the property owner attempted to evade the 

required City review process by failing to submit for permits prior to commencing construction, likely because the project would not have been permitted 

under the existing zoning stipulations and conditions. Instead of correcting the violations, the owner is now asking the City to retroactively approve the 

non-permitted construction. Allowing the owner to retroactively obtain permits sets a dangerous precedent that violating zoning laws carries no real 

Address 

lei s
Date Signature 



Petition of Opposition 

y signature below confirms that I am OPPOSED to the expansion of the office building located at 5500 N 24th Street per PHO-I-25--Z-323-79-6. This 

request will effectively eliminate some of the most significant commitments and protections afforded to the neighborhood during the original zoning case 

that were specifically made by the property owner's representative to secure City Council approval. The elimination of these commitments and 

protections would cause a significant detriment to the surrounding neighborhoods and set a negative precedent for future development by opening the 

door for additional multistory commercial development within the adjacent residential areas. Additionally, the property owner attempted to evade the 

required City review process by failing to submit for permits prior to commencing construction, likely because the project would not have been permitted 

under the existing zoning stipulations and conditions. Instead of correcting the violations, the owner is now asking the City to retroactively approve the 

non-permitted construction. Allowing the owner to retroactively obtain permits sets a dangerous precedent that violating zoning laws carries no real 

consequences. 



Petition of Opposition 

My signature below confirms that I am OPPOSED to the expansion of the office building located at 5500 N 24th Street per PHO-1-25--Z-323-79-6. This 

request will effectively eliminate some of the most significant commitments and protections afforded to the neighborhood during the original zoning case 

that were specifically made by the property owner's representative to secure City Council approval. The elimination of these commitments and 

protections would cause a significant detriment to the surrounding neighborhoods and set a negative precedent for future development by opening the 

door for additional multistory commercial development within the adjacent residential areas. Additionally, the property owner attempted to evade the 

required City review process by failing to submit for permits prior to commencing construction, likely because the project would not have been permitted 

under the existing zoning stipulations and conditions. Instead of correcting the violations, the owner is now asking the City to retroactively approve the 

non-permitted construction. Allowing the owner to retroactively obtain permits sets a dangerous precedent that violating zoning laws carries no real 

consequences. 

First Name Last Name Address Date Signature 
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Petition of Opposition to PHO-1-25--Z-323-79-6 



Petition of Opposition 
My signature below confirms that I am OPPOSED to the expansion of the office building located at 5500 N 24th Street per PHO-1-25--Z-323-79-6. This 

request will effectively eliminate some of the most significant commitments and protections afforded to the neighborhood during the original zoning case 

that were specifically made by the property owner's representative to secure City Council approval. The elimination of these commitments and 

protections would cause a significant detriment to the surrounding neighborhoods and set a negative precedent for future development by opening the 

door for additional multistory commercial development within the adjacent residential areas. Additionally, the property owner attempted to evade the 

required City review process by failing to submit for permits prior to commencing construction, likely because the project would not have been permitted 

under the existing zoning stipulations and conditions. Instead of correcting the violations, the owner is now asking the City to retroactively approve the 

non-permitted construction. Allowing the owner to retroactively obtain permits sets a dangerous precedent that violating zoning laws carries no real 

consequences. 

First Name Last Name Address Date Signature 

Brooke Newcomb Newcomb 2101 E. Montebello Ave 09/02/2025 a ti511\

Petition of Opposition to PHO-1-25--Z-323-79-6 



Petition of Opposition 

signature below confirms that I am OPPOSED to the expansion of the office building., located at 5500 N 24th Street per PHO- i -25--Z-3?3-79-6. This 

request will effectively eliminate some of the most significant commitments and protections afforded to the neighborhood during the oriuinal zoninu case 

that were specifically made by the property owner's representative to secure City Council approval. The elimination of these commitments and 

protections would cause a significant detriment to the surrounding neighborhoods and set a negative precedent for future development by openin4  the 

door for additional multistory commercial development within the adjacent residential areas. Additionally. the property owner attempted to evade the 

required City review process by failing to submit for permits prior to commencing construction, likely because the project would not have been permitted 

under the existing zoning stipulations and conditions. Instead of correcting the \ iolations. the owner is now asking the City to retroactt\ ely approve the 

non-permitted construction. Allowing the owner to retroactively obtain permits sets a dangerous precedent that violating Anthill laws carries no real 

consequences. 

First Name Last Name Address Date Signature 
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Petition of Opposition 
My signature below confirms that I am OPPOSED to the expansion of the office building located at 5500 N 24 Street per PII(/-I -25—Z-323-79-6. This 
request will effectively eliminate some of the most significant commitments and protections afforded to the neighborhood during the original zoning case 
that were specifically made by the property owner's representative to secure City Council approval. 'the elimination of these commitments and 
protections would cause a significant detriment to the surrounding neighborhoods and set a negative precedent for future development by opening the 
door for additional multistory commercial development within the adjacent residential areas. Additionally. the property owner attempted to evade the 
required City review process by failing to submit for permits prior to commencing construction, likely because the project would not have been permitted 
under the existing zoning stipulations and conditions. Instead of correcting the violations, the owner is now asking the City to retroactively approve the 
non-permitted construction. Allowing the owner to retroactively obtain permits sets a dangerous precedent that violating zoning laws carries no real 
consequences. 

First Name Last Name Address Date Signature 
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Ni Gmail 
24th&Missouri Expansion Oposition 

Laura <sansouci.neighborhood@gmail.com> 

JoevDerungsl_ _ 
To: "sansouci.neighborhood@gmail.com" <sansouuneighborhood@gmail.com> 

Thu, Aug 28, 2025 at 1:52 PM 

Ms. Moreno, 
My wife and I both support opposing any of the zoning approvals changing the nature of this 

neighborhood. 

Definitely oppose any precedent this establishes of get caught, get approval after. Obviously, a 

work around by developers or speculators who know the process and requirements. 

Zoning and safety are the purpose of permits and associated municipal processes. What else 

could have been missed, overlooked or approved? 

My wife grew up here in this neighborhood since 1964. I moved to this neighborhood in 1990 for 

the specific single-family neighborhood it is. We both own and is listed as Derungs Family 2016 

Revocable Trust. 

Please add our names to the protest petition. Respectfully 

Joe Derungs and Christy Klingler 

Sent from my T-Mobile 5G Device 
Get Outlook for Android 

3 attachments 

20250828_133503.jpg 
2124K 

20250828_133637.jpg 
3408K 



Opposition to PHO-1-25-1-323-79-6 
5500 N 24th St 

Northwest corner of 24th St and Missouri Ave 

Dear Councilmember Robinson and City of Phoenix Planning and Development Department, 

I am writing to confirm my OPPOSITION to PHO-1-25—Z-323-79-6, which seeks to modify zoning 
stipulations at 5500 N 24th Street. 

I do not support the expansion) of commercial uses in our neighborhood. We chose to live in this 
community based on the commitments that the City has made. The neighborhoods surrounding this site 
are entirely low-density residential areas, and should remain as such. The approval of this request would 
support the expansion of this office building, setting a precedent that additional multistory commercial 
uses are supported in our neighborhood, which would cause dramatic impacts to the quality of life that 
has been established here. 

Moreover, it is egregious that the property owner previously attempted to construct a second story 
without first obtaining the proper permits or approvals, in direct violation of the zoning stipulations that 
are intended to protect adjacent neighbors. Only after being caught did the owner submit this 
retroactive request. Such disregard for legal process should not be condoned or rewarded. 

For these reasons, I respectfully urge the City of Phoenix to DENY PHO-1-25--Z-323-79-6 and uphold the 
promises originally made to the surrounding community and not let developers and property owners get 
away with such disrespect of the law. 

Sincerely, 

/12WR(c)S 14 E-A9 
Name 

2 / 2 ‘/ /4/-e 
Address i?-61/ X, A eicol 

Signature Date Date 



140i Gmail Laura 

Phoenix planning commission and councilman Kevin Robinson 

Michael Kuwabara 
To: pdd.planningcomm@phoenix.gov 
Cc: racelle.escolar@phoenix.gov, Kevin.Robinson@phoenix.gov, cody.kellogg@phoenix.gov 

Dear members of the Phoenix Planning Commission and Councilman Kevin Robinson, 

Below is a comment for item number 17 and case number PHO-1-25-Z-323-79-6 

Tue, Sep 2, 2025 at 3:21 PM 

Thank you for taking the time to read my comments regarding the commercial property on 24th street and Missouri. We 

live in the subdivision in which this commercial property is a part of, San Souci. We share the same concerns as the rest 

of our neighbors in regards to precedent, privacy and parking. As many neighborhoods do we have children's who love to 

play outside, ride their bikes and have friends over so keeping commercial encroachment and expansion out is high on 

our personal list. It's why we wanted to live here, the lots are large and still maintaining the neighborhood feel. The 

encroachment of the commercial corridor at 24th Street and Camelback raises the condern about the chance of increased 

parking and traffic on our street, which is 23rd place, with any additional square footage of the current commercial 

occupant. We've noticed from time to time people already parking on our street and walking that direction. It makes it very 

difficult and dangerous to pull out of and onto our street because people tend to park close to Missouri Avenue. Currently, 

a personal injury attorney's firm occupies the commercial building and we are hearing another personal injury firm is 

planning on occupying the 2nd floor. While the immediate concern is solely increased occupancy, it's the future which 

more worrying. What other type of business might occupy this building and what type of parking capacity would that 

require? We do not understand how this property could increase in square footage but not increase in parking spaces? 

The lot is almost full everyday as is. The only solution will be residential street parking with clients walking over, and the 

overflow residential street will be ours first. This proposal spells trouble for our neighborhood, it will be dangerous for the 

kids that live and play on our street and not to mention cars pulling in and out onto Missouri Ave. Thank you for your time 

and our family request you deny this commercial expansion. 

Sincerely, 
Michael Kuwabara 



1401 Gmail 

2123 E Montebello Ave 
1 message 

Alexandra Schleck
To: sansouci.neighborhood@gmail.com 

Hi Laura, 

Laura <sansouci.neighborhood@gmail.com> 

Thu, Aug 28, 2025 at 1:41 PM 

We oppose the commercial expansion for the property located at 5500 N 24th Street and strongly oppose allowing 

changes to the building stipulations that protect our neighborhood. Please add us to the opposition petition. Alexandra 

Schleck (Alex) and Marc Doyle 2123 E Montebello Ave. Our home is in the name of our trust, Doyle Family Trust. 

Please let me know if you need more information. 

Alex Schleck 

Sent from my Phone 



Laura < 

Opposition to PHO-1-25-Z-323-79-6 

Mark Bonsall <11/111MFAIMEM 
To: Kevin L Robinson <Kevin.RobinsonSohoenix.ctov> 

Sat, Aug 30, 2025 at 10:08 AM 

> Dear Councilman Robinson and Phoenix Planning and Development Department: 

> I am writing to confirm my opposition to PHO-1-25-Z-323-79-6, which seeks to modify zoning stipulations at 5500 N. 
24th Street. 

> We chose to live in this area precisely because it is a well established nice old neighborhood. It is in a good location, 
with nice people living here. All the area around 5500 N. 24th Street, north and south of Missouri, is residential - people's 
homes. It's pretty quiet - people (lots of people) walk their dogs here, and get to know each other (and dogs) as they do. 
We strongly prefer to not have further commercial encroachment into this neighborhood we call home. 

> I am familiar with the management of municipal entities, and on that basis question the policy parameters here. Why 
provide preferential treatment to this one sole commercial building that has, as I understand it, already violated existing 
stipulations, and seeks to now amend those stipulations so it can build a second story overlooking someone's back yard? 
Why the emphasis on this one sole commercial building, and not the neighborhood (and neighbor) it abuts? What is the 
policy priority -- the people and homes of the established neighborhood, or the one, sole commercial enterprise? What are 
you all going to say when the next one comes along? You will have already said yes, and the slippery slope of erosion will 
continue. I just don't think this is good policy - the tail is wagging the dog here, and the dog loses. Please do not do this. 

> For these reasons I respectfully encourage the City to deny PHO-1-25-Z-323-79-6 and uphold the existing stipulations. 

> Mark Bonsall 
> 2035 E. Colter Street 
> Phoenix, AZ 85016 

> August 30, 2025 

> 

> Sent from my iPad 



Opposition to PHO-1-25-Z-323-79-6 lnbox 

Theresa Dwyer AngieermwellgININIM Aug 30. 2025. 4:44 PM (20 bows ago) 
to Cody. nary. Two peter-drake. Rob. Tre,s, Granberry. Dana. Ashley. Bobbi, O'Neil, Cy, me, Kevin.Robinson 

I echo the sentiments of Mark Bonsall in opposing the pending zoning request to allow for commercial development at the corner of Missouri and 24th Street, Phoenix, AZ, 
specifically PHO-1-25-Z-323-79-6, which seeks to modify zoning stipulation at 5500 N. 24th Street. (Please vote to reject the proposal and preserve our neighborhood. Thank you for your consideration. 

Theresa Dwyer 
2045 East Pasadena Ave. 
Phoenix, AZ 85016 

CorAitAluedt \ulna, 1,i1Abits4-11)1014 , 
co."0001 Timake 



M Gmail 

24th St and Missouri neighborhood 
1 message 

Jessica Brooks <' Sun, Aug 31, 2025 at 11:54 AM To: "eimiimim•pilimiliMIIMINENNII' 

Dear Councilman Robinson and City of Phoenix Planning Commission, 

I strongly agree with everything written in the letter sent to you from Mark Bonsall, who is our neighbor. 

Please attach my name and address to second Mark's letter. 

Thank you, 

Jessica Brooks 
2205 E. Colter St 
Phoenix, AZ 85016 



‌

From: Laura Moreno
To: PDD Planning Commission; Racelle Escolar; Kevin L Robinson; Cody Kellogg
Cc: Kurt Waldier; Paul Gilbert; Bryan Moreno
Subject: Planning Commission Hearing Sept 4th-Item 17, PHO-1-25-Z-323-79-6
Date: Tuesday, September 2, 2025 2:11:25 PM

Dear Planning Commission Members and Councilman Robinson,

My husband and I live in the property adjacent to this commercial building (5505 N 23rd 
Place); in fact we share a wall.  When we purchased our first home together  in 2017 we did 
our due diligence to understand the full limitations on the commercial law office behind
us. We felt comfortable having a commercial neighbor because of the building stipulations, 
low use and especially the respectable design that allowed full privacy into our home and 
backyard.  Our home is down-grade from this building which already seems towering with the 
roof design. Our established privacy and frankly home value is being threatened by the non-
permitted and currently illegal build of the west side dormer and windows; and will be by the 
usage of the 2nd level. The commercial property owner is proposing on the PHO application 
roughly 3,500 additional square feet in leasable office space (a 40% increase), that's the square 
footage of our neighboring home!  It must be brought to your attention that this commercial lot 
has zero buffers.  No additional setbacks, no alley, no established layers of landscaping like a 
planned commercial/ residential district lot should. One of the layers I'm certain you will see 
in the applicant's presentation include our mature Mesquite trees, which may or maynot 
always be there. The City Council and developers recognized this in 1979 which is why they 
put the very important stipulations on this commercial property to begin with.  The current 
property owner realized in early 2024 that we were unhappy learning he didn't just update his 
HVAC unit in the attic as he told us, but indeed commenced construction on a second story 
and built-out a dormer with large windows.  He then installed a partial ficus hedge between 
the wall and his parking structure. The commercial property and building was originally 
developed to fit in with our adjacent home and neighborhood, which hasn't changed. We are 
all still stipulated to one-story residences except for the 2 acre lot which has been 
grandfathered in as a 2nd story home long before this commercial development.  The 
commercial net lot is under an acre with no buffers as I already pointed out. Please really 
consider the situation the current commercial owner has put us in regarding our existing 
privacy, light trespass, noise, increased traffic, overflow parking on our street and our property 
value.  A developer is holding the undeveloped land directly on the north side of this 
commercial property, they too, share a wall. He's been holding this land since 2012 and it's 
likely this developer will seek a 2nd story commercial property in the future! 

Please deny any changes to the original stipulations as they were placed there with good and 
thoughtful intentions.  They've been working and I'd say they are beautifully balanced for the 
good of all.  Today the current property owner is requesting to modify these and disrupt the 
balance for his own personal gain and to remedy his self-imposed hardships. Is it likely he'll

need to seek additional variances on the other side of this process too?  Thank you for your 
considerate response to his request and please fully deny PHO-1-25-Z-323-79-6. 

Sincerely,
Laura Moreno
5505 N 23rd Place

https://us-phishalarm-ewt.proofpoint.com/EWT/v1/LkjWUF49MRd51_ry!AGC2YPnE42uR593SxYdOSYxU8NU6Dz2yEkexj4ZTanFospSsDM3_dIiC5oeTBaRQLhHP51i4d6o6NbK4dx_QRxwPwjEFR2oPTBekNnJ4xrjPLObUTY3C9WFArTSV-5_lEHTO$
mailto:laurathomastv@gmail.com
mailto:pdd.planningcomm@phoenix.gov
mailto:racelle.escolar@phoenix.gov
mailto:kevin.robinson@phoenix.gov
mailto:cody.kellogg@phoenix.gov
mailto:kwaldier@gilbertblilie.com
mailto:pgilbert@gilbertblilie.com
mailto:bryanmoreno67@gmail.com
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From: Michael Kuwabara
To: PDD Planning Commission
Cc: Racelle Escolar; Kevin L Robinson; Cody Kellogg
Subject: Phoenix planning commission and councilman Kevin Robinson
Date: Tuesday, September 2, 2025 3:21:26 PM

Dear members of the Phoenix Planning Commission and Councilman Kevin Robinson,

Below is a comment for item number 17 and case number PHO-1-25-Z-323-79-6

Thank you for taking the time to read my comments regarding the commercial property on
24th street and Missouri.  We live in the subdivision in which this commercial property is a
part of, San Souci. We share the same concerns as the rest of our neighbors in regards to
precedent, privacy and parking. As many neighborhoods do we have children's who love to
play outside, ride their bikes and have friends over so keeping commercial encroachment and
expansion out is high on our personal list. It's why we wanted to live here, the lots are large
and still maintaining the neighborhood feel. The encroachment of the commercial corridor at
24th Street and Camelback raises the condern about the chance of increased parking and
traffic on our street, which is 23rd place, with any additional square footage of the current
commercial occupant. We've noticed from time to time people already parking on our street
and walking that direction.  It makes it very difficult and dangerous to pull out of and onto our
street because people tend to park close to Missouri Avenue.  Currently, a personal injury
attorney's firm occupies the commercial building and we are hearing another personal injury
firm is planning on occupying the 2nd floor. While the immediate concern is solely increased
occupancy, it's the future which more worrying. What other type of business might occupy
this building and what type of parking capacity would that require? We do not understand how
this property could increase in square footage but not increase in parking spaces? The lot is
almost full everyday as is.  The only solution will be residential street parking with clients
walking over, and the overflow residential street will be ours first.  This proposal spells
trouble for our neighborhood, it will be dangerous for the kids that live and play on our street
and not to mention cars pulling in and out onto Missouri Ave. Thank you for your time and
our family request you deny this commercial expansion.

Sincerely,
Michael Kuwabara 

https://us-phishalarm-ewt.proofpoint.com/EWT/v1/LkjWUF49MRd51_ry!AGC2YPiNJePyYd1SYSdAxIGxzY9284Vsd9jk1KeClfV5E2LE7HbAqZ8NP8FfyEMVZ8rZdOGdt0Z7TvRXChrcCzRMpmXpXekdhuPsFtqQwvmsmx9WrKHzazeIaIBYTFJiMXx9$
mailto:kuwabara.michael@gmail.com
mailto:pdd.planningcomm@phoenix.gov
mailto:racelle.escolar@phoenix.gov
mailto:kevin.robinson@phoenix.gov
mailto:cody.kellogg@phoenix.gov
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From: peter-drake
To: Kevin L Robinson; Cody Kellogg; PDD Zoning; Racelle Escolar
Subject: OPPOSITION TO PHO-1-25-Z-323-79-6
Date: Tuesday, September 2, 2025 8:46:25 AM

Dear Councilman Robinson and Phoenix Planning and Development Department:

I am opposed to PHO-1-25-Z-323-79-6, which seeks to modify zoning stipulations at
5500 N. 24th Street. 

ISSUES:

1. The gross violations of both the City's building code and the City's zoning
ordinance must not be rewarded.  If approved, the development community is
encouraged to violate and ask for forgiveness.

2. Living here for the last 60 years, I've worked with my neighbors to successfully
defend this excellent and extensive single-family area against five attempts to insert
commercial uses.

If the violations of the of the current stipulation modification request are approved, the
profitability of the office site is improved, encouraging others to attempt to insert
commercial uses into this excellent single-family neighborhood.  And the more
intrusive, modified conditions will become the baseline for further rezoning approval
requests.

Please deny this application and have the owner remove his violations of the City's
laws.

Peter Drake
5210 North 22nd Street
Phoenix, AZ 85016
602 327-2099

https://us-phishalarm-ewt.proofpoint.com/EWT/v1/LkjWUF49MRd51_ry!DuC4LretjeNfLDY_7YksBiDv0z3El7Mw8nddF-GU75lDxi4uR3NS5WZMCnLeg42d1Q6TxRt0xNpV7uSAUNWfeDV0uByoMnAcEOnrQpjTDA$
mailto:peter-drake@cox.net
mailto:kevin.robinson@phoenix.gov
mailto:cody.kellogg@phoenix.gov
mailto:zoning@phoenix.gov
mailto:racelle.escolar@phoenix.gov
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From: baratz@aol.com
To: PDD Planning Commission; Racelle Escolar; Kevin L Robinson; Cody Kellogg
Subject: Fw: Sharon would like to submit this comment?
Date: Tuesday, September 2, 2025 1:24:01 PM

Dear Councilman Robinson and Planning Commission Members,

This comment is in regards to Item 17, Case Number- PHO-1-25-Z-323-79-6

The non-permitted construction that has already taken place at the commercial property absolutely
could change the character of our established subdivision in which this property is officially a part of if
you approve the stipulations changes. San Souci's neighborhood is residential with established one-
story (stipulated by our CCR's), mid-century style homes that have been here since the 50s and 60s.
We feature multiple mid-century modern homes designed by famous architects such as Blaine Drake,
Al Beadle and Ralph Haver. My home happens to be designed by Mr. Beadle! In fact, this is the
character of all the homes north of Missouri and west of 24th Street. This unique character and charm
is what makes the Biltmore area extra special and it should be preserved as such. It's why we love
living here and what makes it so desirable to families.  Allowing the ONLY commercial property any
modifications to the respectable and thought-out original stipulations is a slap in the face to the
residents that live here. It screams he matters more! Especially regarding the 2nd story privileges
within a stipulated one-story residential neighborhood! Respectfully, I ask you to deny any
modifications or changes to the original stipulations as they do not benefit us as residents but only
serve to benefit the current property owner. Why should he get that privilege?  Just a reminder, the
planning commission denied approval for the original re-zoning in 1979. I'd also like to point out every
single lot within San Souci has signed against this expansion, 2nd story usage and parking ratio
request. The balance between a spot zoned commercial property and an established residential
neighborhood has been working for years. There's no reason to upset it.

Sincerely,

Sharon and David Baratz, 2310 East Marshall Avenue, Phoenix, 85016

Send to
pdd.planningcomm@phoenix.gov
racelle.escolar@phoenix.gov
Kevin.Robinson@phoenix.gov
cody.kellogg@phoenix.gov

BCC sansouci.neighborhood@gmail.com

https://us-phishalarm-ewt.proofpoint.com/EWT/v1/LkjWUF49MRd51_ry!DuC5L_aszWP-7RZf7Yntp0TcsMSpt3gjiHLKAyT31OgucHO1-awNQw4wJI25iIeHY-Cqki2TTOTNigWcWkfGUX3bmjBuxOQPXqqlOvKTFg$
mailto:baratz@aol.com
mailto:pdd.planningcomm@phoenix.gov
mailto:racelle.escolar@phoenix.gov
mailto:kevin.robinson@phoenix.gov
mailto:cody.kellogg@phoenix.gov
mailto:pdd.planningcomm@phoenix.gov
mailto:racelle.escolar@phoenix.gov
mailto:Kevin.Robinson@phoenix.gov
mailto:cody.kellogg@phoenix.gov
mailto:sansouci.neighborhood@gmail.com
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From: Marcus Muirhead
To: PDD Planning Commission
Cc: Lory Muirhead
Subject: Opposition to Zoning Modification for 5500 North 24th Street
Date: Tuesday, September 2, 2025 5:26:41 PM

Dear Members of the Planning Commission:

We are writing to voice our strong opposition to Item 17 (Case PHO-1-25-Z-323-79-6), which
proposes changes to the zoning stipulations for 5500 North 24th Street.

Our neighborhood has always been defined by its residential character. Allowing expanded
commercial activity at this site would undermine the commitments that guided our decision to
live here. The surrounding community is comprised of low-density homes, and it should be
preserved as such. If this request is approved, it would open the door to additional multistory
office development and irrevocably alter the quality of life we enjoy.

It is also deeply concerning that the property owner attempted to build a second story without
securing the necessary approvals, in direct violation of existing stipulations. This after-the-fact
request appears less like responsible planning and more like an attempt to legitimize actions
taken outside the proper process. Granting approval under these circumstances would set a
troubling precedent that zoning rules can be ignored without consequence.

For these reasons, we respectfully ask that you deny PHO-1-25-Z-323-79-6 and uphold the
protections promised to the surrounding community. Our neighborhoods deserve thoughtful
stewardship, not piecemeal expansion of commercial projects at the expense of residents.

Concerned Citizens,

Marcus & Lory Muirhead
2129 East Montebello Avenue
Phoenix, AZ 85016

https://us-phishalarm-ewt.proofpoint.com/EWT/v1/LkjWUF49MRd51_ry!AGC2YPkNp0jwRb4QTAXnr_injb6HYtwBRBdfXoxAm-CNwNaAhmFSEG3b-KpfRSC3ME3NN3BQq59XML9GMUZ5FXaS3786YBQDZip52_uq_A_mrIqikWeRUpc_45vBwBCL1zHsGg$
mailto:marcusjmuirhead@gmail.com
mailto:pdd.planningcomm@phoenix.gov
mailto:lorymuirhead@gmail.com
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From: Dave Sciotto
To: PDD Planning Commission
Cc: Laura; Dave Sciotto
Subject: Item 17, Case# pho-1-25-Z-323-79-6
Date: Wednesday, September 3, 2025 1:47:23 PM

The issue at hand is that the current building owner is seeking to add a second story to a
commercial building that was never approved by the City or the neighborhood during the
original planning process. When the initial negotiations took place to allow a commercial
structure on a residential lot, it’s reasonable to assume that a key condition was that the
building remain single-story. To my knowledge, nothing has changed since then. The residential
neighborhood remains intact, and no other two-story commercial buildings have been
constructed. The current owner is obligated to comply with the original agreements governing
the property. Frankly, I’m not sure why this proposal is even being entertained.

Sincerely,
David B Sciotto
Mostly Retired
dave@lodidoor.com
602-469-5559

https://us-phishalarm-ewt.proofpoint.com/EWT/v1/LkjWUF49MRd51_ry!AQC3ghehzUMeYrh8DYntqT7VAB0ZOAts7BId6-WupH8TMcFHY4U9I6WO-5s9YQP2DsM0aapX8cyBQhtWtcioTxHYtjUjhHWcswJar9iGNnOkTRChRRSFotmbFzfroY89m_lF3HzH1kidejTw1D72$
mailto:dave@lodidoor.com
mailto:pdd.planningcomm@phoenix.gov
mailto:sansouci.neighborhood@gmail.com
mailto:dave@lodidoor.com
mailto:dave@lodidoor.com
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VIA EMAIL: Kevin.Robinson@phoenix.com 
Open Letter 
September 2, 2025 

The Honorable Kevin Robinson 
Councilman, District 6 
City of Phoenix 
Phoenix, AZ 

RE: PHO-1-25-Z-323-79-6, 5500 North 24th Street, Phoenix, AZ 85016 

Dear Councilman Robinson: 

As I think back to being a resident of Bartlett Estates for almost 20 years, I smile when I still see couples 
walking through the neighborhood with a cup of coffee in hand. Or a runner who gives a waive as he or she 
runs by. Soon, as we have cooler temperatures, neighbors shall begin their flower planting, all showing 
their love for gardening and for their homes, and equally, for the deep commitment we all share for the 
neighborhood we call home. 

The foundation of a neighborhood is largely determined by decisions being made by those holding 
leadership. For a neighborhood like Bartlett Estates and Arcadia, the foundation for success or failure was 
first established long ago, by Ed Korrick. Mr. Korrick served as councilman for District 6 and was vice mayor 
for the City of Phoenix. Throughout Mr. Korrick's tenure as our councilman, a strong commitment and a 
sincere dedication to his constituents was foremost. Later, Sal DiCiccio, who served 3 terms as councilman 
for District 6 also had the same dedication and integrity in serving the residents of District 6. 

By agreeing to refuse to uphold the existing City of Phoenix stipulations is wrong. Allowing a change to the 
existing policies or to city codes to this particular request shall become problematic at some future date. 
What shall keep others from asking and receiving an OK for similar changes along 24th Street, Missouri 
Avenue or 20th Street? What will be your answer? If you were elected to serve the residents of District 6 to 
protect and to preserve the integrity of neighborhoods like Bartlett Estates and Arcadia, it shall be easy for 
you to DENY the request before you which shall allow a second story commercial building to look down 
into the back yard of a private residence, no different if a 24 hour camera was installed to look into your 
private property. 

I, like many others living in our neighborhood sincerely ask for you to provide the same leadership values 
that others who came before you have shown-to be committed with integrity and sincere dedication to the 
residents of our community, and to DENY the approval as requested to: PHO-1-25-Z-323-79-6. 

Dave N. Mata 
5436 North 23rd Street 
Phoenix, AZ 85016 
602-680-9101-mobile 
dmata5436@gmail.com 



Subject: FW: Property at 5500 N. 24th Street 

Date: Wednesday, September 3, 2025 at 4:31:49 PM Mountain Standard Time 

From: Bryan Moreno 

From: RG Granberry
Sent: Wednesday, September 03, 2025 4:11 PM 
To: byron.easton@phoenix.gov
Cc: Ardebili Dana AINIMMINIIIMIMMINBassett Rob IIMINIMMOMMIlle Bonsall Mark 

Brooks Tres Carlson Ashley 
Drake Peter cMurry Bobbi 

O'Neil Aleka and Time Tim Berg 
Subject: Property at 5500 N. 24th Street 

I would like to register my utmost opposition to the Brett Slavicek property remodel and 
additions at 5500 N. 24th Street. Stipulations are there to protect everyone and this 
proposal certainly does not protect the home owner to the West and does nothing to 
address the arrogance displayed by Slavicek. 

My wife signed a letter presented to her by a Slavicek representative but that representative 
did not provide her with many of the facts shat she is now against and will be signing a 
retraction today. 

President- Bartlett Neighborhood Associaiton 
Rod Granberry 
5201 N. 21st Street 
602-326-6000 

CONFIDENTIALITY NOTICE: THE INFORMATION CONTAINED IN THIS EMAIL AND 

ANY ATTACHMENTS IS CONFIDENTIAL AND INTENDED SOLELY FOR THE USE OF 
THE PERSONS NAMED ABOVE. IF THE READER OF THIS MESSAGE IS NOT THE INTENDED 
RECIPIENT, OR EMPLOYEE OR AGENT RESPONSIBLE FOR DELIVERING IT TO THE 

INTENDED RECIPIENT, YOU ARE HEREBY REQUESTED NOT TO READ, DISTRIBUTE, COPY 
OR OTHERWISE USE IT. IF YOU HAVE RECEIVED THIS COMMUNICATION IN ERROR, 
PLEASE IMMEDIATELY NOTIFY THE SENDER BY TELEPHONE OR EMAIL, AND DESTROY 
THIS MESSAGE AND ANY ATTACHMENTS. 



Subject: 5500 N. 24th Street 

Date: Wednesday, September 3, 2025 at 4:06:53 PM Mountain Standard Time 

From: Chase Granberry 

To: byron.easton@phoenix.gov 

CC: 

Attachments: CGranberry Building Owner Support Ltr_05.06.2025.pdf 

Mr Easton, 

I initially supported plans for additions to the building on 5500 N. 24th Street. See attached. 

Upon further review I hereby retract my support. 

The proposed addition will significantly negatively impact area and surrounding neighborhood. 

Thank you! 

Chase Granberry 
602-626-0922 



Subject: 5500 N24th Street 

Date: Wednesday, September 3, 2025 at 5:10:20 PM Mountain Standard Time 

From: Victoria Granberry 

To: Byron.easton@phoenix 

CC: anmiiiiiiimmunswiftwaminimmiumumut 

Dear Bryan, 
On May 13th I sent you a letter in support of the changes and plans that were presented to me 

on the building at 5500 N. 24th Street. 
I now see that it was an incomplete set of plans and renderings and there are violations to the 

Southwestern side of the 
building that I feel interfere with the privacy of the neighbors to the west. 

Therefore I would like to withdraw my support of the permits to these remodeling modifications. 

Sincerely, 

Victoria Granberry 

5201 N. 21st Street 
Phoenix, AZ 85016 



Teresa Garcia
Stamp
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