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Downtown Motor Lodge Public Meeting

P.O. Box 27210
Tucson, Arizona 85726-7210

e (520) 791-4171

MEETING NOTICE

October 28, 2014, 6:00- 8:00 p.m.
HOUSING AND COMMUNITY DEVELOPMENT DEPARTMENT
310 N. COMMERCE PARK LOOP-Sentinel Building
Tucson, Arizona

AGENDA

1. Goal of the meeting

2. Introductions

3. Explain Process

4. Public Comments

5.  Explain Goal of next Public Meeting

NEXT PUBLIC MEETING ON 11.20.2014 (6-8 PM)

Persons with a disability may request a reasonable accommodation, such as a sign language interpreter, by
contacting 791-4171. Requests should be made as early as possible to allow time to arrange the
accommodation.
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Downtown Motor Lodge Public Meeting
Section 106 Process

TUWCSON
P.O. Box 27210

Tucson, Arizona 85726-7210
(520) 791-4171

MEETING NOTICE

November 20, 2014, 6:00- 8:00 p.m.
HOUSING AND COMMUNITY DEVELOPMENT DEPARTMENT
310 N. COMMERCE PARK LOOP-Sentinel Building
Tucson, Arizona

AGENDA

1. Purpose of the meeting

2. Introductions

3. COT Staff response/ Process

4. Developer Response with Powerpoint

5. Next Steps

Persons with a disability may request a reasonable accommodation, such as a sign language interpreter, by
contacting 791-4171. Requests should be made as early as possible to allow time to arrange the
accommodation.



CITY OF
TUCSON

PUBLIC MEETING NOTICE

This notice is posted to inform the public that the Mayor and
Council are invited to the following public meeting:

Subject: Downtown Motor Lodge/ Section 106 Process
Meeting Location: Community Resource Center

Sentinel Building
320 N. Commerce Park Loop

Tucson, AZ
Date: Thursday, November 20, 2014
Time: 6:00 PM to 8:00 PM

The City of Tucson Housing and Community Development Department is
hosting a meeting concerning the construction of a 44 unit affordable
housing project at 383 S. Stone Ave, Tucson, AZ, the site of the Downtown
Motor Hotel. As a contributing property in a federal historic district
receiving federal funding through the City of Tucson, the City as
responsible entity must consult with interested parties prior to awarding
federal funds.

Public Comments can also be submitted via US Mail to the address above,
or via emall at this address: HCDAdmin@tucsonaz.gov

Note: A quorum of the Mayor and Council of the City of Tucson may be in attendance.
However, no items of business are scheduled to be discussed. No legal actions,
proceedings or deliberations which foreseeably could lead to legal action shall be taken
at these gatherings.



mailto:HCDAdmin@tucsonaz.gov
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Downtown Motor Hotel Project
Stakeholder Meeting
City Hall, 1* Floor
Friday, April 11, 2014 / 3:00 — 5:00 p.m.

MEETING SUMMARY
Prepared by Office of integrated Planning, City of Tucson

Participants

City Staff: Rebecca Ruopp, Nicole Ewing Gavin, Jonathan Mabry, Rebecca Ruopp, Becky Flores, Office of
Integrated Planning / Roslyn Wells and Patricia Gehlen, Planning and Development Services

Participants:_Twenty (20} people signed in (see Attachment A). This excludes City staff; they are named
above.

Agenda:
¢  Welcome & Introductions — Nicole Ewing Gavin, Rebecca Ruopp
s Project Background ~ Project Team

* Proposed Project — Project Teamn
PowerPoint presentation

s City Project Review Process & Status

¢ Planning & Development Services - Russlyn Wells & Patricia Gehlen
« City Historic Preservation Office - Jonathan Mabry

¢ Neighborhood Considerations - John Burr

s Discussion - Rebecca Ruopp to facilitate

s Next Steps - Nicole Ewing Gavin, Rebecca Ruopp

Meeting Conduct

This public meeting was organized by the City of Tucson’s Office of integrated Planning to bring both
involved and interested parties (i.e., stakeholders} together to hear about the project process and
design and discuss related issues. Participants included the development team for the proposed
project; City staff involved in development review and permitting; representatives of the Armory Park
Neighborhood Association; other interested residents; Ward Office Vi representatives; members of
saveral historic preservation bodies; and others. City staff provided an update on the project review,
including permitting and historic preservation considerations; the development team gave an illustrated
presentation regarding the project, addressing the property condition, the proposed project, and the
effort to preserve the neon sign and street face portions of the building; and a member of the Armory
Park Neighborhood Association shared some concerns about the limited outreach to the neighborhood,
about the compatibility with the adjacent historic neighborhood, and about the City’s notification
process for the Independent Parking Permit. This was followed by an open discussion, which was
primarily focused on process concerns. Flipchart notes taken by staff during the discussion follow.



Downtown Motor Hotel Project
Stakeholder Meeting
City Hall, 1* Floor
Friday, April 11, 2014 / 3:00 - 5:00 p.m.

Staff Notes Taken During Question & Answer Period

e Get all stakeholders together earlier in the process
s Neighborhood wants to have a voice in process prior to application.
* Neighborhood felt it didn’t receive communication,

s City notification to surrounding properties is not currently required for Independent Parking
Permit {iPP).

e Conversion of Land Use Code to Unified Development Code: silent on “H” zoning. 1IP didn't
require notification. Clarification needed.

* Transition to adjacent historic structures. Zero sethack required on narth/south.

¢ Historic Advisory Committee listened to courtesy presentation by developer. Did not approve or
disapprove as it was a courtesy presentation.

+ Compass Affordable Housing did not receive letter that neighborhood sent.
s “H” trumps “ID” — What does this mean?

s HDCis a suburban code

+ Provisions in overlays regarding appropriate development.

e City making exceptions {e.g., IPP} that allow this type of development,

e City’s unwillingness to pursue owners’ of decaying properties such as the Downtown Motor
Hotel leads to this sort of situation. [“Demolition by neglect”]

¢ |ID changes — will not allow delisting
» {ID sunsetting and the IID changes won’t have been made

+ When does property owner get notified of historic status — i.e., National Register?
Response: In case of National Register District, nominations may be made without receiving
consent from owner; whereas for a Local Historic District, 51% of property owners must approve
designation of properties as historic.

¢ Zoning map — shows C-3 zoning; this went through CDRC review process.
» Need more clarification to property owners regarding 11D requirements.

e City staff asked if developer were pursuing federal funds; said “no” initially. Later developer
applied for federal funds, but City Historic Preservation Officer didn’t know or would have made
it clear that SHPO would have to approve proposal.



Downtown Motor Hotel Project
Stakeholder Meeting
City Hall, 1** Floor
Friday, April 11, 2014 / 3:00 — 5:00 p.m.

ATTACHMENT A

Meeting Participants who signed in and their affiliations
{This does not include City staff; they are named on first page of meeting summary.)

Name Affiliation
1 | Kegan Tom The Architecture Company
2 | Richard Fe Tom The Architecture Company
3 | John Burr Armory Park Neighborhood Association
4 | Richard Mayers West University Neighborhood Association, Core-Banc
5 | Diana Amado Ward 6
6 | Steve Kozachik Ward 6
7 | Les Pierce Arroyo Chico Neighborhood Association, Core-Banc
8 | Molly Thrasher Ward 6
9 | Darren Da Ronco Arizona Daily Star
10 | Lynn Wilson Compass Affordable Housing
11 | Mark Crum Tax payer
12 | Richard Studwell Self
13 | Chris Gans West University Neighborhood Association
14 | Demion Clinco Tucson Historic
15 | lack McLain Armory Park Historic Zone Advisory Board Chair
16 | Grant Wille Armory Park Neighborhood Association, President
17 | Mark Shoemacher Bethel Development
18 | Arthur Stables Tucson-Pima Historic Commission
19 | Bill Schlesinger Compass Affordable Housing
20 | Maryann Beerling Compass Affordable Housing




Downtown Motor Apartments
STAKEHOLDER MEETING
Joel D. Valdez Main Library Lower Level Mtg. Rm.
Tuesday, October 7, 2014, 5:30 — 7:00 pm

MEETING SUMMARY

Meeting Conduct and Agenda

This public meeting was arranged and facilitated by the City of Tucson Office of
Integrated Planning (OIP) with assistance from the City’s Planning and Development
Services Department.

Meeting notice was emailed to the City’s database of people who provided their contact
information at the first stakeholder meeting on the proposed project in Friday, April 11,

2014, or who expressed an interest in the project via email or other means and provided
contact information.

The meeting agenda consisted of (a) Welcome & Introductions, (b} Meeting Purpose,

(c) The Basics. (d) Update Since April 11 Stakeholder Meeting, and (e) Questions &
Answers. City staff addressed the project review process, and representatives of the
development team provided an illustrated PowerPoint update on the project design. City
and development representative answered questions as appropriate. A handout titled,
“Overview of City Regulations & Review Process Pertaining to Stone Motor Apartments,
383 S. Stone Ave,, Tucson,” prepared by OIP, was provided to participants.

Staff Notes Taken During Question & Answer Period

* Would be helpful to have pictures of previous design and current design side by
side.

* Would be helpful to have design shown in context.

* Was any interior square footage eliminated?

e Questions about design of interiors of units.

e Sethack requirements are 0" on sides

» Parking on ground floor, entrance off of Stone Avenue

¢ How much parking is needed? Concern about impact on neighborhood.
Response: Development has reduced number of spaces given Downtown
location and because, based on developer’s experience, project residents are
anticipated to have fewer cars. In response to concern that the reduced parking
would result in residents parking on Stone Avenue, developer representatives
said they would monitor parking on Stone Avenue by project residents.

¢ How many people will be living there?

e  Who will live there? Response: Low income and veterans.



Downtown Motor Apartments
STAKEHOLDER MEETING
Joel D. Valdez Main Library Lower Level Mtg. Rm.
Tuesday, October 7, 2014, 5:30 - 7:00 pm

Concern not with potential occupants, but with design and scale - incompatible
with surroundings.

Site swap should be considered, with City providing some financial assistance.
Sec. 106 process — concern that neighborhood wasn’t notified.

Examples of good projects with better communication — Fire Central, El Paso
Greenway.

Number of people per bedroom? Developer Response: Based on experience,
anticipate primarily single-person occupancy.

Know there are varying opinions about reduced parking, but | applaud less
parking downtown.

Wrong place for this development. Would be better to renovate the building
and create a boutique hotel.

Others were trying to buy this property.

How can we tear down a Joesler designed building?

Historic preservation should be about saving entire building.
City needs to step up — swap land, strengthen regulations.

Spot zoning is not good. [Note: This was a reference to the site not being in the

surrounding Historical Preservation Zone.] Need to help M/C think outside the
box.

Experience of “The District” {[Note: Reference to a development in another
Downtown neighborhood.] Negative ramifications from this development are
ongoing

Scale and rhythm are important in a building’s design.

Honorable intentions with project, but not in execution. 1am all for density but
have some concerns:

- Amount of open space on site

- Setbacks

- Not a nice environment for potential residents
- Needs a larger site

- Consider other, vacant land

Armory Park Neighborhood Association communication chalienges. Limited
notification requirements in applicable development regulations.

Only win-win is another site.



Downtown Motor Apartments
STAKEHOLDER MEETING
Joel D. Valdez Main Library Lower Level Mtg. Rm,
Tuesday, October 7, 2014, 5:30 - 7:00 pm

Mercado area — possible alternate site. El Rio Health Center is nearby, which
could be helpful to residents.

Developer representatives asked whether they would consider a land swap.
Response: Would be open to a conversation.

How is property managed?

Where are you with the Sec. 106 process? HUD says process wasn’t followed.
Does developer have any other funding applications?

2015 project groundbreaking projected.

Are there restrictions on property after low-income requirement expires? (40
yrs.)

Are there restrictions on when project can be sold?

Historic Neighborhoods mapping project has been helpful — why these
neighborhoods are important? Housing on scale with neighborhood is important.

Setbacks aren’t consistent with surrounding properties.
Could project work with fewer units?

Garage entry from Stone Avenue not consistent (vs. from back}). Could driveway
be outdoor space?

Could mixed use be included?

Encourage developer to consider a Plan B.

Athena Studio is the architect.

| appreciate refinements to the design in response to conversations.

The underlying zoning in area was established in the 1950; this zoning needs to
be revisited. However, Proposition 207 restricts us from changing zoning;
current recourse is optional overlays.

Encourage M/C to adopt new overlays and tools.

Follow up meetings with SHPO and HUD State Housing.

Speak to investors to think outside the box.

Reputation of company at stake — project will result in a negative perception.

Where can M/C put-low income housing that is more appropriate?

Prepared by Office of Integrated Planning, Oct. 16, 2014
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BC: abreezamz@hotmail.com (abreezamz@hotmail.com)

11/18/2014 4:38
Transferred PM

BC:

ABrown@ourfamilyservices.org> (ABrown@ourfamilyservices.org>)

Transferred %%18/2014 4:38

BC:

akern@eeeveterans.org (akern@eeeveterans.org)

Transferred |13%|18/2014 4:38

BC: Albert Elias (Albert.Elias@tucsonaz.gov) Read 11/18/2014 5:03
PM

BC: alwiruthl@yahoo.com (alwiruthl@yahoo.com) Transferred 11/18/2014 4:38
PM

BC: amccammon@eeeveterans.org (amccammon@eeeveterans.org) 11/18/2014 4:38
Transferred PM

BC: amorado@primavera.org (amorado@Primavera.org) Transferred 11/18/2014 4:38
PM

BC: Amountaincommunity@cox.net (Amountaincommunity@cox.net) Transferred 11/18/2014 4:38
PM

BC: amunoz@codac.org (amunoz@codac.org) 11/18/2014 4:38

Transferred PM

BC:

anita@civanoneighbors.com (anita@civanoneighbors.com)

Transferred %%18/2014 4:38

BC: aroiouau@gmail.com (aroiouau@gmail.com) Transferred 11/18/2014 4:38
PM

BC: Arturo.Burrola@pima.gov (Arturo.Burrola@pima.gov) 11/18/2014 4:38
Transferred PM

BC: arubio@compasshc.org (arubio@compasshc.org) Transferred 11/18/2014 4:38
PM

BC: astables@bwsarchitects.com (astables@bwsarchitects.com) Transferred 11/18/2014 4:38
PM

BC: awitzagain@aol.com (awitzagain@aol.com) Transferred 11/18/2014 4:38
PM

BC: azahayes@Live.com (azahayes@Live.com) Transferred 11/18/2014 4:38
PM

BC: AZBRIDE@cox.net (AZBRIDE@cox.net) 11/18/2014 4:38

Transferred PM

BC: azcarrier@cox.net (azcarrier@cox.net) Transferred 11/18/2014 4:38
PM

BC: azintegrity@msn.com (azintegrity@msn.com) 11/18/2014 4:38
Transferred PM

BC: b3ievan@hotmail.com (b3ievan@hotmail.com) Transferred 11/18/2014 4:38
PM

BC: barbara.montrose@cpsaarizona.org (barbara.montrose@cpsaarizona.org) Transferred 11/18/2014 4:38
PM

BC: bbass@pd-law.com (bbass@pd-law.com) 11/18/2014 4:38
Transferred PM

BC: bchampion@helptucson.org (bchampion@helptucson.org) Transferred 11/18/2014 4:38
PM

BC: benapresident@gmail.com (benapresident@gmail.com) Transferred 11/18/2014 4:38
PM

BC: bettykarkosky@cox.net (bettykarkosky@cox.net) 11/18/2014 4:38
Transferred PM

BC: bigplanefixer@hotmail.com (bigplanefixer@hotmail.com) Transferred 11/18/2014 4:38
PM

BC: bill@andersoncrew.org (bill@andersoncrew.org) 11/18/2014 4:38
Transferred PM

BC: bill@schlesingerce.com (bill@schlesingerce.com) Transferred 11/18/2014 4:38

PM



BC: bmagnotto@lafrontera.org (bmagnotto@Ilafrontera.org) 11/18/2014 4:38
Transferred PM

BC: bob.graham@redcross.org (bob.graham@redcross.org) Transferred 11/18/2014 4:38
PM

BC: bob@vintarchitects.net (bob@vintarchitects.net) Transferred 11/18/2014 4:38
PM

BC: bravoparkna@aol.com (bravoparkna@aol.com) 11/18/2014 4:38
Transferred PM

BC: brelf@cox.net (brelf@cox.net) Transferred 11/18/2014 4:38
PM

BC: bwquailrun@cox.net (bwquailrun@cox.net) 11/18/2014 4:38
Transferred PM

BC: campinfo@vwbuscamp.com (campinfo@vwbuscamp.com) Transferred 11/18/2014 4:38
PM

BC: canar.geurin@hotmail.com (canar.geurin@hotmail.com) Transferred 11/18/2014 4:38
PM

BC: caroldupuis23@msn.com (caroldupuis23@msn.com) 11/18/2014 4:38

Transferred PM

BC:

caroline.latron@aol.com (caroline.latron@aol.com)

Transferred %%18/2014 4:38

BC: carolinerondeau0408@gmail.com (carolinerondeau0408@gmail.com) Transferred 11/18/2014 4:38
PM

BC: carriage.park.tucson@gmail.com (carriage.park.tucson@gmail.com) 11/18/2014 4:38
Transferred PM

BC: casamariatucson@yahoo.com (casamariatucson@yahoo.com) Transferred 11/18/2014 4:38
PM

BC: celarentl@hotmail.com (celarentl@hotmail.com) 11/18/2014 4:38
Transferred PM

BC: cgans232@msn.com (cgans232@msn.com) Transferred 11/18/2014 4:38
PM

BC: cloler@cox.net (cloler@cox.net) Transferred 11/18/2014 4:38
PM

BC: cmasterson@codac.org (cmasterson@codac.org) 11/18/2014 4:38

Transferred PM

BC: craig@tracmedia.com (craig@tracmedia.com) Transferred 11/18/2014 4:38
PM

BC: crashnburnham@cox.net (crashnburnham@cox.net) 11/18/2014 4:38
Transferred PM

BC: CV16@juno.com (CV16@juno.com) Transferred 11/18/2014 4:38
PM

BC: cwade@helptucson.org (cwade@helptucson.org) Transferred 11/18/2014 4:38
PM

BC: danielle.beaudry@lafrontera.org (danielle.beaudry@Iafrontera.org) 11/18/2014 4:38
Transferred PM

BC: Danna.Auriana@va.gov (Danna.Auriana@va.gov) Transferred 11/18/2014 4:38
PM

BC: danstarrorg.410@gmail.com (danstarrorg.410@gmail.com) 11/18/2014 4:38

Transferred PM

BC:

dave.densmore@yahoo.com (dave.densmore@yahoo.com)

Transferred é%18/2014 438

BC: david.emelity@va.gov (david.emelity@va.gov) Transferred 11/18/2014 4:38
PM

BC: david.emmerson@exodushelps.org (david.emmerson@exodushelps.org) 11/18/2014 4:38
Transferred PM

BC: ddaronco@azstarnet.com (ddaronco@azstarnet.com) Transferred 11/18/2014 4:38

PM



BC:

demionclinco@preservetucson.org (demionclinco@preservetucson.org)

11/18/2014 4:38
Transferred PM

BC:

dennis@caldwell-design.com (dennis@caldwell-design.com)

Transferred 3218/2014 4:38

BC:

deschnoll1124@yahoo.com (deschnoll1124@yahoo.com)

Transferred |13%|18/2014 4:38

BC: diana.frederick@va.gov (diana.frederick@va.gov) 11/18/2014 4:38
Transferred PM

BC: dina_rosengarten@hotmail.com (dina_rosengarten@hotmail.com) Transferred 11/18/2014 4:38
PM

BC: dnonaka@copecommunityservices.org (dnonaka@copecommunityservices.org) Transferred 11/18/2014 4:38
PM

BC: dodgeflowerna@cs.com (dodgeflowerna@cs.com) Transferred 11/18/2014 4:38
PM

BC: donnak@email.arizona.edu (donnak@email.arizona.edu) Transferred 11/18/2014 4:38
PM

BC: doran02@gmail.com (doran02@gmail.com) 11/18/2014 4:38

Transferred PM

BC:

dregnier@codac.org (dregnier@codac.org)

Transferred 3218/2014 4:38

BC: drivera@codac.org (drivera@codac.org) Transferred 11/18/2014 4:38
PM

BC: dsduchon@email.arizona.edu (dsduchon@email.arizona.edu) Transferred 11/18/2014 4:38
PM

BC: dshropshire@ourfamilyservices.org (dshropshire@ourfamilyservices.org) Transferred 11/18/2014 4:38
PM

BC: dsijams@gmail.com (dsijams@gmail.com) 11/18/2014 4:38
Transferred PM

BC: dtwelker@eyes.arizona.edu (dtwelker@eyes.arizona.edu) Transferred 11/18/2014 4:38
PM

BC: duffyneighborhood@yahoo.com (duffyneighborhood@yahoo.com) Transferred 11/18/2014 4:38
PM

BC: dvild@yahoo.com (dvild@yahoo.com) 11/18/2014 4:38

Transferred PM

BC: dyanezl@yahoo.com (dyanezl@yahoo.com) Transferred I%)%218/2014 4:38
BC: eastin@mindspring.com (eastin@mindspring.com) Transferred I%*218/2014 4:38
BC: eeprol@yahoo.com (eeprol@yahoo.com) Transferred l%)%18/2014 4:38
BC: Elaine Becherer (Elaine.Becherer@tucsonaz.gov) 11/18/2014 5:06
Read PM
BC: ellen.brown@pcao.pima.gov (ellen.brown@pcao.pima.gov) Transferred I%*218/2014 4:38
BC: elrioneighborhoodassociation@gmail.com Transferred 11/18/2014 4:38
(elrioneighborhoodassociation@gmail.com) PM
BC: emartinez@swfhc.com (emartinez@swfhc.com) 11/18/2014 4:38

Transferred PM

BC:

ephemera77@aol.com (ephemera77@aol.com)

Transferred é%18/2014 438

BC: etac_romad@msn.com (etac_romad@msn.com) Transferred 11/18/2014 4:38
PM

BC: face.Janton@gmail.com (face.Janton@gmail.com) 11/18/2014 4:38
Transferred PM

BC: fcacruz@gmail.com (fcacruz@gmail.com) Transferred 11/18/2014 4:38

PM



BC

: garyberni@aol.com (garyberni@aol.com)

11/18/2014 4:38
Transferred PM

BC:

gcbl@netscape.net (gcbhl@netscape.net)

Transferred %%18/2014 4:38

BC:

gene.einfrank@gmail.com (gene.einfrank@gmail.com)

Transferred |13%|18/2014 4:38

BC: geo@geowhe.com (geo@geowhe.com) 11/18/2014 4:38
Transferred PM

BC: georgina@ag.arizona.edu (georgina@ag.arizona.edu) Transferred 11/18/2014 4:38
PM

BC: gerhyne.garay@gmail.com (gerhyne.garay@gmail.com) 11/18/2014 4:38
Transferred PM

BC: Gigi.rodriguez@cplc.org (Gigi.Rodriguez@cplc.org) Transferred 11/18/2014 4:38
PM

BC: gilbertfimbres@aol.com (gilbertfimbres@aol.com) Transferred 11/18/2014 4:38
PM

BC: gisbarbara@gmail.com (gisbarbara@gmail.com) 11/18/2014 4:38

Transferred PM

BC:

gkalil@kalilbottling.com (gkalil@kalilbottling.com)

Transferred %%18/2014 4:38

BC: gledingham@theriver.com (gledingham@theriver.com) Transferred 11/18/2014 4:38
PM

BC: Glenn Fournie (Glenn.Fournie@tucsonaz.gov) Read 11/18/2014 4:45
PM

BC: gonzini51@hotmail.com (gonzini51@hotmail.com) Transferred 11/18/2014 4:38
PM

BC: guillermo.andrade@lafrontera.org (guillermo.andrade@I|afrontera.org) 11/18/2014 4:38
Transferred PM

BC: guy_7272@msn.com (guy_7272@msn.com) Transferred 11/18/2014 4:38
PM

BC: hannahglasston@cox.net (hannahglasston@cox.net) Transferred 11/18/2014 4:38
PM

BC: harry.Roberts@TeamRWB.org (harry.Roberts@TeamRWB.org) 11/18/2014 4:38
Transferred PM

BC: idetweiler@codac.org (idetweiler@codac.org) Transferred 11/18/2014 4:38
PM

BC: ileanavaca@yahoo.com (ileanavaca@yahoo.com) 11/18/2014 4:38
Transferred PM

BC: its@theriver.com (its@theriver.com) Transferred 11/18/2014 4:38
PM

BC: ivomanl3@hotmail.com (ivomanl3@hotmail.com) Transferred 11/18/2014 4:38
PM

BC: J.Dowdall@msn.com (J.Dowdall@msn.com) 11/18/2014 4:38
Transferred PM

BC: j.gibbsarchitect@gmail.com (j.gibbsarchitect@gmail.com) Transferred 11/18/2014 4:38
PM

BC: J3149@aol.com (J3149@aol.com) Transferred 11/18/2014 4:38
PM

BC: jackmclain@mac.com (jackmclain@mac.com) 11/18/2014 4:38
Transferred PM

BC: JamesKrepps@gmail.com (JamesKrepps@gmail.com) Transferred 11/18/2014 4:38
PM

BC: janetkmiller@gmail.com (janetkmiller@gmail.com) 11/18/2014 4:38
Transferred PM

BC: Jboyle@nursing.arizona.edu (Jboyle@nursing.arizona.edu) Transferred 11/18/2014 4:38

PM



BC: jcervell@email.arizona.edu (jcervell@email.arizona.edu) 11/18/2014 4:38
Transferred PM
BC: jeff@jeffdigregorio.com (jeff@jeffdigregorio.com) Transferred 11/18/2014 4:38
PM
BC: jefffarkas@cox.net (jefffarkas@cox.net) Transferred 11/18/2014 4:38
PM
BC: jill@aniceworld.com (jill@aniceworld.com) 11/18/2014 4:38
Transferred PM
BC: jkovacik@cox.net (jkovacik@cox.net) Transferred 11/18/2014 4:38
PM
BC: jlapolinarl@gq.com (jlapolinarl@g.com) 11/18/2014 4:38
Transferred PM
BC: jmora@ccs-pio.org (JMora@ccs-pio.org) Transferred 11/18/2014 4:38
PM
BC: jmrolf1229@gmail.com (jmrolf1229@gmail.com) Transferred 11/18/2014 4:38
PM
BC: jmuckle@codac.org (jmuckle@codac.org) 11/18/2014 4:38
Transferred PM
BC: joanchall@yahoo.com (joanchall@yahoo.com) Transferred 11/18/2014 4:38
PM
BC: jochoa@compasshc.org (jochoa@compasshc.org) Transferred 11/18/2014 4:38
PM
BC: jodabu@hotmail.com (jodabu@hotmail.com) 11/18/2014 4:38
Transferred PM
BC: Jodie Barnes (Jodie.Barnes@tucsonaz.gov) Read 11/18/2014 4:39
PM
BC: JoeFlores@cox.net (JoeFlores@cox.net) 11/18/2014 4:38
Transferred PM
BC: jojhernan@aol.com (jojhernan@aol.com) Transferred 11/18/2014 4:38
PM
BC: Jonathan Mabry (Jonathan.Mabry@tucsonaz.gov) Replied 11/18/2014 4:38
PM
BC: jordan.layton@cpsaarizona.org (jordan.layton@cpsaarizona.org) 11/18/2014 4:38
Transferred PM
BC: Josefina.Cardenas.Jc@gmail.com (Josefina.Cardenas.Jc@gmail.com) Transferred 11/18/2014 4:38
PM
BC: joseph_cates1965@yahoo.com (joseph_cates1965@yahoo.com) 11/18/2014 4:38
Transferred PM
BC: josephtucs@aol.com (josephtucs@aol.com) Transferred 11/18/2014 4:38
PM
BC: jre@lithops.com (jre@lithops.com) Transferred 11/18/2014 4:38
PM
BC: julie@partnersforhousingsolutions.com (julie@partnersforhousingsolutions.com) 11/18/2014 4:38
Transferred PM
BC: junitas19@aol.com (junitas19@aol.com) Transferred 11/18/2014 4:38
PM
BC: Kacey@KAarch.com (Kacey@KAarch.com) Transferred 11/18/2014 4:38
PM
BC: Karla Avalos-Soto (Karla.Avalos-Soto@tucsonaz.gov) Read 11/19/2014 10:29
AM
BC: Kate Kish (Kate.Kish@tucsonaz.gov) Read 11/19/2014 1:04
PM
BC: KatyScoblink@helptucson.org (KatyScoblink@helptucson.org) 11/18/2014 4:38
Transferred PM
BC: kidlaw96é@aol.com (kidlaw96@aol.com) Transferred 11/18/2014 4:38

PM



BC: kittyreeve@cox.net (kittyreeve@cox.net) 11/18/2014 4:38
Transferred PM

BC: ktom@architecturecompany.net (ktom@architecturecompany.net) Transferred 11/18/2014 4:38
PM

BC: Kwelter@codac.org (Kwelter@codac.org) Transferred 11/18/2014 4:38
PM

BC: KWJW3@cox.net (KWJIJW3@cox.net) 11/18/2014 4:38
Transferred PM

BC: kylie@livingstreetsalliance.org (kylie@livingstreetsalliance.org) Transferred 11/18/2014 4:38
PM

BC: lacarlson@cox.net (lacarlson@cox.net) 11/18/2014 4:38
Transferred PM

BC: laura427@cox.net (laura427@cox.net) Transferred 11/18/2014 4:38
PM

BC: leon.feliciano@gmail.com (leon.feliciano@gmail.com) Transferred 11/18/2014 4:38
PM

BC: leons1@cox.net (leonsl@cox.net) 11/18/2014 4:38
Transferred PM

BC: les_p_hackenslash@yahoo.com (les_p_hackenslash@yahoo.com) Transferred 11/18/2014 4:38
PM

BC: les_p_hackerslash@yahoo.com (les_p_hackerslash@yahoo.com) Transferred 11/18/2014 4:38
PM

BC: Ihowell@cox.net (Ihowell@cox.net) 11/18/2014 4:38
Transferred PM

BC: linda2526.lw@gmail.com (linda2526.lw@gmail.com) Transferred 11/18/2014 4:38
PM

BC: lisamele@ai.com (lisamele@ai.com) 11/18/2014 4:38
Transferred PM

BC: livingsimplyclub@yahoo.com (livingsimplyclub@yahoo.com) Transferred 11/18/2014 4:38
PM

BC: Ikot@Primavera.org (Ikot@Primavera.org) Transferred 11/18/2014 4:38
PM

BC: Imazerbo@OurFamilyServices.org> (Imazerbo@ourfamilyservices.org>) 11/18/2014 4:38
Transferred PM

BC: loispawlak@cox.net (loispawlak@cox.net) Transferred 11/18/2014 4:38
PM

BC: lori.nunez@lafrontera.org (lori.nunez@Ilafrontera.org) 11/18/2014 4:38
Transferred PM

BC: Ipearmain@msn.com (Ipearmain@msn.com) Transferred 11/18/2014 4:38
PM

BC: Irothshepherd@cox.net (Irothshepherd@cox.net) Transferred 11/18/2014 4:38
PM

BC: luckmatthew@gmail.com (luckmatthew@gmail.com) 11/18/2014 4:38
Transferred PM

BC: Ivnasec@outlook.com (Ilvnasec@outlook.com) Transferred 11/18/2014 4:38
PM

BC: lyle.ford@rallypointtucson.org (lyle.ford@rallypointtucson.org) Transferred 11/18/2014 4:38
PM

BC: lynnw@Iongrealty.com (lynnw@]longrealty.com) 11/18/2014 4:38
Transferred PM

BC: mararchitectsinc@cox.net (mararchitectsinc@cox.net) Transferred 11/18/2014 4:38
PM

BC: mark.cruml115@gmail.com (mark.crum115@gmail.com) 11/18/2014 4:38
Transferred PM

BC: mark.roe@exodushelp.org (mark.roe@exodushelp.org) Transferred 11/18/2014 4:38

PM



BC: masonm@email.arizona.edu (masonm@email.arizona.edu) 11/18/2014 4:38
Transferred PM

BC: mattzoll@cox.net (mattzoll@cox.net) Transferred 11/18/2014 4:38
PM

BC: mbeachO6@cox.net (mbeach06@cox.net) Transferred 11/18/2014 4:38
PM

BC: mbeerling@compassaffordablehousing.org Transferred 11/18/2014 4:38
(mbeerling@compassaffordablehousing.org) PM

BC: mbhoman@msn.com (mbhoman@msn.com) Transferred 11/18/2014 4:38
PM

BC: megan.lee@cpsaarizona.org (megan.lee@cpsaarizona.org) 11/18/2014 4:38
Transferred PM

BC: merkaba@cox.net (merkaba@cox.net) Transferred 11/18/2014 4:38
PM

BC: mhazlett@amphi.com (mhazlett@amphi.com) Transferred 11/18/2014 4:38
PM

BC: michaelkeith@downtowntucson.org (michaelkeith@downtowntucson.org) 11/18/2014 4:38
Transferred PM

BC: michal.andrew@teamrwb.org (michal.andrew@ TeamRWB.org) Transferred 11/18/2014 4:38
PM

BC: mickmrfl@msn.com (mickmrfl@msn.com) Transferred 11/18/2014 4:38
PM

BC: mikea@lineandspace.com (mikea@lineandspace.com) 11/18/2014 4:38
Transferred PM

BC: mikemorgue@cox.net (mikemorgue@cox.net) Transferred 11/18/2014 4:38
PM

BC: mikerebro@yahoo.com (mikerebro@yahoo.com) 11/18/2014 4:38
Transferred PM

BC: miraclemanorna@cox.net (miraclemanorna@cox.net) Transferred 11/18/2014 4:38
PM

BC: mjghory@gmail.com (mjghory@gmail.com) Transferred 11/18/2014 4:38
PM

BC: mlee@pasaderanetwork.org (mlee@pasaderanetwork.org) 11/18/2014 4:38
Transferred PM

BC: mmayerl@mindspring.com (mmayerl@mindspring.com) Transferred 11/18/2014 4:38
PM

BC: mmilazzo@compasaffordablehousing.org Transferred 11/18/2014 4:38
(mmilazzo@compasaffordablehousing.org) PM

BC: moatesart@q.com (moatesart@gq.com) Transferred 11/18/2014 4:38
PM

BC: moniqua.k.lane@gmail.com (moniqua.k.lane@gmail.com) Transferred 11/18/2014 4:38
PM

BC: Montserrat.Caballero@pima.gov (Montserrat.Caballero@pima.gov) 11/18/2014 4:38
Transferred PM

BC: moonjyee@gmail.com (moonjyee@gmail.com) Transferred 11/18/2014 4:38
PM

BC: mray@dakotacom.net (mray@dakotacom.net) Transferred 11/18/2014 4:38
PM

BC: mrnapresident@mesquiteranch.org (mrnapresident@mesquiteranch.org) 11/18/2014 4:38
Transferred PM

BC: mrnavicepresident@mesquiteranch.org (mrnavicepresident@mesquiteranch.org) Transferred 11/18/2014 4:38
PM

BC: MRozar67@msn.com (MRozar67@msn.com) 11/18/2014 4:38
Transferred PM

BC: mshoemacher@gmail.com (mshoemacher@gmail.com) Transferred 11/18/2014 4:38

PM



BC: mspark@cox.net (mspark@cox.net) 11/18/2014 4:38
Transferred PM

BC: myvenicehouse@aol.com (myvenicehouse@aol.com) Transferred 11/18/2014 4:38
PM

BC: mznglor@gmail.com (mznglor@gmail.com) Transferred 11/18/2014 4:38
PM

BC: nataliabzieman@gmail.com (nataliabzieman@gmail.com) 11/18/2014 4:38
Transferred PM

BC: nbrbns@aol.com (nbrbns@aol.com) Transferred 11/18/2014 4:38
PM

BC: ncwall@aol.com (ncwall@aol.com) 11/18/2014 4:38
Transferred PM

BC: neil.scott@qg.com (neil.scott@q.com) Transferred 11/18/2014 4:38
PM

BC: Nicole Ewing-Gavin (Nicole.Ewing-Gavin@tucsonaz.gov) Deleted 11/19/2014 8:55
AM

BC: niemicat@hotmail.com (niemicat@hotmail.com) 11/18/2014 4:38
Transferred PM

BC: nmwarner51@msn.com (nmwarner51@msn.com) Transferred 11/18/2014 4:38
PM

BC: nopal.85756@gmail.com (nopal.85756@gmail.com) Transferred 11/18/2014 4:38
PM

BC: odowd@flash.net (odowd@flash.net) 11/18/2014 4:38
Transferred PM

BC: oienjmo@msn.com (oienjmo@msn.com) Transferred 11/18/2014 4:38
PM

BC: onecitizenonevote@gmail.com (onecitizenonevote@gmail.com) 11/18/2014 4:38
Transferred PM

BC: onthebluetoo@gmail.com (onthebluetoo@gmail.com) Transferred 11/18/2014 4:38
PM

BC: optl775@yahoo.com (optl775@yahoo.com) Transferred 11/18/2014 4:38
PM

BC: paloverdena@gmail.com (paloverdena@gmail.com) 11/18/2014 4:38
Transferred PM

BC: Pamela.Moseley@pima.gov (Pamela.Moseley@pima.gov) Transferred 11/18/2014 4:38
PM

BC: pandrew@primavera.org (pandrew@Primavera.org) 11/18/2014 4:38
Transferred PM

BC: pat.crutcher@va.gov (pat.crutcher@va.gov) Transferred 11/18/2014 4:38
PM

BC: Patricia Gehlen (Patricia.Gehlen@tucsonaz.gov) Forwarded 11/19/2014 7:57
AM

BC: patriciamb@cox.net (patriciamb@cox.net) 11/18/2014 4:38
Transferred PM

BC: patrickbunkerl@msn.com (patrickbunkerl@msn.com) Transferred 11/18/2014 4:38
PM

BC: pbsadza@gmail.com (pbsadza@gmail.com) Transferred 11/18/2014 4:38
PM

BC: pcaldwell@ourfamilyservices.org (pcaldwell@ourfamilyservices.org) 11/18/2014 4:38
Transferred PM

BC: pete@cdphousing.com (Pete@cdphousing.com) Transferred 11/18/2014 4:38
PM

BC: pfv@email.arizona.edu (pfv@email.arizona.edu) 11/18/2014 4:38
Transferred PM

BC: PH8list@aol.com (PH8list@aol.com) Transferred 11/18/2014 4:38

PM



BC: philipp@richjoy.com (philipp@richjoy.com) Transferred I%*218/2014 4:38
BC: phoman2@cox.net (phoman2@cox.net) Transferred I%)%218/2014 4:38
BC: PLDunford@cox.net (PLDunford@cox.net) Transferred |13%|18/2014 4:38
BC: pnorback@cox.net (pnorback@cox.net) Transferred l%)%18/2014 4:38
BC: poetssquare@gmail.com (poetssquare@gmail.com) Transferred I%)%218/2014 4:38
BC: porourke6@cox.net (porourke6@cox.net) Transferred I%*218/2014 4:38
BC: president@broadmoorbroadwayvillage.com Transferred 11/18/2014 4:38
(president@broadmoorbroadwayvillage.com) PM
BC: President@FeldmansAZ.org (President@FeldmansAZ.org) Transferred |13%|18/2014 4:38
BC: prussell@eeeveterans.org (prussell@eeeveterans.org) Transferred I%*218/2014 4:38
BC: psalml16@gmail.com (psalml116@gmail.com) Transferred I%)%218/2014 4:38
BC: pueblo-gardensneighborhood@cox.net (pueblo-gardensneighborhood@cox.net) 11/18/2014 4:38
Transferred PM
BC: rabago89@hotmail.com (rabago89@hotmail.com) Transferred l%)%18/2014 4:38
BC: R-A-IMOEHL@cox.net (R-A-IMOEHL@cox.net) Transferred l%)%218/2014 4:38
CC: Ramona Williams (Ramona.Williams@tucsonaz.gov) . 11/18/2014 4:38
Delivered PM
BC: ramosecheverri@aol.com (ramosecheverri@aol.com) Transferred l%)%18/2014 4:38
BC: RB6603@att.net (RB6603@att.net) Transferred I%*5'18/2014 4:38
BC: RebeccaAP@ELRIO.ORG (RebeccaAP@ELRIO.ORG) 11/18/2014 4:38
Transferred PM
BC: reusrobert@yahoo.com (reusrobert@yahoo.com) Transferred I%)%218/2014 4:38
BC: rfetom@architecturecompany.net (rffetom@architecturecompany.net) Transferred I%*218/2014 4:38
BC: richarda_10918@yahoo.com (richarda_10918@yahoo.com) Transferred l%)%18/2014 4:38
BC: richardstudwell@msn.com (richardstudwell@msn.com) Transferred |13%|18/2014 4:38
BC: Rick@lavaty.com (Rick@lavaty.com) Transferred I%*218/2014 4:38
BC: rjroati@hotmail.com (rjroati@hotmail.com) Transferred I%)%218/2014 4:38
BC: rkattnig@ag.arizona.edu (rkattnig@ag.arizona.edu) Transferred |13%|18/2014 4:38
BC: rlsbcs@liveline.com (rlsbcs@liveline.com) Transferred l%)%18/2014 4:38
BC: rmtrinidad@compasshc.org (rmtrinidad@compasshc.org) Transferred I%)%218/2014 4:38
BC: robert@hedrickacres.org (robert@hedrickacres.org) Transferred I%*218/2014 4:38
BC: robertsbowers@cox.net (robertsbowers@cox.net) Transferred 11/18/2014 4:38

PM



BC: rose.nba@cox.net (rose.nba@cox.net) 11/18/2014 4:38
Transferred PM

BC: royzarow@iglide.net (royzarow@iglide.net) Transferred 11/18/2014 4:38
PM

BC: rpsparkmal@cox.net (rpsparkmal@cox.net) Transferred 11/18/2014 4:38
PM

BC: RRNAMike@aol.com (RRNAMike@aol.com) 11/18/2014 4:38
Transferred PM

BC: Russlyn Wells (Russlyn.Wells@tucsonaz.gov) Read 11/19/2014 9:44
AM

BC: rutheblunier@hotmail.com (rutheblunier@hotmail.com) 11/18/2014 4:38
Transferred PM

BC: s.nation@hotmail.com (s.nation@hotmail.com) Transferred 11/18/2014 4:38
PM

BC: salbego@cox.net (salbego@cox.net) Transferred 11/18/2014 4:38
PM

CC: Sally Stang (Sally.Stang@tucsonaz.gov) Read 11/18/2014 4:38
PM

BC: samantha.bivens2@redcross.org (samantha.bivens2@redcross.org) 11/18/2014 4:38

Transferred PM

BC: sandyloutucson@cox.net (sandyloutucson@cox.net) Transferred 11/18/2014 4:38
PM

BC: Sascha.Navarro@va.gov (Sascha.Navarro@va.gov) 11/18/2014 4:38
Transferred PM

BC: skyjacobs@gmail.com (skyjacobs@gmail.com) Transferred 11/18/2014 4:38
PM

BC: slimtuc@msn.com (slimtuc@msn.com) 11/18/2014 4:38
Transferred PM

BC: smolterferris@yahoo.com (smolterferris@yahoo.com) Transferred 11/18/2014 4:38
PM

BC: SPNA@cox.net (SPNA@cox.net) Transferred 11/18/2014 4:38
PM

BC: SRamsey@helptucson.org (SRamsey@helptucson.org) 11/18/2014 4:38

Transferred PM

BC: standuptall@gmail.com (standuptall@gmail.com) Transferred I%)%218/2014 4:38
BC: Stanley@email.arizona.edu (Stanley@email.arizona.edu) Transferred I%*218/2014 4:38
BC: stanley19263@msn.com (stanley19263@msn.com) Transferred l%)%18/2014 4:38
BC: Steve.Nelson@pima.gov (Steve.Nelson@pima.gov) Transferred |13%|18/2014 4:38
BC: styerwhite@yahoo.com (styerwhite@yahoo.com) Transferred I%*218/2014 4:38
BC: sven_silberschlag@ml.com (sven_silberschlag@ml.com) Transferred I%)%218/2014 4:38
BC: Sylvia.cuestas@pima.gov (Sylvia.cuestas@pima.gov) Transferred |13%|18/2014 4:38
CC: Teresa Williams (Teresa.Williams@tucsonaz.gov) Delivered l%)%18/2014 4:38
BC: tgreeng@centurylink.net (tgreeng@centurylink.net) Transferred I%)%218/2014 4:38
BC: thevanburen@mebapartments.com (thevanburen@mebapartments.com) Transferred I%*218/2014 4:38
BC: tieyorksltue@gmail.com (tieyorksltue @gmail.com) Transferred 11/18/2014 4:38

PM



BC:

tjackson@ourfamilyservices.org (tjackson@ourfamilyservices.org)

11/18/2014 4:38
Transferred PM

BC:

toddbukowski@yahoo.com (toddbukowski@yahoo.com)

Transferred %%18/2014 4:38

BC:

Tom Heath (Tom@theheathteam.com)

Transferred |13%|18/2014 4:38

BC: Tom.Wills@cox.net (Tom.Wills@cox.net) Transferred l%)%18/2014 4:38

BC: tortuga51@gmail.com (tortuga51@gmail.com) Transferred I%)%218/2014 4:38

BC: tpattsmith@icstucson.org (tpattsmith@icstucson.org) Transferred I%*218/2014 4:38

BC: treat4sage@hotmail.com (treat4sage@hotmail.com) Transferred l%)%18/2014 4:38

BC: tschwartz@compassaffordablehousing.org Transferred 11/18/2014 4:38
(tschwartz@compassaffordablehousing.org) PM

BC: TUCIRISH@aol.com (TUCIRISH@aol.com) 11/18/2014 4:38

Transferred PM

BC:

twocanfest@yahoo.com (twocanfest@yahoo.com)

Transferred %%18/2014 4:38

BC: tworockings@cox.net (tworockings@cox.net) Transferred 11/18/2014 4:38
PM
BC: vbaker35@aol.com (vbaker35@aol.com) 11/18/2014 4:38
Transferred PM
BC: vlegvold@earthlink.com (vlegvold@earthlink.com) Transferred 11/18/2014 4:38
PM
BC: Ward6 (Wardé@tucsonaz.gov) 11/19/2014 10:08
Deleted AM
BC: wasteph@cox.net (wasteph@cox.net) Transferred 11/18/2014 4:38
PM
BC: waynesunne@netscape.net (waynesunne@netscape.net) Transferred 11/18/2014 4:38
PM
BC: wildaboutdacats@cox.net (wildaboutdacats@cox.net) 11/18/2014 4:38

Transferred PM

BC: wille@email.arizona.edu (wille@email.arizona.edu) Transferred 11/18/2014 4:38
PM

BC: william.altaffer@azbar.org (william.altaffer@azbar.org) 11/18/2014 4:38
Transferred PM

BC: womankraftaz@yahoo.com (womankraftaz@yahoo.com) Transferred 11/18/2014 4:38
PM

BC: wuna.org@gmail.com (wuna.org@gmail.com) Transferred 11/18/2014 4:38
PM

BC: zoeorawr@gmail.com (zoeorawr@gmail.com) 11/18/2014 4:38
Transferred PM

Previous Meeting attendees emails:
BC: Albert.Elias@tucsonaz.gov> (Albert.Elias@tucsonaz.gov>) 11/18/2014 4:44

Transferred PM

BC: artgod@whidbey.com (artgod@whidbey.com) Transferred 11/18/2014 4:44
PM
BC: azkaleb@gmail.com (azkaleb@gmail.com) 11/18/2014 4:44

Transferred PM




BC: barbieul@gmail.com (barbieul@gmail.com) 11/18/2014 4:44
Transferred PM

BC: barbieui@gmail.com (barbieui@gmail.com) Transferred 11/18/2014 4:44
PM

BC: Ben Irving <projectinsightaz@gmail.com> (Ben Irving 11/18/2014 4:44

<projectinsightaz@gmail.com>)

Transferred PM

BC: bill@schlesinger (bill@schlesinger) 11/18/2014 4:44
Transferred PM

BC: caguirre082@centurylink.net (caguirre082@-centurylink.net) Transferred 11/18/2014 4:44
PM

BC: casamariatucson@yahoo.com (casamariatucson@yahoo.com) 11/18/2014 4:44
Transferred PM

BC: cathyriversl@gmail.com (cathyriversl@gmail.com) Transferred 11/18/2014 4:44
PM

BC: craig@tracmedia.com (craig@tracmedia.com) Transferred 11/18/2014 4:44
PM

BC: danna.auriana@va.gov (danna.auriana@va.gov) 11/18/2014 4:44
Transferred PM

BC: Diana Amado (Diana.Amado@tucsonaz.gov) Read 11/18/2014 4:48
PM

BC: Elaine Becherer (Elaine.Becherer@tucsonaz.gov) Read 11/18/2014 5:05
PM

BC: erawl@earthlink.net (erawl@earthlink.net) 11/18/2014 4:44
Transferred PM

BC: Glenn Fournie (Glenn.Fournie@tucsonaz.gov) Read 11/18/2014 4:45
PM

BC: hannahglasston@cox.net (hannahglasston@cox.net) 11/18/2014 4:44
Transferred PM

To: HCDAdmin (HCDAdmin.CSPO2.CHDOM2@tucsonaz.gov) Read 11/19/2014 7:16
AM

BC: jamesojeda@gmail.com (jamesojeda@gmail.com) Transferred 11/18/2014 4:44
PM

BC: jmora@ccs-pio.org (JMora@ccs-pio.org) 11/18/2014 4:44
Transferred PM

BC: jodabu@hotmail.com (jodabu@hotmail.com) Transferred 11/18/2014 4:44
PM

BC: Jody Gibbs (j.gibbsarchitect@gmail.com) 11/18/2014 4:44
Transferred PM

BC: john@johnroldan.com (john@johnroldan.com) Transferred 11/18/2014 4:44
PM

BC: Jonathan Mabry (Jonathan.Mabry@tucsonaz.gov) Delivered 11/18/2014 4:44
PM

BC: Joyce Alcantar (Joyce.Alcantar@tucsonaz.gov) Read 11/18/2014 5:08
PM

BC: justin.lanne@naihorizon.com (justin.lanne@naihorizon.com) Transferred 11/18/2014 4:44
PM

BC: kate.kisha@tucsonaz.gov (kate.kisha@tucsonaz.gov) Transferred 11/18/2014 4:44
PM

BC: kenbacker@earthlink.net (kenbacker@earthlink.net) 11/18/2014 4:44
Transferred PM

BC: lumsden@email.arizona.edu (lumsden@email.arizona.edu) Transferred 11/18/2014 4:44
PM

BC: lynnw@Iongrealty.com (lynnw@]longrealty.com) 11/18/2014 4:44
Transferred PM

BC: mab@brink.com (mab@brink.com) Transferred 11/18/2014 4:44

PM



BC: mbeerling@compassaffordablehousing.org Transferred 11/18/2014 4:44
(mbeerling@compassaffordablehousing.org) PM

BC: mlheuett@gmail.com (mlheuett@gmail.com) Transferred 11/18/2014 4:44
PM

BC: mshoemacher@gmail.com (mshoemacher@gmail.com) Transferred 11/18/2014 4:44
PM

BC: optl775@yahoo.com (optl775@yahoo.com) 11/18/2014 4:44
Transferred PM

BC: pat.crutcher@va.gov (pat.crutcher@va.gov) Transferred 11/18/2014 4:44
PM

BC: pcaldwell@ourfamilyservices.org (pcaldwell@ourfamilyservices.org) 11/18/2014 4:44
Transferred PM

BC: Peggy Hutchison (phutchison@Primavera.org) Transferred 11/18/2014 4:44
PM

BC: Pete@cdphousing.com (Pete@cdphousing.com) Transferred 11/18/2014 4:44
PM

BC: phillip@richjoy.com (phillip@richjoy.com) 11/18/2014 4:44
Transferred PM

BC: phillipp@rickjoy.com (phillipp@rickjoy.com) Transferred 11/18/2014 4:44
PM

BC: phutchinson@Primavera.org (phutchinson@Primavera.org) Transferred 11/18/2014 4:44
PM

BC: piaseckibarb@gmail.com (piaseckibarb@gmail.com) 11/18/2014 4:44
Transferred PM

BC: Ramona Williams (Ramona.Williams@tucsonaz.gov) Delivered 11/18/2014 4:44
PM

BC: rosiandrade@yahoo.com (rosiandrade@yahoo.com) 11/18/2014 4:44
Transferred PM

BC: Sally Stang (Sally.Stang@tucsonaz.gov) Read 11/18/2014 5:00
PM

BC: shropballl2@cox.net (shropball12@cox.net) Transferred 11/18/2014 4:44
PM

BC: sknutson@compassaffordablehousing.org Transferred 11/18/2014 4:44
(sknutson@compassaffordablehousing.org) PM

BC: sltofel@Tofelconstruction.com (sltofel@Tofelconstruction.com) Transferred 11/18/2014 4:44
PM

BC: smcdaid@codac.org (smcdaid@codac.org) 11/18/2014 4:44
Transferred PM

BC: standuptall@gmail.com (standuptall@gmail.com) Transferred 11/18/2014 4:44
PM

BC: stanley19263@msn.com (stanley19263@msn.com) Transferred 11/18/2014 4:44
PM

BC: Steve Kozachik (Steve.Kozachik@tucsonaz.gov) Read 11/18/2014 8:40
PM

BC: Teresa Williams (Teresa.Williams@tucsonaz.gov) Read 11/19/2014 9:47
AM

BC: tgreen9@centurylink.net (tgreen9@centurylink.net) Transferred 11/18/2014 4:44
PM

BC: tieyourshoe@gmail.com (tieyourshoe@gmail.com) 11/18/2014 4:44
Transferred PM

BC: tpattsmith@icstucson.org (tpattsmith@icstucson.org) Transferred 11/18/2014 4:44
PM

BC: wille@email.arizona.edu (wille@email.arizona.edu) 11/18/2014 4:44
Transferred PM

Mayor & Council addresses:



CC: Alvira Gallego (Alvira.Gallego@tucsonaz.gov) Read 10/23/2014 4:34 PM
CC: Amy Stabler (Amy.Stabler@tucsonaz.gov) Emptied 11/1/2014 1:02 AM
CC: Anakarina Rodriguez (Anakarina.Rodriguez@tucsonaz.gov) Read 10/23/2014 5:17 PM
CC: Ann Charles (Ann.Charles@tucsonaz.gov) Delivered 10/23/2014 4:32 PM
CC: Brianda Vila (Brianda.Vila@tucsonaz.gov) Delivered 10/23/2014 4:32 PM
CC: Carmen Noriega (Carmen.Noriega@tucsonaz.gov) Read 10/23/2014 4:32 PM
CC: Cathy Borinstein (Cathy.Borinstein@tucsonaz.gov) Emptied 11/4/2014 1:02 AM
CC: Diana Amado (Diana.Amado@tucsonaz.gov) Forwarded 10/24/2014 11:21 AM
CC: Heileen Evans (Heileen.Evans@tucsonaz.gov) Delivered 10/23/2014 4:32 PM
CC: Javier Herrera (Javier.Herrera@tucsonaz.gov) Emptied 10/31/2014 1:01 AM
To: Jonathan Rothschild (Jonathan.Rothschild@tucsonaz.gov) Emptied 10/31/2014 1:02 AM
CC: Judith Anderson (Judith.Anderson@tucsonaz.gov) Delivered 10/23/2014 4:32 PM
To: Karin Uhlich (Karin.Uhlich@tucsonaz.gov) Delivered 10/23/2014 4:32 PM
CC: Karla Avalos-Soto (Karla.Avalos-Soto@tucsonaz.gov) Read 10/24/2014 11:37 AM
CC: Kate Kish (Kate.Kish@tucsonaz.gov) Read 10/24/2014 11:01 AM
CC: Katie Bolger (Katie.Bolger@tucsonaz.gov) Read 10/27/2014 9:40 AM
CC: Lannie Patel (Lannie.Patel@tucsonaz.gov) Emptied 11/1/2014 1:03 AM
CC: Laura Dent (Laura.Dent@tucsonaz.gov) Read 10/24/2014 9:03 AM
CC: Lisa Markkula (Lisa.Markkula@tucsonaz.gov) Delivered 10/23/2014 4:32 PM
CC: Luke Knipe (Luke.Knipe@tucsonaz.gov) Emptied 10/27/2014 5:51 PM
CC: Mark Kerr (Mark.Kerr@tucsonaz.gov) Emptied 11/1/2014 1:03 AM
CC: Martha Cantrell (Martha.Cantrell@tucsonaz.gov) Read 10/24/2014 12:51 PM
CC: Mary Fimbres (Mary.Fimbres@tucsonaz.gov) Read 10/28/2014 10:52 AM
CC: Matt Kopec (Matt.Kopec@tucsonaz.gov) Forwarded 10/23/2014 4:40 PM
CC: Melinda Jacobs (Melinda.Jacobs@tucsonaz.gov) Delivered 10/23/2014 4:32 PM
CC: Molly Thrasher (Molly.Thrasher@tucsonaz.gov) Emptied 10/31/2014 1:02 AM
CC: Odessa Draheim (Odessa.Draheim@tucsonaz.gov) Read 10/24/2014 8:20 AM
To: Paul Cunningham (Paul.Cunningham@tucsonaz.gov) Read 10/24/2014 10:35 AM
CC: Ramona Williams (Ramona.Williams@tucsonaz.gov) Read 10/23/2014 4:33 PM
To: Regina Romero (Regina.Romero@tucsonaz.gov) Delivered 10/23/2014 4:32 PM
CC: Renee Sowards (Renee.Sowards@tucsonaz.gov) Emptied 11/1/2014 1:03 AM
To: Richard G. Fimbres (Richard.Fimbres@tucsonaz.gov) Forwarded  10/23/2014 5:00 PM
CC: Ryan Anderson (Ryan.Anderson@tucsonaz.gov) Deleted 11/13/2014 3:22 PM
CC: Sally Stang (Sally.Stang@tucsonaz.gov) Read 10/24/2014 6:16 AM
To: Shirley Scott (Shirley.Scott@tucsonaz.gov) Emptied 11/1/2014 1:03 AM
CC: Steve Arnquist (Steve.Arnquist@tucsonaz.gov) Read 10/23/2014 4:38 PM
To: Steve Kozachik (Steve.Kozachik@tucsonaz.gov) Emptied 10/31/2014 1:02 AM
CC: Tamara Prime (Tamara.Prime@tucsonaz.gov) Delivered 10/23/2014 4:32 PM
CC: Ted Prezelski (Ted.Prezelski@tucsonaz.gov) Read 10/28/2014 12:52 PM

CC: Teresa Olson (Teresa.Olson@tucsonaz.gov)




Tueson News Now

September 10 -

The Downtown Motor Hote!l on South Stone is raising a few eyebrows. A developer wants to tear down the Joesler-
designed motel and put up a four story building to house homeless vets.

Bud Foster repotts.

1en is 1 ?
When it comes to Josiah Joesler designed homes and buildings, people in Tucson are very particular,
tucsonnewsnow,com/By Bud Foster
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neighborhood? We didn’t know about this until way late in the game. Why isn’t
he helping us? He's supposed to be saving these buildings.”

Tags: Downtown Motor Hotel, Compass Afferdable Housing, Armory Park, Barric Viejo, State Historle Preservation Office, Jasias
Joesler, Image

Like Share 5i people like this.

Tweet

COMMENTS (14)

Showing 1-14 of 14

add a comment

The fix is in for this project. The entire City Councit seems to have rolled over on it.
§ When | saw Kezachlk tatking about It on TV, | felt sidc inside. | can't imagine how much :
maney changed hands or what favors were called in to move this fiasco along so
auickly and quietiy.

Oh well, politics in Tucson as usual.

- report Talikes, 3 dislives @ fike W dislike
Posted hy Gonze Sorcrachi on 11/03/2014 at 5:54 PM

Ah, the siten song of the NIMBY, who professes to love affordable housing as lang as
it's far, far away from him ar her.

i What is particularly interesting about this feeble attempt at journalism Is that there is

. absolutely no indication of any effort to seek the perspective of the propenents of the project.
(Such as, "we tried to reach Compass Affordable Housing but it declined to comment.”) Nor does
the "article” (perhaps "screed” would be a better description) make any mention of the fact that

i the historic building fronting the street wili be retained and renovated. in other words, the low-
slung building will NOT he demolished. But | suppose that actual reporting is expecting too
much. Finally, the writer fails to point out that neither of the two neighbarhoad associations
(Armory Park and Barrio Vigjo) oppose the project.

For what it's warth, while | knew and have worked in the past on other grajects with the
developers, | have absolutely no invalvement or financial interest in this project.

! Teport B likes, ¢ dislikes &2 fike P dislike

| don't always default in favar of historic bulldings when there is a development

- confrontation. Too often "historic” buildings are simply old without much reai historical
or architectural aesthetic significance. Critics agree that Josias Joesler was a real player
in Medern design and to it's credit Tucson has a tangible record of his creative efforts.
© White it would be a shame to erase that legacy, the care and dignity of our homeless veterans is
a serious issue as well. Knowing a little bit about the intellectual and social make up of Armory |
Park, 1 thirk the NIMBY name calling is misplaced. It could be said that among a bunch of
Mission style, Victorian and older homes in the neighborhood, that Madernist motel might have
caused a panic back when it was designed and erected. Mot sure, | wasn't there. Some type of
compromise is really in order, and the city council in my mind is responsible for working that
out. Could the property be saved, and even utilized in this case. Is this really the best location?P
i Would something closer to the V4 be more appropriate? Perhaps some VA offices coutd be

. adapted into the motel, while living quarters moved elsewhere? What about employing those vets
i during all this transition, so it isn't simply a housing puzzle, but a more proactive initiative that

. helps these people in a larger fashion,

What does scare me is that there is a developer involved and they rarely develop from a

: philanthropic point of view, This is a tough one,

report 5 fikes, 2 distikes 45 like B dislike
Pasted by ronkoon 11/04/2014 at 1:11 PM

2 Even non-profit developers? With a mission of serving the poarest and most in need?
http:/ fcompassaffordablehousing.org/. And to repeat, the buiiding pictured in the
phote WILL be saved. (By the way, I'm not attempting to be anonymous. My Weekly
profile uses my initials. David Wohl)

L report 2 likes, 4 dislikes
Posted by ORW on 11/04/2014 at 3:39 PM
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" by the renowned Tucson architect, Josias Joesler, and the architecture of segregation that witl
* replace it, This is a high density tower that will warehouse the poor and not integrate them into

| properties.

i bidder, and we all lose.

David Wohl Is misinformed. This IS an out of town, for-profit developer [8ethel Development Inc., :

i when questioned further it is simply low-Income housing. They can't guarantee that a single vet

Just to be clear, this is not a NIMBY issue.

We have repeatedly pointed out that there are numerous vacant sites in the area that
would better suit this development, What we object to is the destruction of a building

the fahric of our neighborhcod in any way. This is toe much building for the site, It is out of
scale with the surrounding historic district, will loom over and look down on neighboring

if a historic property like this were in any progressive city, such as Austin or Portland, those
places would be working hard 1o save and rehab a building like this. Gnce again, the
shortsighted Tucson Cffice of Historic Preservation has sold out our heritage to the highest

Ohio] that has coupled with Compass Affordable Housing in an atternpt to appear noble - the

wolf in sheep's clothing. There are huge tax incentives and federal dollars that will bankroll the
develeper now and into the future. Also, only the front building and sign wiil be saved, not the
majority of the structure. The developer has also done 2 good job of misinferming the :
community as to who will actually five here. They initially touted this as housing for veterans, but

¢ will even end up there as it will be open to all low-income residents, and that includes students.

We champion good development and encourage Bethel and Compass to look at better designed,
more integrated alternatives. It can help make our city more diverse and a batter place to live for

i everyone. Why not rehab the building as-is for Jow-income? Build anather smaller unit nearby?

That way everyone would win...the developer would ke looked at as someone halping to save our
architectural heritage AND helping with low-income housing. People would be better integrated,

There are millions of dollars in play here, spend a few thousand more and make this better.

As is, this is not good, noble development. This is architecture of destruction and despair. It
hurts cur neighborhoods, engenders poor development, and ultimately, belittles and segregates
the lives of those the develeper is claiming to heip.

Gary Patch
report Olikes, 0 dislikes 4 like B disiike |
Posted by GSP on 11/05/2014 at 10:32 AM

. their businesses. There needs to be a balance. Tearing down beautiful architecture in piace of

report 9 tikes, 0 dislikes 4 [k %’Z dislike

I congratulate Gary on taking the Initlative to try and save this historic building. | too
. live in the neighborhoed of Barrio Viejo and if this structure is built it will not only he
an eye-sore to the corridor geing into downtown, it will not be a visually appealing
building for homeless vets. | have attended several of the meetings and the developers are |
saying the building Is for homeless vets but will alsc be available to the homeless as well. We are
not apposed to Jow-income housing but would like to see this building swapped out for another
site that is larger and can provide better parking and design of the building for the people who
occupy it. The City is working so hard to renew and revitalize cur downtown and with this
building it wil} detract from our historic nature of our surrounding neighborhoods net to
mention destroy a Joslas Joesler design. Lets all try to work together ta accomplish both ends -
retain a histeric Joesler and provide a much needed low income housing project for our vets and
our homeless. Tucson we must compromise and come together to accomplish this.

Posted by Tirsha Stanley on 1170572014 at 11:09 AM
I think he one is epposed to housing for homeless vets but Downtown Tucson has

more thar it's fair share of low income housing. All these small businesses are
opening downtown and we need housing that will be full of people that can suppart

generic housing that doesn't benefit our economy (except out of town developers} is bad for

Downtown.

report ' Gﬁl{e.s..uo._t::ﬁ.slikes & ke %cﬂsﬂke

Posted by Kira Dixon-Weinstein on 11 /0572014 at 11:26 AM

Fatch's suggestion that the building not be torn down, and restared for low income
housing is an excelient compraomise, The lot is just too small for the kind of kuilding
they are proposing. And the drawings they show the public are completely out of scale,

i You have to wonder why the developer wouid pay close to $700k for this property, only to

Page 5 of 8
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. demalish it, when there are many undeveloped lots up ard down Stone and South Sixth that
woutd seli for 10% of that. | myself bought a lot on South Sixth for 16k, just last year. The fix
: was in from the git go, The developers could easily acquire more lots to build on... empty lots.

i | completely understand the need for more low income housing dewntown. This is not about

i that. This is about smart urban planning. To play these parties against each other is wrong, and

is the fault of Phoenix bureaucrats that should not be puppet mastering our community, Armory

i Park and Barrio Historico residents are generaliy supporters of liberal causes like providing

homes for the homefess, etc. Creating a fake wedge between these types of causes is how the
republicans are taking over cur country. i

What I'm saying Is that there should be a way for the neighborhood to come together on this. Yes
Urban Renewal in the sixties was compietely fucked when they tore down half the barrio and
many people in our community were deeply hurt by that. We lost precious history, and in
retrospect, it was a very bad way to take federal monies to imprave Tucson. if the Community
Center had been a few blocks away across the freeway, the barrio could have been saved. But

! why does this particular act of tearing down this historic Motor Hotel seem EXACTLY like tirban
Renewal of the sixties?

It has all the same elements: complete disregard for Tucson's history, Federal money, developers
* making a killing, and Phoanix assholes telling Tucson what to do.

. Whila 'm en this subject... who is latting them build those monstrous solar panels that are
gutting our kids playgrounds?

And last of all, Robert Frankeberger should be fired immediately. This Is not the first time

i Frankeberger has shown a complete disregard for Tucson historic properties. | tried to get my

. building {the KY Market Building) declared a historic property, The city declared the KY sign

i historic and built in 1950, and it is one of the best examples of a Chinese Market that served the
¢ community for many years. | wrote Frankeberger as he is the person who helps makes this
designation, which would have made me eligible for some serious tax breaks. After one email
from another party introducing me to him, and sending him a boatload of infermation about the
architect Terry Atkinson (who designed among other things the original Tucson Alrport), he
basically just ignored me. He does not serve the people he is supposed to be serving. | would be
the first to sign a petition to have him canned.

report __Mikes,0dsties & like P disiike |

Postaed by Danny Vinik on 11/05/2014 at 11:38 AM

Private maney, love sweat and tears have brought these neighbarhoods back to a place
. where people want to live again. The property owners of the downtown historic
neighborheods have strived to create a standard of living and style, with respect to the
history and architect. Now we get these out of town developers pimping the area to
slam up thelr monster building under ohvious faise pretenses to gain federal and state money to
i build it,

I've been to the meetings and this building is not gaing to house homeless vets or homeiess

anyhody. The developer danced arcund that one, which made it perfectly clear they will not be

held accountable to who they rent it out to.
i This building is about the developer making a big profit, with federal and state money funding a
¢ huge portion of their investment. And aiso at the expense of property owners of Barrio Viejo and
i Armory Park, This development as It stands, devalues everything around it.

ceport ‘Biikes, Odlislives %8 like B dislike

Posted by Barrio artiston 11/06/2014 at 12:49 AM

4 floors is not a tower by anyone's standards. The sign and office bullding (what you
. see in the pic} will be saved. The hotel buildings themselves are totally unremarkable
and insignificant. This while argument is so heartless it makes me want to puke.
Anyone who says it's not based on NIMBY is just being dishonest. Where is the

. rendering of the proposed structure? That would be helpful to the debate. Perhaps if Mr Patch
had been hired for design services he'd be happier. He's already gotten his share of city money
| though if you ask me. What was his fee for the tile pictures on the 4th Ave underpass?

. report 0 likes, 4 dislikes @.‘ like @ dislike
Posted by Karlita on 11/07/2014 at 9:06 AM E

You should read things more carefully Karlito.

it | suggested they rehab the bullding as-is for low~-income housing and build more on a
nearby lot, That is still In My Back Yard. | reiterate, once again, we are not oppesed to
low income housing. It is the poor design and cheap quality of the project we are opposing.
Segregating the poor and warehousing them in cheap buildings seems much more heartless to

: me than what we are suggesting...quality housing, Integraticn, respect for history.

http://www.tucsonweekly.com/TheRange/archives/2014/11/03/the-saga-of-the-downtown... 11/19/2014
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: And yes, where are the renderings of the propased structure? We have repeatedly asked to see
; scale drawings in relationship to the existing neighborhood and the developer refuses to show

| us any, All we have seen are elevation line drawings...a 4 story shoebox that does, indeed, tower
over the surrounding buildings,

As for the 4th Ave Underpass project, that has nothing to do with this! i
But since you brought it up, we are so proud of that project. 5t involved and represents over
7,000 Tucson citizens and was a positive, fun addition to our city. And yes, we did get paid to do
. that project. We worked for over two years to bring that to fruition and trust me, the pay was
mare along the lines of a labor of love than a get rich quick scheme.

LGP

i report _  ilike Odisikos 45 like @ dislike
Posted by GSPon 11/G7/2014 at 10:03 AM

Why do the majority of the "pro” proponents have to take nasty personal jabs, or try to
. turn the argument into a racial thing, or classism 7 It must be awful living with a brain
that functions like that.

The truth on this project is revealed, even the developer & the government employeas
knew this building was a problem that's why they tried to sneak it through.

Is it 50 unreasonable to ask that this project be developed so it can be an asset to the area?
Instead of dropping a big turd in an area where other other investers have thoughtfully invested
to create the desirable, cool place it is how, a glace everyone toves and wants live?

Come on Deveioper, Compass, tap into the wealth of good living design, turn this into a good
project we can all be proud of.

report 2 fkes, 0 disiikes 42 like & dislike
Posted by Barrio artiston 11/07/2014 at 1:20 PM

This is gonna happen and you guys are gonna hate it hahaha | couldn't be happier!
Stop buying houses in the urban core and expecting that infilf on a larger scale won't
happen. 1t's just plan stupid. With any luck the home prices in the barrle and armory
; will drop to afferdable levels for normal folks! What kind of argument Is "the units are
too smali and have only one window?” That's just urban density. And 4 floors may "tower” over

{ some houses but the one right next door te the south (which is already mult! unit rental) is 2
storles and a high peaked roof not to mention it sits several feet above street level, But stilt I'd

i like to see a rendering. NIMBY, NIMBY, NIMBY is still all | hear. Move out of the urban core if you
. don't want vertical development.

| report 0 likes, 3 dislikes 4 lik
Posted by Karlito on 11/0%/2014 at 1:07 PM B

P disiik

I seriously cannot believe what | just read - Why can’t people just work together on this
and not let it become a personal? We are proud of our dewntown and the hard work we
have done to our barric houses in keeping their historic nature, Serry If we want to

i have something that truly blends in with the historic neighborhood and semething that
¢ works for the people who will be living in it. Again, Instead of flinging ridiculous comments let's

; try and solve this as a community - a community we all can be proud of.

report @ diglike

ikes, O disli @f"

Posted by Trisha Stanley on 11/10/2014 at 12:56 PM
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PREVIOUSLY IN THE RANGE ~ MORE BY KYLE MITTAN
What Happened te Tucson Artist Moises Same-Sex Ruling Brings Changes to
Orozco on All Souls Procession Day? Wedding Planning

by Mari Herreras by Kyle Mittan

Sneak Peek: "Zona Politics" Digs Into Why The Big Checkout
the Democrats Had a Lousy Election Day Neighbors complain about plans to demolish a
by Jim Nintzel Joesler-designed motel in downtown

. by Kyle Mittan
Obama Administration Poised To Act on
Immigration
by Jim Nintzel

More »
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HCDAdmin - Downtown Motor Apartments

Page 1 of 1

From:  Maryann Beerling <mbeerling(@compassaffordablehousing.org>
To: <HCDAdmin@tucsonaz.gov>
Date: 10/24/2014 8:07 AM

Subject: Downtown Motor Apartments

Compass Affordable Housing is sending the support of the following persons:
LJ

Bill Schlesinger, Board President

Lynn Wilson, Board Vice-President

Suzanne Lavergne, | Board Treasurer

Charlotte Keller, Board Secretary

Sam Woods, Board Member

Bernadette Jilka, Board Member

Rosi Andrade, Board Member

Don Blascak, Board Member

0

Maureen Milazzo, Program Manager

John Roldan, Housing Coordinator

Tricia Schwartz, Program Assistant

Joanna Jedinak, Finance Manager

Maryann Beerling, Chief Executive Officer

]

Maryann Beerling, Chief Executive Officer
Compass Affordable Housing, Inc.
520-237-4001

Tucson, AZ
www.compassaffordablehousing.org
https://www.facebook.com/compassaffordablehousing
LJ
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l (10/24/2014) HCDAdmin - Downtown Motor Apartments

From: Maryann Beerling <mbeerling@compassaffordablehousing.org>
To: "HCDAdmin@tucsonaz.gov" <HCDAdmin@tucsonaz.gov>
Date: 10/23/2014 6:33 PM

Subject: Downtown Motor Apariments

| support this project.

Maryann Beerling
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HCDAdmin - Downtown Project

From: Joanna Jedinak <sunstar7086@gmail.com>
To: <HCDAdmin@tucsonaz.gov>

Date: 10/24/2014 7:42 AM

Subject: Downtown Project

I am in favor of the downtown project at 383 N. Stone. I think this project will benefit the
the downtown area and the future residents. Our community needs more affordable living.

Sincerely,

Joanna Jedinak
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HCDAdmin - Downtown Motor Hotel

From:  "Zanger, Margaret E - (zanger)" <zanger(@email.arizona.edu>
To: "HCDAdmin@tucsonaz.gov" <HCDAdmin@tucsonaz.gov>
Date: 10/27/2014 8:38 AM

Subject: Downtown Motor Hotel

I absolutely support the the construction of a 44 unit affordable housing project at 383 S. Stone Ave,
Tucson, AZ, the site of the Downtown Motor Hotel.

This project is well though out and is well planned and will be well implemented. Tt will be a huge
benefit for all of us to have more low-income housing in downtown Tucson.

Maggy Zanger

Professor of Practice

Director, Afghanistan Journalism Partnership
School of Journalism

University of Arizona

Tucson, Arizona

520-661-2742

Skype: maggyzanger
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HCDAdmin - DOWNTOWN MOTOR LODGE

e e A e e e e e e e e e e e e e R S o P ST S T il e ST e RE e A T erER ]

From: Jodi Sheahan <jodi@mebmgmt.com>
To: <HCDAdmin@tucsonaz.gov>

Date: 10/30/2014 4:59 PM

Subject: DOWNTOWN MOTOR LODGE

I am writing this letter regarding the construction of a 44-unit affordable multihousing
community at 383 S. Stone Ave., Tucson, AZ known as the Downtown Motor Apartments. Our
Tucson corporate office is located only a few blocks away from the proposed multifamily
community. MEB is excited not only to have an opportunity to provide the management

service for this housing community but to have Downtown Motor Apartments as a 'new
neighbor!'

This project is much needed to provide affordable housing for Veterans and low income
persons that work in the downtown area. There will be convenient access to public
transportation and supports a walkable lifestyle, conveniently located to shopping, schools,
health care, public services and worship services. On-site amenities that will be offered to our
residents are a library, a computer room, private outdoor areas for the residents to gather,

parking and bicycle storage. All of this is important to individuals who live on a lower income
and work downtown.

With respect to the historic district, the construction will remove a blighted structure that
diminishes the quality and character of the neighborhood but yet will preserve the two front
buildings along South Stone Avenue along with the vintage street sign. By undertaking a

respectful approach to the redevelopment of this community, the vibrancy of our downtown
neighborhood will be enhanced.

MEB believes that everyone should have a home. We strongly support this project and
encourage and appreciate the support of the City of Tucson.

If you have any questions or need any additional information, please feel free to contact me at
602-820-4458.

Jodi Sheahan
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Page 2 of 2

Jodi Sheahan CPM | Value Creator
Principal

MEB Management Services, AMQO®
1215 E. Missouri, Suite D

Phoenix, AZ 85014

(O) 602.279.5515 | (F) 602.279.5553
(D) 602.792-8619
(W) www.mebmgmt.com

MEB's purpose is to enrich the lives of our clients, residents, and team members by creating value.

file://C:\Users\Rwillia2\AppData\Local\Temp\XPgrpwise\54526ESECHDOM2CSP0210...  11/06/2014



Page 1 of 3

HCDAdmin - Downtown Motor Hotel Support Letter- Would you Please forward to appropriate
email

From:  Pete Chalupsky <Pete@cdphousing.com>

To: Ramona Williams <Ramona. Williams@tucsonaz.gov>

Date: 10/31/2014 5:13 PM

Subject: Downtown Motor Hotel Support Letter- Would you Please forward to appropriate email

October 28' 2014

Ms. Sally Stang, Director

Housing and Community Development Department
City of Tucson; Santa Rita Building

310 N. Commerce Park Loop

Tucson, Arizona 85745

Re: Downtown Motor Hotel; Environmental Review

Dear Ms. Stang:

| 'am writing to express my support for the Downtown Motel Hotel Veteran's Apartments, a 2014 LIHTC application that
received a reservation of tax credits from the state. | hope your office will make a finding of no significant impact in this case.

As you may know, my firm has developed and or acquired and rehabbed nine tax credit properties and | have completed
several NEPA environmental reviews. | am writing to you as a resident of Tucson and affordable housing practitioner, not on

behalf of the Metropolitan Housing Commission, although | believe the Commission would support the project if it had been
agenized.

The City has a difficult job trying to balance competing public goods (historic preservation vs. affordable housing). There are
several reasons | believe the public good created by the affordable housing trumps historic preservation in this case.
(1) Tucson's Need for Affordable housing is well documented.

As the Director of the Housing and Community Development Department, you are aware that the 2010-2015 HUD
Consolidated Plan a need for 38,394 rental units within the City of Tucson (including the need for 7,043 special needs units).

Recent studies by the Drachmann Institute and numbers provided by the food bank support that estimate. The recent
BAR/Drachmann Institute TOD study showed that 64,500 households currently prefer Transit Oriented Design (TOD) housing
including 43,900 renters. The BAR market analysis confirmed that 2/3 of renter households are housing cost burdened.
Because of the recession, | believe next year's HUD 5-Year Plan data will likely show an increasing need for affordable
housing in our community. According to today's Wall Street Journal, the disabled veteran's population has increased 44%
since 2009, so the need for housing for disabled vets and vets who are unemployed and looking for work in the Arizona is
increasing rapidly; thus the need for this affordable housing is firmly established.

(2) Tucson has very little gap funding available to create new affordable housing, so we need to use it to leverage HOME
funds and pursue tax credit investment, Tucson is the sixth poorest large city in the U.S., and the vast majority of HUD
funding we receive is used to keep our communities most economically vulnerable citizens housed in Section 8 and Pubic
Housing. There is simply not enough “gap" funding resources available to address our communities growing affordability gap
and create new affordable units. HUD HOME dollars that go directly to the production or rehabilitation of housing is typically
only 4%-10% of the City's Annual HUD budget. The Downtown Motor Hotel is a wise investment of Gap funding because it
leverages tax credit investment.

file://C:\Users\Rwillia2\AppData\Local\Temp\XPgrpwise\5457479CCHDOM2CSP0O210... 11/06/2014
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(3) The rehabilitation of this property was likely not feasible. Some people have argued that project sponsor should just rehab
the existing units in this old hotel. My firm, CDP was one of the first developers in the state to combine new construction and
rehabilitation in a tax credit property. Typically, in order to make these projects pencil, we need vacant land contiguous to or
property. Given the age of the existing structure, it is uncertain if any of the units in the Downtown Motor Hotel could be
feasibly rehabbed! Given the size of the Downtown Motor Hotel site and the acquisition cost, the project sponsors likely had
no choice but to add density to the project to make it pencil, so in this case it required removal of part of the building so that
more new units could be constructed. The Metropolitan Tueson Housing Commission Housing Resources Subcommittee has
been looking at ways to encourage the rehabilitation of smaller apartment complexes but the Tucson Housing Trust Fund
initiated by Mayor and Council has been depleted, the State Housing Trust fund was raided by the legislature, and the Pima
County Bond Election is on hold until next year, so it is difficult if not impossible to secure enough funding to “write down” land
costs enough to make smaller affordable housing projects feasible. Even with capital costs provided by tax credit investment,
it's very difficult to operate a property with less than 40-units. The neighborhood will benefit from professional on-site
management and maintenance presence that a 40-unit project can support as well as the required reserves for long term
replacement that will be required by the tax credit investor,

The Historical Significance of the property is uncertain. A historical evaluation was conducted by the project sponsors as part
of their due diligence. Although if's a Joesler building, the fact that 70% of the building has already been replaced clearly
weakens the argument for historic preservation. Joesler is a great Tucson architect whose best work is forever preserved at
the comer of Broadway and Country Club Road and numerous residential and commercial structures designed by him are
preserved thoughout our community. It's my understanding that the project sponsors changed their plan so that the original
hotel sign and front building will be preserved. | have worked with the State Historic Preservation Office on a renovation plan
for of a mid-century modern apartment complex in Phoenix and my own home in the San Clemente National Historic District.
The primary preservation concem SHPO expressed has been the need to preserve portions of the building that are visible
from the street. Typically they allow new construction to the rear of the property like is being proposed by this project
sponsor. | was proud to hear at the hearing last night that community activists who originally opposed the redevelopment of
Drachman School site now admit that the project has benefitted the community. As a President of the Barrio Viejo Elderly

Housing Inc., | can confirm that this partial rehabilitation combined with new construction has remained full with a waiting list
for at least 10 years now!

It is very difficult to secure outside investment for these types of properties. The allocation of tax credits is very competitive
process with only 25% of applicants receiving funding each year. The award of tax credits helps local developers bring
outside capital into our communityl Every unit built creates approximately 1.5 jobs and $8270 in tax revenue which is
important to a region that lost 14,000 construction jobs during the recession. 1t would be a tragedy to return tax credits once
they are reserved for a project. Several years ago, the state gave more points for historic renovations, and my firm assembled
several properties including a historic c1gas station and some apartments on south 4‘h,avenue just outside of Armory Park. We
planned to restore the gas station and rehabilitate the apartments utilizing both low income housing and historic tax credits.
Armory Park supported our proposal but after receiving a 4-3 negative vote from the Santa Rita Neighborhood Association, |
cancelled the project. 1 regret the decision because, | drive by the property all the time and the apartments are stil
substandard and negatively impacting the neighborhood 10-years later.

The Downtown Motor Hotef will contribute to Downtown Revitalization and Help Stem Gentrification. Downtown revitalization is
not about one project or building (or a street modem street car). It's about people; specifically increasing the use of downtown
after 5 p.m. creating housing does that. Not only will the redevelopment of the Downtown Motor Hotel property benefit the
surrounding area, it will have a positive impact on our downtown {(another public good. More importantly, it will make sure
there is housing available downtown low income persons.

Inclusive problem solving is a key value that CDP integrates into its project planning process from the beginning! Council
Members typically ask us to hold neighborhood meetings prior to pledging suppart for a project so | typically hold meetings in
the morning, afternoon and evenings so that neighbors can attend. You may not be aware that in 2013, the Metropolitan
Housing Commission's Housing Resources Subcommittee proposed the use of a “Community Benefit Agreement” as a tool to
help devetopers and neighborhoods come to agreement prior to a commitment of housing funds from the City. The idea was
supported by SAHBA, and the Housing Resources Subcommittee but tabled by our full commission last year. The Community
Benefit Concept included specific provisions for neighborhood notification and note taking so points of agreement and
disagreement would be more explicit. If the process was utilized in this case, adjacent neighbors would not have been able to
say they did not know about this project, and the City would have additional leverage to steer projects without significant
delay! The notification methods proposed are used in Scottsdale and | am told they work very effectively! | would be happy to
share information your office or the Office of Integrated Planning regarding the use of this tool if you believe this would be
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something the City would be interested in considering! | hope our community will learn from this experience and we can try to
do better on community cutreach moving forward. | thought the meeting you hefd went well and it was clear that neighbors
and activists support affordable housing if some additional project design issues can be mitigated.

Please do not hesitate to call me if you have questions or you require additional information!

Sincerely,

Pete Chalupsky

Community Development Partners, LLC
3935 E. Cooper Street

Tucson, Arizena 85711

(520) 235-6222
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Adolfson
& Peterson
Construction ARIZONA B COLORADO B NORTH CAROLINA B MINNESOTA B TEXAS B WASHINGTON

October 27, 2014

Ms. Sally Stang

Director-Housing and Community Development
City of Tucson

310 N. Commerce Park Loop

P.O. Box 27210

Tucson, AZ 85726-7210

Re: Downtown Motor Apariments; 383 S. Stone Ave.
Dear Ms. Stang,

| was recently informed that there is some controversy over the development of the proposed
affordable housing project referenced above. As | understand it, the people objecting do not agree
with the developer's concept of demolishing a majority of the existing structure and the renovation of
the remaining street-scape portion of the building and of the project sign. | have been involved in
affordable housing rental development since 1995. | have overseen rental housing development for
the State of Arizona and provided development oversight for some of the largest banking and
lending institutions in the nation. | have seen many proposals for rehab projects and also historic
rehab projects. In fact, my company, Adolfson & Peterson Construction recently completed a historic
rehab of a structure in Phoenix for a Veterans LIHTC project.

| have reviewed the Comprehensive Needs Assessment prepared for this proposed project and
have looked over other materials apropos to this project. | can wholeheartedly agree with the
statement made by the Architect for the Arizona State Historical Preservation Office in his letter
dated May 15, 2014, in which he states..."the site of the new construction will be made available
through the effective demolition of a vacant and unsafe building, which is beyond feasible repair.”

Furthermore, it is not advisable in this case to utilize the obsolete structure which has not been
properly maintained or cared for over the years. The existing structure will expose the new tenants
occupying the building to unforeseen and unrepairable points of water intrusion due to the age of the
bricks and any precast stone. Such exposure may lead to an Environmental Health Condition such
as mold growth within the walls of the occupied dwelling and distributed through the new HVAC
systems throughout the new structure.

| can conclude that the building is beyond its effective age and is now physically and functionally
obsolete and could not effectively be repaired in a manner that establishes the highest level of
health and safety for the new occupants. The Owner should not be forced to undertake a
substantial renovation of this building with no viable economic basis for the undertaking. The City of
Tucson should encourage the completion of this proposed development which will bring much
needed affordable multi-family housing to its most underserved residents.

Sincerely,

5002 South Ash Avenue ® Tempe, Arizona 85282
(480) 345-8700 = Fox: (480) 345-8755 = www.a-p.com



N/ lHorizon

Justin Lanne
Managing Director
¢ 520 907 3470

o 520 326 2200

justinlanne@naihorizon.com

October 23, 2014

Sally Stang, Director

Housing & Community Development Department
310 N. Commerce Park Loop

P.O. Box 27210

Tucson, AZ 85726-7210

Re; 383 S. Stone Avenue

Dear Director Stang,
I am a Real Estate Broker, licensed in the State of Arizona since 1980 and specialize
in the Multi-Family industry in Tucson, AZ.

It has come to my attention that a new, affordable, multifamily development is being
proposed at 383 S. Stone Ave, just three blocks south of the newly revitalized
downtown core area of Tucson.

The real estate rental market in Tucson is extremely tight, especially in the
affordable housing sub-market. According to the Market Study prepared for this
project by GAR and Associates, the vacancy rate in the Effective Market Area (the
“EMA") is less than 2% for affordable housing units. It goes without saying that this
project and more like this are much needed to improve the housing options for
lower and moderate-income households. It was reported in the Arizona Daily Star
earlier this year that 57% of Tucson renter households are paying more than 30% of
their income towards housing.

I have also had the opportunity to review the Comprehensive Needs Assessment
(the “CNA”) and find it to be very thorough and well written. The conclusions
regarding the approximate costs to bring the existing substandard and blighted
structure up to minimum code standards demonstrate that the expenditure is
prohibitive for any type of residential or commercial use that would expect to see a
reasonable return on investment. In my opinion the existing structure is physically,
economically and functionally obsolete.

2900 N Swan Road Suite 200 | Tucson, Arizona USA 85712 | +1 520 326 2200 | naihorizon.cor



The City of Tucson is to be commended for its support of this proposed
development.

Sincerely,

Justin Lanne
Managing Director

NAlHorizon

2900 N Swan Road Suite 200 | Tucson, Arizona USA 85712 | +1 520 326 2200 | naihcrizon.com




SUBJECT: DOWNTOWN MOTOR LODGE
PUBLIC MEETING NOTICE

DATE: TUESDAY, OCTOBER 28, 2014

| am writing this letter regarding the construction of a 44-unit affordable housing project
at 383 S. Stone Ave., Tucson, AZ known as the Downtown Motor Lodge.

This project is much needed to provide affordable housing for Veterans and low income
persons that work in the downtown area. It has been designed to provide access to
public transportation and amenities that support a walkable lifestyle, and is conveniently
located to shopping, schools, health care, public services and worship services. The
project will offer tenants the use of a library, computer room, private outdoor areas,
secured parking and bicycle storage. All of this is important to low income persons that
work downtown.

This project has also been designed with energy efficient features that will contribute to
the long-term sustainability of the project.

With respect to the historic district, the construction will remove a blighted structure that
diminishes the quality and character of the neighborhood but will preserve the two front
buildings along South Stone Avenue along with the vintage street sign. This property
has been an eyesore and an attractive nuisance for vandals. By undertaking a
respectful approach to the project, the vibrancy of the neighborhood will be enhanced.

| strongly support this project and encourage the full support of the City of Tucson as
the responsible entity awarding federal funds.

If you have any questions or need any additional information, please feel free to contact
me at 520-307-2654.

Jeanne V. Shaw
9581 E. Via del Sol Feliz
Tucson AZ 85748
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HCDAdmin - Support Memorandum for the 44-unit Downtown Motor Apartments

From:  Steven Tofel <sltofel@Tofelconstruction.com>
To: "HCDAdmin@tucsonaz.gov'" <HCDAdmin@tucsonaz.gov>
Date: 10/28/2014 1:53 PM

Subject: Support Memorandum for the 44-unit Downtown Motor Apartments

The Downtown Motor Apartments represents a unique opportunity for the City of Tucson to support meeting
one of the greatest needs in the City: safe, decent housing that is affordable to households living with income
below 60% of the area’s medium income. It provides those citizens with the ability to stabilize their lives by
reducing their financial stress while having a place they can truly call home.

There are a number of characteristics of the Downtown Motor Apartments that gives it an even better chance to
meet these objectives:

® Having many transportation nearby alternatives means the residents will not need an automobile,
further enhancing their ability to achieve financial stability.

* The green sustainability and high energy efficiency of the project means that residents will experience
below average utility expense, thereby furthering the reduction of their financial load.

e The location is ideal because it fulfills the City’s goal of developing new housing in the Downtown Area
Infill Incentive District.

e Including the Veteran population amongst the target residents helps fulfill the City of Tucson’s
commitment to end Veteran homelessness by 2015.

e The Downtown Motor Apartments will fulfill the high standards set by the developer and the Arizona
Department of Housing that makes today’s affordable housing an asset for the neighborhood by
including a high level of design and construction standards. This has been demonstrated in many other
similar affordable housing projects because they improve the character of the neighborhood and
stimulate other improvements nearby.

® The developer has a demonstrated track record of managing their properties at the highest level,
making them a true asset for the neighborhood.

In summary, | believe this is the ideal investment the City of Tucson can make and | without reservation support
it.

Steven L. Tofel

Tofel Construction LLC

3555 E. 42nd Stravenue, Tucson, AZ 85713
Phone: (520) 571-0101 Mobile: (520) 241-4441
www.tofelconstruction.com
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HCDAdmIn - Downtown Motor Lodge

From: "Andrade, Rosi A - (rosia)" <rosia@email.arizona.edu>
To: "HCDAdmin@tucsonaz. gov' <HCDAdmin@tucsonaz. gov>

Date: 10/28/2014 4:10 PM
Subject: Downtown Motor Lodge
CC: "rosiandradei@yahoo.com" <rosiandrade@yahoo.com=
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October 28, 2014

Open letter to the Mayor and Council of the City of Tucson
Dear Mayor and Council,

Why this project matters to me?

| am a Tucsonan. | have been working as a researcher at 811 S. 6" for over 13 ye:
Drachman Elementary School.

Why is the proposed Compass Affordable Housing Downtown Votor Apartmer
Tucson?

1. The project responds to the needs of the Tucson community to provide safe ai
all Tucsonans including veterans and individuals and families with low income.

2. The project is an opportunity to rectify if not to avoid repeating past mistakes
renewal as that of the 70s displacement of Barrio Viejo. Many of the remaining b
cultural history of downiown are heing shifted out of the downtown area. Dowr
solely a destination; it is a lifestyle of people and diversity.

3. The mixed-use project in addition to providing safe and affordable housing to-
are veterans will also attract artists to reside and showcase local artists work in it

What happens without the HUD funding to the Downtown Motor Apartments?
1. The project continues without HUD regulation and standards which include:
a. tenant compliance
b. capital maintenance over the long-term

2. Downtown Tucson loses an opportunity to ensure. fair and mixed housing opp
Tucsonans.

3. The historical features of the current structure will not be a requirement.
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HCDAdmin - Downtown Motor Lodge

From:  Cathy Rivers <cathyriversl@gmail.com>
To: <HCDAdmin@tucsonaz.gov>

Date: 10/28/2014 11:26 AM

Subject: Downtown Motor Lodge

Hello,

I am unable to attend the meeting tonight and wanted to reach out and express my opinion about the
Downtown Motor Lodge.

I own a home at 334 South 6th avenue, about a block away and am excited to see this kind of
development. I appreciate affordable housing in the down town area where folks can access
transportation and other amenities that come from living in a central location. I also appreciate fixing up
an older piece of property that has been sitting in disrepair and neglect for a while. I also trust that
Compass Affordable Housing will do the best to see that the facility is clean and fits in. They
have shown that they are willing to work with the neighborhood rather than against them.
Thank-you for your time and allowing the neighbors a place to leave their comments
Sincerely,

Cathy Rivers

Cathy Rivers

91.3 FM KXCI
Program Director

Host, The Home Stretch
520-979-0412
cathy(@kxci.org
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HCDAdmin - Downtown Motor Hotel

From: Ben Irving <projectinsightaz@gmail.com>
To: <HCDAdmin@tucsonaz.gov>

Date: 10/28/2014 9:35 AM

Subject: Downtown Motor Hotel

I am writing in support of the proposed renovation of the Downtown Motor Hotel by Compass
Affordable Housing. I understand there is some opposition to this project but I am at a loss as to why a
non-profit willing to improve a rundown area is anything but positive. This is exactly the kind of project
that Tucson in general and this area in particular needs.

Ben Irving

President
Project Insight Inc.
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Ramona Williams - Downtown Motor Lodge apartments project

From:  Patti Caldwell <pcaldwell@ourfamilyservices.org>
To: "HCDAdmin@tucsonaz.gov" <HCDAdmin@tucsonaz.gov>
Date: 10/27/2014 1:49 PM

Subject: Downtown Motor Lodge apartments project

| am writing in support of the redevelopment as proposed by Compass Affordable Housing. | am unable to
attend the public meeting on 10/28 but want to be sure that you register our clear interest in this important
affordable housing project in downtown Tucson.

I have followed the process and development proposals closely. Compass Affordable Housing has done an
excellent job of seeking input, making modifications based on that input, and being sensitive to the needs of the
downtown community. The design of this project would be a good addition to our growing downtown, providing
much needed affordable housing. Compass Affordable Housing is a well-respected community partner and |
appreciate their interest in and willingness to add to the type of and location of affordable housing in our
community. They are very reliable in their approach to and execution of their housing projects and operate with
integrity and the best interests of our community.

Patti Caldwell

Patti Caldwell, MSW
Executive Director

Our Family Services

2590 N. Alvernon Way
Tucson, AZ 85712

Work: (520) 323-1708 x 413
Cell:  (520) 237-1406
www.ourfamilyservices.org

Order your holiday poinsettias today! Click here for details.
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Ramona Williams - Downtown Motor Hotel housing

From:  "Lumsden, LindaJ - (lumsden)" <lumsden@email.arizona.edu>
To: "HCDAdmin@tucsonaz.gov" <HCDAdmin@tucsonaz.gov>
Date: 10/27/2014 1:44 PM

Subject: Downtown Motor Hotel housing

Hello,

I'd like toad my stag support for the Compass Affordale Housing planned project at 383 S. Stone Ave. The
neighborhood will improve and low-income citizens will benefit from the plans to
convert this abandoned building into affordable housing.

Sincerely,
Linda Lumsden

1340 E Mountain Pl
Tucson AZ 85719
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| (10/27/2014) HCDAdmin - Fw: Downtown Motor Hotel Project ' ' ~ Seite 1]

From: "E. Rawl" <erawl@earthlink.net>
To: <HCDAdmin@tucsonaz.gov>
Date: 10/26/2014 11:11 AM

Subject: Fw: Downtown Motor Hotel Project

----—-Forwarded Message--—---

>From: "E. Raw!" <erawl@earthlink.net>

>Sent; Oct 25, 2014 8:01 AM

>To: HCDAmin@tucsonaz.gov

>Subject: Downtown Motor Hotel Project

>

>| enthusiastically support the conversion of the Downtown Motor Hotel on Stone Avenue into an
affordable housing complex.

>

>| have reviewed the proposal by Compass Affordable Housing, and | believe that the project will provide
needed housing for an underserved population while preserving the integrity of the historic facade of the
existing complex. The fact that the project is located near public transportation lines makes the project
especially attractive, since many of the residents who will live here will depend on it to get to and from
employment.

>

>| have been impressed with the success of previous Compass Affordable Housing projects, and | believe
that this one will be a unique contribution to both the revitalization and the repopulation of downtown

Tucson.
>

>
>Lt Col Edgar H. Rawl lll, USA, Ret.
>Tucson, AZ
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Ramona Williams - Fwd: Urgent help requested for Downtown housing project

[ERCESEEES e e e LT YT A TSRS TY NP Py 0 e e IS A L =
From: Sally Stang

To: Ramona Williams

Date: 10/27/2014 3:30 PM

Subject: Fwd: Urgent help requested for Downtown housing project

Attachments: Downtown Motor Apartments Description.pdf

Please keep as public comment

Sally Stang, Director
Housing & Community
Development Department
City of Tucson

310 North Commerce Park Loop
Santa Rita Building
520.791.4171 office
520.837.5395 direct

>>> Jodie Barnes 10/27/2014 3:24 PM >> >
Hi,

Don't know if you received this..

Jodie

>>> John Roldan<John@JohnRoldan.com> 10/27/2014 3:04 PM > >>
Hello:

You will know me from the work we share in assisting the homeless, veteran,
and homeless communities. I apologize for using your business address on a
personal request, but the time I have to make this request was made terribly
short by some who are concerned about their NIMBY situation, too short for me

to obtain the personal emails of all whom I know will be concerned about this
matter.

This request deals with The Downtown Motor Apartments project, which you
can see more about in the attached PDF document, “Downtown Motor
Apartments Description.”

I am sending this personal email to you because I know how much you desire

additional safe, appropriate and affordable housing in the City of Tucson. One
such project was due for approval last month but it has now been delayed by a
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new request to members of the Arizona Legislature for additional public
meetings. There have already been public meetings conducted, and the
requests from local citizens were accepted and incorporated into the project, at
considerable expense to the nonprofit endeavoring to expand affordable
housing. At the final meeting, when all the requested changes were to be
presented to those who had originally opposed the project, none of them
attended, choosing instead to create an additional delay that might stop the
housing expansion altogether.

Now, a hastily called meeting is scheduled for tomorrow, October 28,
at 6:00pm, in the meeting rooms located at 310 N, Commerce Loop. Since
this is such short notice, I, and those who already support this project, need a
strong show of support, particularly by those who have a vested interest in the
generation of additional affordable housing for veterans and low-income
earners.

Without your support, there may only be a few of us who support this project in
attendance since the meeting was initiated by those in opposition without
providing us the time necessary to make a formal request.

Please excuse the hasty notice, but I feel this meeting is extremely important to
all of us in the affordable housing field.

Thank you in advance,
John Roldan
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Ramona Williams - Downtown Motor Inn Project

From: charlotte keller <chark60@yahoo.com>

To: "HCDAdmin@tucsonaz.gov" <HCDAdmin@tucsonaz.gov>
Date: 10/29/2014 1:50 PM

Subject: Downtown Motor Inn Project

Hello,

I am writing to say that the Compass Affordable Housing project needs Federal Funds to provide the

best possible low income and veteran housing which is desperately needed in Tucson.
Regards,

CharTlotte Keller

file://C:\Users\Rwillia2\AppData\Local\Temp\XPgrpwise\5450FC65CHDOM2CSP0210... 10/29/2014



Page 1 of 1

HCDAdmin - Downtown Motor Hotel

From: "Zanger, Margaret E - (zanger)" <zanger(@email.arizona.edu>
To: "HCDAdmin@tucsonaz.gov" <HCDAdmin{@tucsonaz.gov>
Date: 10/27/2014 8:38 AM

Subject: Downtown Motor Hotel

I absolutely support the the construction of a 44 unit affordable housing project at 383 S. Stone Ave,
Tucson, AZ, the site of the Downtown Motor Hotel.

This project is well though out and is well planned and will be well implemented. It will be a huge
benefit for all of us to have more low-income housing in downtown Tucson.

Maggy Zanger

Professor of Practice

Director, Afghanistan fournalism Partnership
School of Journalism

University of Arizona

Tucson, Arizona

520-661-2742

Skype: maggyzanger

file://C:\Users\Rwillia2\AppData\Local\Temp\ X Pgrpwise\544E0475CHDOM2CSPO210...  11/19/2014



Page 1 of 3

HCDAdmin - Downtown Motor Hotel Support Letter- Would you Please forward to appropriate
email

From:  Pete Chalupsky <Pete@cdphousing.com>
To: Ramona Williams <Ramona. Williams(@tucsonaz.gov>
Date: 10/31/2014 5:13 PM

Subject: Downtown Motor Hotel Support Letter- Would you Please forward to appropriate email

October 28' 2014

Ms. Sally Stang, Director

Housing and Community Development Department
City of Tucson; Santa Rita Building

310 N. Commerce Park Loop

Tucson, Arizona 85745

Re: Downtown Motor Hotel: Environmental Review

Dear Ms. Stang:

[ am writing to express my support for the Downtown Motel Hotel Veteran's Apartments, a 2014 LIHTC application that
received a reservation of tax credits from the state. | hope your office will make a finding of no significant impact in this case.
As you may know, my firm has developed and or acquired and rehabbed nine tax credit properties and | have completed
several NEPA environmental reviews. | am writing to you as a resident of Tucson and affordable housing practitioner, not on
behalf of the Metropolitan Housing Commission, although | believe the Commission would support the project if it had been
agenized.

The City has a difficult job trying to balance competing public goods (historic preservation vs. affordable housing). There are
several reasons | believe the public good created by the affordable housing trumps historic preservation in this case.
{1) Tucson's Need for Affordable housing is well documented.

As the Director of the Housing and Community Development Department, you are aware that the 2010-2015 HUD
Consolidated Plan a need for 38,394 rental units within the Cify of Tucson (including the need for 7,043 special needs units).

Recent studies by the Drachmann Institute and numbers provided by the food bank support that estimate. The recent
BAR/Drachmann Institute TOD study showed that 64,500 households currently prefer Transit Oriented Design (TOD) housing
including 43,900 renters. The BAR market analysis confirmed that 2/3 of renter households are housing cost burdened.
Because of the recession, 1 believe next year's HUD 5-Year Plan data will likely show an increasing need for affordable
housing in our community. According to today's Wall Street Journal, the disabled veteran's population has increased 44%
since 2009, so the need for housing for disabled vets and vets who are unemployed and looking for work in the Arizona is
increasing rapidly; thus the need for this affordable housing is firmly established.

{2) Tucson has very little gap funding available to create new affordable housing, so we need to use it to leverage HOME
funds and pursue tax credit investment, Tucson is the sixth poorest large city in the U.S., and the vast majority of HUD
funding we receive is used to keep our communities most economically vulnerable citizens housed in Section 8 and Pubic
Housing. There is simply not enough “gap” funding resources available to address our communities growing affordability gap
and create new affordable units. HUD HOME dollars that go directly to the production or rehabilitation of housing is typically

only 4%-10% of the City's Annual HUD budget. The Downtown Motor Hotel is a wise investment of Gap funding because it
leverages tax credit investment,
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(3) The rehabilitation of this property was likely not feasible. Some people have argued that project sponsor should just rehab
the existing units in this old hotel. My firm, CDP was one of the first developers in the state to combine new construction and
rehabilitation in a tax credit property. Typically, in order to make these projects pencil, we need vacant land contiguous to or
property. Given the age of the existing structure, it is uncertain if any of the units in the Downtown Motor Hotel could be
feasibly rehabbed! Given the size of the Downtown Motor Hotel site and the acquisition cost, the project sponsors likely had
no choice but to add density to the project to make it pencil, so in this case it required removal of part of the building so that
more new units could be constructed. The Metropolitan Tucsen Housing Commission Housing Resources Subcommittee has
been looking at ways to encourage the rehabilitation of smaller apartment complexes but the Tucson Housing Trust Fund
initiated by Mayor and Council has been depleted, the State Housing Trust fund was raided by the legislature, and the Pima
County Bond Election is on hold until next year, so itis difficult if not impossible to secure enough funding to “write down" land
costs enough to make smaller affordable housing projects feasible. Even with capital costs provided by tax credit investment,
it's very difficult to operate a property with less than 40-units. The neighborhood will benefit from professional on-site
management and maintenance presence that a 40-unit project can support as well as the required reserves for long term
replacement that will be required by the tax credit investor.

The Historical Significance of the property is uncertain. A historical evaluation was conducted by the project sponsors as part
of their due diligence. Although it's a Joesler building, the fact that 70% of the building has already been replaced ciearly
weakens the argument for historic preservation. Joesler is a great Tucson architect whose best work is forever preserved at
the corner of Broadway and Country Club Road and numerous residential and commercial structures designed by him are
preserved thoughout our community. it's my understanding that the project sponsors changed their plan so that the original
hotel sign and front building will be preserved. | have worked with the State Historic Preservation Office on a renovation plan
for of a mid-century modern apartment complex in Phoenix and my own home in the San Clemente National Historic District.
The primary preservation concern SHPO expressed has been the need to preserve portions of the building that are visible
from the street. Typically they allow new construction to the rear of the property like is being proposed by this project
sponsor. | was proud to hear at the hearing last night that community activists who originally opposed the redevelopment of
Drachman School site now admit that the project has benefitted the community. As a President of the Barrio Viejo Elderly
Housing Inc., | can confirm that this partial rehabilitation combined with new construction has remained full with a waiting list
for at least 10 years now!

t is very difficult to secure outside investment for these types of properties. The allocation of tax credits is very competitive
process with only 25% of applicants receiving funding each year. The award of tax credits helps local developers bring
outside capital into our community! Every unit built creates approximately 1.5 jobs and $8270 in tax revenue which is
important to a region that lost 14,000 construction jobs during the recession. It would be a tragedy to retumn tax credits once
they are reserved for a project. Several years ago, the state gave more points for historic rencvations, and my firm assembled
several properties including a historic c]gas staion and some apartments on south 4*h_avenue just outside of Armory Park. We
planned to restore the gas station and rehabilitate the apartments utilizing both low income housing and historic tax credits.
Armory Park supported our proposal but after receiving a 4-3 negative vote from the Santa Rita Neighborhood Association, |
cancelled the project. | regret the decision because, | drive by the property all the time and the apartments are still
substandard and negatively impacting the neighborhood 10-years later.

The Downtown Motor Hotel will contribute to Downtown Revitalization and Help Stem Gentrification. Downtown revitalization is
not about one project or building (or a street modemn street car). It's about people; specifically increasing the use of downtown
after 5 p.m. creating housing does that. Not only will the redevelopment of the Downtown Motor Hotel property benefit the
surrounding area, it will have a positive impact on our downtown (another public good. More importantly, it will make sure
there is housing available downtown low income persons.

Inclusive problem solving is a key value that CDP integrates into its project planning process from the beginning! Council
Members typically ask us to hold neighborhood meetings prior to pledging support for a project so [ typically hold meetings in
the moming, afternoon and evenings so that neighbors can attend. You may not be aware that in 2013, the Metropolitan
Housing Commission’s Housing Resources Subcommittee proposed the use of a “Community Benefit Agreement” as a tool to
help developers and neighborhoods come to agreement prior to a commitment of housing funds from the City. The idea was
supported by SAHBA, and the Housing Resources Subcommittee but tabled by our full commission fast year. The Community
Benefit Concept included specific provisions for neighborhood notification and note taking so points of agreement and
disagreement would be more explicit. If the process was utilized in this case, adjacent neighbors would not have been able to
say they did not know about this project, and the City would have additional leverage to steer projects without significant
delay! The notification methods proposed are used in Scottsdale and | am told they work very effectively! | would be happy to
share information your office or the Office of Integrated Planning regarding the use of this tool if you believe this would be

file://C:\Users\Rwillia2\AppData\Local\ Temp\XPgrpwise\5457479CCHDOM2CSP0210... 11/19/2014



Page 3 of 3

something the City would be interested in considering! | hope our community will learn from this experience and we can try to
do better on community outreach moving forward. | thought the meeting you held went well and it was clear that neighbors
and activists support affordable housing if some additional project design issues can be mitigated.

Please do not hesitate to call me if you have questions or you require additional information!

Sincerely,

Pete Chalupsky

Community Development Partners, LLC
3935 E. Cooper Street

Tucson, Arizona 85711

(520) 235-6222
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From: LisaMele <lisamele@aim.com>

To: "hcdadmin@tucsonaz.gov" <hcdadmin@tucsonaz.gov>
Date: 10/29/2014 1:12 PM

Subject: Downtown motor lodge comments

As a property owner in the Barrio Viejo neighborhood, for over 25 years, | have watched this
neighborhood re bloom. Millions of dollars of privately invested money to restore and build new properties
has created something truly unique and a place so many people want to be. \We are held to some very
strict standards, thus creating a living standard and style that makes this area very special. Adding a
building that doesn't contribute to the esthetic that has been created here is a travesty. |t takes away
from everything people are trying to achieve here.

This building is akin to taking a big dump on our historic neighborhoods. The city of Tucson should
have more pride and make sure it fits in with what everyone else is doing in the area. Why would it be
allowed to build something everyone owning properties around it are so adamantly apposed to?

Please help this developer find a better place to put this building, or insist they re-design it so it fits the
space. Clearly they are trying to put way too much in a tiny lot.

It's clear the problem is a poorly designed building for the space chosen, and a poorly designed building
for the people that are suppose to live there. It would be nice to see the City do something positive for

this area for once. Positive meaning what the property owners around it desire. Not outsiders that don't
live here.

Lisa Thomson
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From:  burns joey <j_calexico@yahoo.com>

To: "HCDAdmin@tucsonaz.gov" <HCDAdmin@tucsonaz.gov> >
Date:  11/3/2014 2:32 PM NS
Subject: Josias Joesler designed Downtown Motor Hotel Of’/

To whom it may concern

I have lived in Barrio Viejo in downtown Tucson since 1993, One of the most important attributes and attraction to
Tucson and Barrio Vigjo is its history. This is what | love about the city and only wish that more of the histeric
architecture had been preserved and not torn down. Friends and neighbors are concerned about what is potentially

going to happen to the preservation of the Josias Joesler designed Downtown Motor Hotel. Here are some thoughts
that | share with my friends and neighbors:

The 1960's Urban Renewal project that destroyed much of Barrio Viejo still resonates over 50 years later. Have we
learned nothing?

Why are we destroying our architectural history when there are numerous vacant lots that would accommodate this
same project?

We are NOT opposed to low-income or veteran housing!

The proposed living spaces are about maximizing profit for the developer, not creating healthy, livable low-income
spaces.

When done well, creating profit AND healthy living environments are not mutually exclusive.
These cramped spaces do not respect the tenets.

If the developer was truly concerned about helping the poor, then there could be a window in the main living space,
communal outdoor space and adequate parking for all tenants.

This project is too much of a building for the small site.
Can the city force a land swap with the developer so that this can sited on a larger piece of land?

It looks egregious, if not unlawful, to have the State Historic Preservation Office - specifically Robert Frankenberger -
aiding and abetting the developer to destroy this historic property.

Why did Tucson's Historic Preservation Office hand this historic property over to SHPO and the developer?

This property has to have a Section 106 review. Why wasn't section 106 initiated the beginning of this process months
ago?

The current building could be saved, re-used and developed as [ow income housing with additional housing on ancther
lot.

We should be integrating low-income units into the neighborhoods, not segregating them in high density buildings.

The city should be acting in a fransparent open way, not behind closed doars. Developers and neighborhoods should
work together.

I am a musician in the music group Calexico that has helped bring attention and interest to the cultural diversity and
historical neighborhoods of Tucson. Throughout the years our group and others have performed at several music
festivals most notably Barrio Festival which has taken place in Barrio Viejo and The Presidio. | want to see the Josias
Joesler designed Downtown Motor Motel survive. It is imperative that we save this building. We need to maintain our
architectural history. Do not repeat the mistakes that others have made before you and wipe out the beauty and
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essence of downtown Tucson. Save the Downtown Motor Hotel.

Thank you for your time and for listening to my voice.
Joey Bumns
Festival en el Barrio - March 24, 2013 - Tucson, Arizena

Festival en el Barrio - March 24, 2013 - Tucson, Arizona

INFORMATION A Benefit for 91.3FM KXCI Community Radio 3 stages of music, crafts, f

ood vendors and more! Doors open at 12:30pm

View on www.barfofestival.com Freview by Yahoo
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HCDAdmin - Downtown Motor Hotel

From:  "Stanley, Patricia L - (stanley)" <stanley@email.arizona.edu>
To: "HCDAdmin@tucsonaz.gov" <HCDAdmin@tucsonaz.gov>
Date: 11/3/2014 3:40 PM

Subject: Downtown Motor Hotel

Hi, I am glad that we now have a place where we can comment on the destruction of the Downtown Motor
Hotel. I am a resident of Barrio Historico (Viejo) for the last 10 years. | take pride in the fact that | own a piece
of Tucson history — my house being 116 years old and still standing strong. One of the reasons | took a chance to
move downtown was the appeal of the historical homes, their beauty, their grace and the fact that they
represent what the City of Tucson has been trying to resurrect for ever so long — the revitalization of a vibrant,
safe, exciting and cultural downtown. This is what Tucson needs in order to attract more winter visitors, regular
visitors and our citizens to downtown to eat, see movies, attend plays and the theatre or simply shop and walk
around and admire and view the historical neighborhoods close by.

With the destruction of a Josias Joesler building such as the Downtown Motor Hotel this not only goes against all
principles of maintaining the historic corridor into downtown, it again opens up raw wounds harking back to the
1960’s Urban Renewal project which destroyed much of Barrio Viejo and still upsets the current residents. |
would have thought that our Historic Preservation Office would have learned a few things since then but it
seems like they have not. Itis not that | am against development in downtown, or affordable housing — it is that
I am against destroying a piece of our history to create an “eye-sore” on the main street going downtown, |
absolutely love my view of the mountains and seeing the plans of the proposed 4 storied affordable housing
project that is planned, | will lose that view and feel once again like | am living in suburbia and the sense of
history will be dimmed.

| would wish that the City would consider the actual residents that are living in these historic neighborhoods and
understand why we choose to live where we are at. Sure, we could have any kind of tract home but we chose to
invest in these houses to bring them back to their original state and at the cost of our personal finances. This is
what visitors to our city love to see — our beautiful Sonoran row houses, our Queen Anne’s, our Territorials and
our Bungalows that sit majestically on our streets on the corridor to downtown or within downtown. Perhaps

the answer is for the City of Tucson to do a land swap for a larger piece of land that would actually fit the area it
is to be built on.

This would be a win-win for both parties — an affordable housing structure that would accommodate our
underprivileged and to be able to keep the historic Joesler and have a private party purchase the property to
rehab it to its former glory. | hope the City is able to see there are two sides to everything and we as residents
should have been given the courtesy, and the advance notice of this construction which will ultimately have an
adverse effect on our historic neighborhoods and properties.

Trisha

Trisha Stanley
Barrio Historico Resident
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From: Ken Scoville <opt1775@yahoo.com>

To: Ramona Williams <Ramona.Williams@tucsonaz.gov>

Date: 10/29/2014 1:09 PM

Subject: Re: Public Meeting Notice & Agenda: Downtown Motor Hotel
Hello,

| was not able to attend last night's meeting due to a last minute meeting | had to attend. | wanted to
express that his whole process is backwards and that there has not been a meeting under 106 guidelines
for parties to express their concerns and work together with the developer. This currently approach with
just meetings after the fact that the great amount of the historic resources will be demolished is
unacceptable.

Ken Scoville

On Thu, 10/23/14, Ramona Williams <Ramona.Williams@tucsonaz.gov> wrote:

Subject: Public Meeting Notice & Agenda: Downtown Motor Hotel

To:

Cc: "Ramona Williams" <Ramona Williams@tucsonaz.gov>, "Sally Stang" <Sally.Stang@tucsonaz.gov>,
"Teresa Williams" <Teresa.Willams@tucsonaz.gov>

Date: Thursday, October 23, 2014, 4:30 PM

The purpose of this email is to
inform the public of the following public meeting:

Subject: Downtown
Motor Lodge

Meeting Location: ~ Community Resource
Center

Sentinel Building
320
N. Commerce Park Loop

Tucson, AZ

Date:
Tuesday, October 28, 2014

Time:
6:00 PM to 8:00 PM

The City of Tucson Housing and Community Development
Department is hosting a meeting concerning the construction
of a 44 unit affordable housing project at 383 S. Stone Ave,
Tucson, AZ, the site of the Downtown Motor Hotel. As a
contributing property in a federal historic district

receiving federal funding through the City of Tucson, the
City as responsible entity must consult with interested
parties prior to awarding federal funds.

Public Comments can also be submitted via US Mail to the
address above, or via email at this address: HCDAdmin@tucsonaz.gov



| (10/29/2014) Ramona Williams - Re: Public Meeting Notice & Agenda: Downtown Motor Hotel Seite 21

If you have difficulty opening the attachments, please
contact me.

Thank you,
Ramona

Ramona Williams

Executive Assistant to

Sally Stang, Director

Housing & Community Dev.
310 N Commerce Park Loop
Tucson, AZ 85745
ramona.williams@tucsenaz.gov
ph:(520)837-6959

fax: (520)791-5407
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HCDAdmin - Downtown Motor Hotel 1

From:  Gary Patch <standuptall@gmail.com>
To: <HCDAdmin@tucsonaz.gov>

Date: 11/12/2014 4:55 PM

Subject: Downtown Motor Hotel 1

To whom it may concern:

| have been writing many letters to many people over the past several months concerning the destruction
and lack of community involvement regarding the Downtown Motor Hotel. Therefore, | am going to send
these letters as my response to the Section 106 process, the lack of public input BEFORE the project was
developed, and a call to initiate a complete reversal of this process so that interested stakeholders have a
say in the outcome of this development.

Section 106 CANNOT be initiated AFTER the developer is finished planning and ready to build.
Thank You,
Gary Patch

24 W Simpson
Tucson AZ 85701

From May- 18, 2014 - To Nicole Ewing-Gavin, City of Tucson

Dear Ms, Gavin,

We live across the street from the Downtown Motor Hotel, one house down on Simpson Street.

We were appalled to find out [through neighbers] that the city is planning to tear down this historic property and build high-
rise, low income housing on that site. We are equaliy distressed to hear that anly people in Armory Park were informed of

and included in any decision making process regarding this property.

Though technically it is in Armory Park, many people and businesses across the street from the site will be gravely
affected by a building slated to loom over their neighborhood and look down on their houses and yards.

Once again, no one in Barrio Viejo - across from property - was included in the design making process or asked for our
take on how this will affect us.

We have also learned that this building is an early architectural example designed by the renowned local architect Josias
Joesler.

That the City of Tucson is planning, once again, to desfroy our local architectural heritage is an outrage.

We hope that this closed door deal comes to public light and that the citizens of our community respond to stop the
destruction of this historically significant site.

We want it made clear that we oppose the plans that are being made.

Thank You,

Gary Patch
Darren Clark
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From: Gary Patch <standuptall@gmail.com>
To: <HCDAdmin@tucsonaz.gov>

Date: 11/12/2014 4:56 PM

Subject: Downtown Motor Hotel 3

To whaom it may concern:

| have been writing many letters to many people over the past several months concerning the destruction
and lack of community involvement regarding the Downtown Motor Hotel. Therefore, | am going to send
these letters as my response to the Section 106 process, the lack of public input BEFORE the project was
developed, and a call to initiate a complete reversal of this process so that interested stakeholders have a
say in the outcome of this development,

Section 106 CANNOT be initiated AFTER the developer is finished planning and ready to build.

Thank You,

Gary Patch

24 W Simpson
Tucson AZ 85701

From June 6, 2014 - To Jonathan Maybry, Tucson Historic Preservation Cffice

Mr. Mabry,

| am daily more and more flabbergasted with each new bit of information sent my way regarding the
destruction of the Downtown Motor Hotel. | am especially dismayed by the role you have personally
played in the process and by the conflicting information you have disseminated.

Here are some quotes from an email | received from you after | complained of the destruction of this
historic property....

"Of course we are in agreement that the demolition of this histeric building would be an impact to the
Armory Park Historic District, and a loss for the community .

"The City is not part of any decision-making process about the future use of this property..."

After you asked me to redirect my complaints to the state SHPO office in Phoenix, | did just that. Imagine
my surprise when | was forwarded a |etter that you had addressed to Mrs. Beerling, the developer of the
property, recommending that there would be no ADVERSE EFFECT if this historic building were
destroyed. The last sentence, written and sent by you states, "...there is no additional Adverse Affect of
this project on any historical, archaeological, or cultural rescurces."

in a response from Michael Trailors office they stated, "ADCH required that the developer submit written
verification from the City of Tucson Historic Preservation Office that the project as proposed has no
adverse effect to histerical archaeological or cultural resources."

You sent that verification. Afier telling me that you had nothing to do with this process | now know that



you persenally had much ta do with it! You allowed the developer to set her own rules and there was no
alternative review or point of view. It is in direct conflict with what you have been tasked to do as a
TUCSON HISTORIC PRESERVATION OFFICER!

And you ask me to defend your reputation?

Along with many others in this neighborhood, we ask that there be an investigation of this process and

that any advancement in planned development of the property be halted until further review is
undertaken.

You, Mr. Mabry, have undermined the integrity of your office and all recommendations made by you are
now suspect.

Gary Patch
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HCDAdmin - Downtown Motor Hotel 2

From: Gary Patch <standuptall@gmail.com>
To: <HCDAdmin@tucsonaz.gov>

Date: 11/12/2014 4:56 PM

Subject: Downtown Motor Hotel 2

Attachments: DowntownMotorHotel.pdf

To whom it may concern:

I have been writing many letters to many people over the past several months concerning the
destruction and lack of community involvement regarding the Downtown Motor Hotel. Therefore, I am
going to send these letters as my response to the Section 106 process, the lack of public input BEFORE
the project was developed, and a call to initiate a complete reversal of this process so that interested
stakeholders have a say in the outcome of this development.

Section 106 CANNOT be initiated AFTER the developer is finished planning and ready to build.

Thank You,

Gary Patch

24 W Simpson
Tucson AZ 85701

From May 27, 2014 - To Michael Trailor, SHPO Office

Dear Mr. Trailor,

We live across the street from the Downtown Motor Hotel, one house down on Simpson Street in
Tucson.

We were appalled to find out [through neighbors] that the state/city is planning to tear down this
historic property and build high-rise, low income housing on that site. We are equally distressed to hear
that only people in Armory Park were informed of and included in any decision making process
regarding this property.

Though technically it is in Armory Park, many people and businesses directly across the street from the
site will be gravely affected by a building slated to loom over their neighborhood and look down on
their houses and yards,

Once again, no one in Barrio Viejo - across from property - was included in the design making process
or asked for our take on how this will affect us.
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We have also learned that this building is an early architectural example designed by the renowned
local architect Josias Joesler.

That the State Historic Preservation Office in connection with your department is planning, once again,
to destroy our local architectural heritage is an outrage.

We also understand that there are tax credits that have to be allocated in order for this proposal to
continue. WE URGE YOU AND THOSE INVOLVED AT A STATE LEVEL TO NOT ALLOCATE
FUNDS FOR THIS PROJECT.

We want it made clear that we oppose the plans that are being made. Please look at the illustration
below to see what a blight on our neighborhood this building brings. It is disturbing that the state is
willing to let this type of cheap building invade our historic neighborhoods with no oversight or
neighborhood imput. The design is completely inappropriate for the scale of the bartio both in design
and size. That the proposed building is low income and within a 1/2 block of a liquor store and a block
from a meth clinic speaks to the disingenuousness of the developer in championing the poor.

Thank You,
Gary Patch
Darren Clark

24 West Simpson
Tucson AZ 85701

1. Proposed plans
2. DMH currently from our front door
3. New building as proposed
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From: Gary Patch <standuptall@gmail.com>
To: <HCDAdmin@tucsonaz.gov>

Date: 11/12/2014 4:56 PM

Subject: Downtown Motor Hotel 4

To whom it may concern;

| have been writing many letters to many people over the past several months conceming the destruction
and lack of community involvement regarding the Downtown Motor Hotel. Therefore, | am going to send
these letters as my response to the Section 106 process, the lack of public input BEFORE the project was
developed, and a call to initiate a complete reversal of this process so that interested stakeholders have a
say in the outcome of this development.

Section 106 CANNOT be initiated AFTER the developer is finished planning and ready to build.

Thank You,

Gary Patch

24 W Simpson
Tucson AZ 85701

From September 8, 2014 - To the Az Daily Star Editor

To the Editor:

Last May we learned that the Downtown Motor Hotel, across the street from us, was slated for demolition.
We were surprised because no one in Barrio Viejo knew about this development. investigating the project
further, we were even more surprised to learn that the new building is to be 4 stories tall, sandwiched
onto the narrow lot and will loom aover the historic buildings surrounding it on all sides.

The architectural fabric of this historic block, both visual and concrete, will be shattered and changed
forever.

If this moves forward it will set a precedent that could have dire repercussions for future development
along the South Stone Avenue corridor.

We were delightfully surprised to also learn that the building, as now stands, was designed by Tucson's
late and great architect, Josias Josler. This gave us some hope.

When we contacted the Historic Preservation Office for the city, officer Jonathan Mabry said, "The City is
not part of any decision-making process about the future use of this property...", that the city's hands were
tied and that the decision for its destruction was in the hands of the Arizona Department of Housing

[ADOH] and the State Historic Preservation Office [SHPO], not the City of Tucson. There was nothing he
could do.

Mr. Mabry asked us to redirect our complaints to the state ADOH/SHPO office in Phoenix. Imagine our
surprise when we were forwarded a letter from Michael Trailor at he ADOH office. It was written by Mr.
Mabry, dated a week earlier, and approved the demclition of this historically significant property.

The response from Michael Trailors office stated, "ADOH required that the developer submit written
verification from the City of Tucson Historic Preservation Office that the project as proposed has no
adverse effect to historical archaeological or cultural resources.”
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Our Historic Preservation Officer, Mr. Mabry, had written Mrs. Beerling, the developer of the property, and
recommended that there would be NO ADVERSE AFFECT if this historic building were destroyed. The
last sentence, written and sent by Mr. Mabry states, "...there is no additional Adverse Affect of this project
on any historical, archaeological, or cultural resources.” He said that the adverse affect would be
mitigated through documentation. In other words, if you take a picture of a historic building and stick it a
government file somewhere, that can justify its destruction. Bureaucrats and historians can rest easy.

The role of the Historic Preservation Officer is just that, the preservation of our built history. If Mr. Mabry
cannot champion and fight to save a charming building built by a preeminent Tucson architect, what are
we paying this civil servant to do?

As we asked more questions more and more walls were put up. Compass Affordable Housing's Maryann
Beerling told us at a Design Review Board Meeting [the first we found out about and attended] that the
neighborhood associations in both Barrio Viejo and Armory Park had been notified and that all parties
within 50ft had to be notified. 50ft - that's not even the width of the street!

We went asking around. Pedro Gonzales of the Barrio Viejo Neighborhood Association said they hadn't
been notified. Casa Vicnete, the Spanish restaurant that abuts the property to the north, hadn't been
notified. WomynKraft, directly across the street, hadn't been notified. We started asking everyone in the
area whose properties are within sight of the project and not a single person knew about it. Even though
this building will ioom over and lock down on their yards and lives, no one in the barrio had been notified.

Ms. Beerling took all of cur contact information at the DRB meeting and reassured us that she would

meet with us to address our concerns. No one from the barrio who attended that meeting has heard from
her.

Two of the most depressing but informative things we keep hearing are:
The developer doesn't have to tell you anything. The city can do nothing.

Then the questions started to come up.

Why was Compass Affordable Housing willing to pay $685,000 for a property they would have to
dermolish when there are comparable vacant lots available for much less?

Why did the original owner, Dennis Lutrell, turn down another private offer that exceeded The Compass
offer by $100,0007

Why was the architect, hired by Compass, the only one to asses the architectural viability of the building?

Why was the Historic Preservation Office so willing to rubber stamp the demolition of a historically
significant building with no public input?

Why is the city so willing to compromise the aesthetic fabric of two of its most enduring and endearing
neighborhoods with such uninspired, visually hostile architecture?

We love Tucson and want it to be modern and vibrant. We are not opposed to overlay infill. We would
champion infili were it inspired and added to the rich heritage around it. That will not be accomplished if
the city continues to ignore the residents who have worked for decades to save and build up the
neighborhood that the city once tried to demolish.

If the city just panders to any private developer, blocks transparency during the design/build process and
then blames the citizens for not being informed, we will end up with a city filled with disillusicned people
distrustful of those who govern them.

On the positive side, looking up will be a constant reminder of who those politicians, bureaucrats and
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developers are...and we can vote. But by then it will be too late. The ugliness will surround us and we will
slowly realize that our city government created and built what they promised us they never would -
another Phoenix,

Gary Patch
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From:  Gary Patch <standuptall@gmail.com>
To: <HCDAdmin@tucsonaz.gov>

Date: 11/12/2014 4:57 PM

Subject: Downtown Motor Hotel 5

To whom it may concern;

I have been writing many letters to many people over the past several months concerning the destruction and lack of community involvement
regarding the Downtown Motor Hotel, Therefore, [ am geing to send thesc letters as nry response to the Section 106 process, the lack of public input

BEFORE the project was developed, and a call to initiate a complete reversal of this process so that interested stakeholders have a say in the
outcome of this development.

Section 106 CANNOT be initiated AFTER the developer is finished planning and ready to build.
Thank You,
(iary Patch

24 W Simpson
Tucson AZ 85701

From September 11,2014 - Jamie Loichinger & Nancy Boone - Advisory Council on Historic Preservation

DOWNTOWN MOTORHOTEL

I1 September 2015

Dear Jamie Loichinger and Nancy E. Boone,

We are outraged by the mishandling of the Section 106 process related to the Downtown Motor Hotel
Project in Tucson, Arizona and the pending impact on the fragile historic resources in the shadow of the
proposed intrusive project. The project, funded with federal HUD capital, has ignored affected
stakeholders, property owners and neighborhood associations by excluding all members of the public
from participating as 4€econsulting parties€ under the Section 106 resolution of adverse effect.

This project will irrevocably destroy and negatively impact highly significant historic resources. This
undertaking will demolish the National Register listed Downtown Motor Hotel designed by one of
Tucsona€™s most celebrated architects of the 20th century, Josias Joesler. Even more disturbing, the
proposed project will forever alter, destroy and erode the integrity, design, setting, materials, feeling,
and association of two of Arizonad€™s oldest and most important historic districts: Armory Park
National Register Historic District and the Barrio Libre/Viejo National Register Historic District.

Barrio Libre/Viejo historic district is one of Tucsoni€™s oldest Hispanic minority neighborhoods and
has been continually eroded by urban renewal, predatory developers and projects similar to this one.
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We are further outraged to discover that no &€ceconsulting partiesd€  participated in the Section 106 of
the National Historic Preservation Act (NHPA) (managed by the Arizona Department of Housing
Environmental Review Record Handbook). Despite members of the community, historic preservation
organizations, impacted neighborhoods and the citya€™s historical commission voicing concern and
specifically requesting to participate under Section 106 of the NHPA, pursuant to 36 C.F.R. A§ 800.2(c)
(5) to help develop a Resolution of Adverse Effect, no formal process was held. We agree with the City
of Tucson finding of Adverse Effect but object to the City of Tucson concurrent Resolution of Adverse
Affect (mitigation plan) developed in a closed door meeting with the developer that excluded any
consultation of any other stakeholders.

It 1s vital to the residents of Barrio Libie/Viejo and Armory Park that the Resolution of Adverse Effect
and mitigation plan include the participation of consulting parties. We do not believe that the
d€cemitigation plana€  of architectural documentation as outlined in the City of Tucson Historic
Preservation Office letter of May 13, 2014 (without the participation or of &€ceConsulting Partiesi€ )
adequately mitigates the adverse effects to the National Register listed Downtown Motor Hotel or the
massive impact to adjacent listed historic properties, or the two historic districts that are impacted.

We ask you to help stop this project immediately and reopen the case file until a Section 106 process is
developed that includes members of the community and stakeholders. Building plans are working their
way through the city and time is of the essence.

Thank You,

Gary Patch
Darren Clark
Demion Clinco

Philipp Neher

Klara Valent
Mary Ann Brazil
Danny Vinik
Zobella Vinik
Hope Reed

Bob Vint

Curtis McCrary
Patricia Stanley
Jeff Stanley
Elaine Paul

Will Gerken

Jim Nintzel

Katja Fritzche
Danny Perkins
Clifton Taylor
Joey Burns

Nova Oa€™RBrien
Hannah Glasston
Mary Ann Hesseldenz
Cade Hayes

Jesus Edmundo Robles

file://C:\Users\Rwillia2\AppData\Local\ Temp\XPgrpwise\54639174CHDOM2CSPO210...  11/13/2014



Page 3 of 3

Nathan Thompson Avelino

Marlene Thompson Avelino

Darci Hazelbaker

Annie Guthrie

Michele Hotchkiss

Paolo Delorenzo

and many other concerned residents and citizens.....
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HCDAdmin - Downtown Motor Hotel 6

From:  Gary Patch <standuptall@gmail.com>
To: <HCDAdmin@tucsonaz.gov>

Date: 11/12/2014 4:57 PM

Subject: Downtown Motor Hotel 6

To whom it may concern:

L have been writing many letters to many people over the past several months concerning the destruction and lack of community involvement
regarding the Downtown Motor Hotel. Therefore, I am going to send these fetters as my response to the Section 106 process, the lack of public input
BEFORE the project was developed, and a call to initiate a complete reversal of this process so that interested stakeholders have a say in the
outcome of this development,

Section 106 CANNOT be initiated AFTER the developer is finished planning and ready te build.

Thank You,

Gary Patch

24 W Simpson
Tueson AZ 85701

From September 13, 16, 18, 2014 - To Michael Trailor, Robert Frankenberger - SHPO, Zack Carter, Office of Environment & Energy

Dear Mr. Trailor and Mr, Frankenberger,

As a concerned neighbor and resident of Barrio Viejo within viewing sight of the Downtown Motor Hotel I'm reaching out, once again, to try and
understand what exactly has happened with this development.

Is there federal HUD funding being allocated for this project?

1f, initially, the developer was going for HUD funding and used that fo get the city to back them, then dropped the funding, it sounds Jike a classic
bait and switch,

Has this developer used a city and state loophole to leapfrog over community over site?

Please read the following letters from both M. Frankenberger, who indicated that HUD funding is being used, and a letter from Mr. Carter from
HUD, who says that they do not plan to use their HUD entitlement aliocation for this project.

If there are no HUD allocations to fund this development, why are SHPQ and Section 106 involved here?

Thank you,
Gary Patch

R e b b o o e e o o H R A AR SR R R S
Mr. Patch,
I believe that you must be correct that federal funding subject to Section 106 was a possible source of

assistance for this activity at some point. This seems fairly clear from the fact that a Section 106 process was
undertaken by the City of Tucson and SHPO.

However, both the City and the State have told us that at this time they do not plan to use their HUD

entitlement allocation for the activity. In general, HUD does not have oversight for plans that are considered
and then changed with no resulting expenditure of the grant funds that the Department manages.
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I am surprised to learn that none of the neighbors were aware of this proposed development until two weeks
ago. However, my understanding is that the City identified this need for additional public input into the design
process and that there may be another public meeting to allow residents&€™ views to be considered.

Should HUD receive a Request for Release of Funds for the development, | have noted your objection on the
basis of lack of public outreach among other deficiencies and | will address it at that time according to our
procedures, prior to recommending that our CPD Director release funds for the activity. Unfortunately, at the
moment, | have no oversight of the development and cannot offer any recommendation other than that you
inquire with Compass Affordable Housing, and the City of Tucson Historic Preservation Office, regarding
possible additional opportunities for public input.

Sincerely,
Zach Carter

Zach Carter

Office of Environment and Energy, Region 9

U.S. Department of Housing and Urban Development
600 Harrison St., 3™ Floor

San Francisco, CA 94107

415-489-6621

zach.r.carter@hud.gov

(HUD environmental resources and training are available on the HUD Exchange website
athttps:/www.hudexchange.info/environmental-review/)

From: Gary Patch [mailto:standuptall@gmail.com]
Sent: Tuesday, September 16, 2014 3:36 PM
To: Carter, Zach R

Cc: Boone, Nancy E; Malins, Ernest

Subject: Re: Downtown Motor Hotel - Tucson

Dear Mr. Carter,
Thank you for your kind reply.

As a novice at trying to understand the machinations of city, state and federal rules around HUD
funding, your letter was a breath of fresh air.

One thing T still don't understand is why we are under the impression, from all parties that this is being
federally funded.

On the state level we have the State Historic Preservation Officer {the following letter] saying this
development is HUD funded and subject to Section 106. He claims that the Tucson Historic
Preservation Office made aware interested parties regarding this case. This simply is not true.

Until 10 days ago not a single neighbor or the Barrio Viejo Neighborhood Association knew about this
development.

Can you shed any light on this?
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Thank You,
Gary Patch

Ms. Glasston is a colleague of mine.

>>> Robert R Frankeberger <rfrankeberger@azstateparks.qgov> 5/21/2014 1:08 PM
>

Ms. Glasston,

To be clear, the State Historic Preservation Office does not approve, we only advise
federal agencies in matters affecting historic property in accordance with federal
regulations.. In the referenced case the agency is HUD, which unique among all
federal agencies, is authorized to place respansibility for compliance with Section
106 of the Act upon the recipient of the grant.

Just as in local processing of demolition requests, demolition may only be delayed
for a specific time to explore feasible alternatives. Permission to demotlish cannot be
denied altogether. Hardship, i.e. finding an economic use for a building is usually the
issue, and is based upon the investment necessary to bring a building that is in
disrepair into serviceable utility. Where no reascnable alternative exists,
documentation is the usual mitigation.

Far from ignoring the historic importance of the building, this office caused it to be
listed as a contributor to the historic district at the request of local interested parties,
indicating, among other factors, that the local interested parties were aware of the
project. Specifically the local interest, in the Section 106 process, was as is usually
the case, represented by the Tucson Historic Preservation Office. I can assure you
that the process has been in compliance with the regulations at 36 CFR Part 800

Consideration, however was given to the fact that, in its current condition, the
building is not economically viable; and the owners cannot be forced into a pointless

investment with no opportunity for a reascnable return.

The scale of the new building is compatible with it's neighbors; and will result in no
adverse effects to the district.

Robert R Frankeberger AIA

Architect, State Historic Preservation Office
(602) 542-6943

On Sep 15, 2014, at 2:57 PM, Carter, Zach R wrote:

Dear Mr. Patch,

I'am an Environmental Officer at the US Dept. of Housing and Urban Development Region IX, and | work with
local governments in Arizona who carry out environmental reviews for HUD-assisted activities. | am writing in
response to an inquiry you sent to HUD3€™s Federal Preservation Officer, Nancy E. Boone, regarding the
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Downtown Motor Hotel demolition and new affordable housing construction activity on historic Stone Avenue
in Tucson. Ms. Boone informed me of your email, and | wanted to reach out to let you know that we appreciate
your correspondence, and to provide you with the results of my initial investigation into the matter.

At this time HUD has not received a d€ceRequest for Release of Funds&€  for this activity pursuant to the
process described at 24 CFR Part 58, Subpart H. This Request would be necessary before a HUD recipient local
or state government could commit funding to an activity of this type. 1 have contacted the State of Arizona and
the City of Tucson to inquire whether HUD funding is currently under consideration for the development, and
have been informed that this is not the case at the present time.

Nevertheless, | have been informed by the City of Tucson that its Historic Preservation office has, in
coordination with the State Historic Preservation Officer, assessed the effects of the proposed development on
the Downtown Motor Hotel property. The City determined that adverse effects on the property could be
partially mitigated through the developera€™s proposed design, which retains street-facing 20% of the hotel
along with the historic sign. The City also determined that in order to mitigate adverse effects the development
plan should provide for pre-demolition recordation of the architectural qualities of the property and gather
community input on a contextual design for the new affordable housing complex.

I understand that there may a community meeting for this activity at some point next week, although as
described above, HUD would not be involved. You may wish to contact the developer, Compass Affordable
Housing, or the City of Tucson, regarding any additional opportunities for public input such as this potential
public meeting.

Should HUD funding be proposed for this activity in the future, the Request for Release of Funds would be
preceded by a public notice in the local newspaper regarding HUD&€™s required comment period during which
the public can submit comments to the Responsible Entity (local government HUD recipient) and the
subsequent period for submitting objections to release of funds to HUD.

Please feel free to give me a call or reply by email, if | can be of further assistance,
Sincerely,

Zach Carter

Office of Environment and Energy, Region 9

U.S. Department of Housing and Urban Development
600 Harrison St., 3" Floor

San Francisco, CA 94107

415-489-6621

zach.r.carter@hud.gov
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From:  Gary Patch <standuptall@gmail.com>
To: <HCDAdmin@tucsonaz.gov>

Date: 11/12/2014 4:57 PM

Subject: Downtown Motor Hotel 7

To whom it may concern;

T have been writing many letters to many peopls over the past several months concerning the destruction and lack of community involvement
regarding the Downtown Motor Hotel. Therefore, T am going to send these letters as my response to the Section 106 process, the lack of public input

BEFORE the project was developed, and a call to inifiate a complete reversal of this process so that interested stakeholders have a say in the
outcome of this development.

Section 106 CANNOT be initiated AFTER the developer is finished planning and ready to build.

Thank You,

Gary I"atch

24 W Simpson
Tucson AZ 85701

From October 8, 2014 - To Steve Kozochik

Dear Steve,

It was good to see you at the meeting last night regarding the Downtown Motor Hotel.

I was pleasantly surprised to see so many neighbors - your constituents - from both sides of Stone in
attendance.

[t was very clear from this meeting that the developer's intentions, as nice as they want to come across,
are those of profit. Their motives in championing good quality of life for the people they claim to
represent appear suspect at best. Through this project, as proposed, they are simply out to warehouse the
poor and take advantage of government subsidies [and city HUD money] to bankroll their future.

It was clear from Philipp Neher's description of these rooms that this is architecture of despair, not light,
space and beauty,

This is simply the wrong site for this project and the forced architectural design proves this out.

Our city can do much better than this.

Would you be willing to work with the city and the developer to find a better site for this development?
One where there is more space so the developers clients [and your future constituents] will at least have

some green space, good light, a balcony perhaps? In tandem with a mixed use project, it would allow
these renters to be integrated into a community rather than isolated in a high density tower.
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A land swap with the city is a brilliant idea, but we need your help to facilitate this process.
It would be a win-win for everyone - including all of us voters here in Ward 6 who would idolize you
even more if this could be pulled off,

Thank You,
Gary Patch
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HCDAdmin - Downtown Motor Hotel 8

From:  Gary Patch <standuptall@gmail.com>
To: <HCDAdmin@tucsonaz.gov>

Date: 11/12/2014 4:58 PM

Subject: Downtown Motor Hotel 8

To whom it may concern:

I have been writing many letters to many people over the past several months concerning the destruction and lack of community involvement
regarding the Downtown Motor Hotel. Therefere, T am going to send these letters as my response to the Section 106 process, the lack of public input

BEFORE the project was developed, and a call to initiate a complete reversal of this process so that interested stakeholders bave a say in the
outcome of this development.

Section 106 CANNOT be initiated AFTER the developer is finished planning and ready to build.
Thank You,
Gary Patch

24 W Simpson
Tucson AZ 85701

From Qctober 12, 2014 - To Mayor Jonathan Rothschild, and all City of Tucson Council Members

DOWNTOWNMOTOR HOTEL

12 October 2015
Dear Mayor Rothschild and Esteemed Council Members,

We undersigned citizens are outraged by the mishandling of the formal process related to
the Downtown Motor Hotel Project in Tucson and the pending impact on the fragile
historic resources in the shadow of the proposed intrusive project.

The project has ignored affected stakeholders, property owners and neighborhood
associations by excluding members of the public from participating as 4€ceconsulting
partiesa€ under the Section 106 resolution of Adverse Effect.

This project will irrevocably destroy and negatively impact highly significant historic
resources. This undertaking will demolish the National Register listed Downtown Motor
Hotel designed by one of Tucsond€™s most celebrated architects of the 20th century,
Josias Joesler. Even more disturbing, the proposed project will forever alter, destroy and
erode the integrity, design, setting, materials, feeling, and association of two of
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Arizonad€™s oldest and most important historic districts: Armory Park National Register
Historic District and the Barrio Viejo National Register Historic District.

Barrio Viejo Historic District is one of Tucson€™s oldest Hispanic minority
neighborhoods and has been continually eroded by urban renewal, predatory developers
and projects similar to this one. No formal meetings were held with the Barrio Viejo
Neighborhood Association and they were never even contacted regarding this project until
after all the plans had been approved by the city.

It was all developed behind closed doors and excluded the consultation of many
stakeholders,

It is vital to the residents of Barrio Vigjo and Armory Park that the Resolution of Adverse
Effect and mitigation plan include the participation of consulting parties. We do not believe
that the 4€cemitigation pland€ of architectural documentation as outlined in the City of
‘Tucson Historic Preservation Office [Jonathan Mabry} letter of May 13, 2014 (without the
participation or of &€ceConsulting Parties&€ ) adequately mitigates the adverse effects to
the National Register listed Downtown Motor Hotel or the massive impact to adjacent
listed historic properties, or the two historic districts that are impacted. This letter, given to
the developers of this project and used by SHPO to rubber stamp the destruction of this
historic property, is an egregious misuse of power by the one office assigned to conserve
and protect these buildings, the City of Tucson Historic Preservation Office.

According to Section 106 the onus of input from the vested parties is on the Developer.
Here we empathize with the developer because the City of Tucson, specifically the Historic
Preservation Office, was grossly negligent in its responsibility of such a historically
significant place. Now, rather than having a collaborative effort in achieving the goal we all
have in common - that of quality, low-income housing - there is a rift between the
community and the developer. This can only be laid at the feet of Jonathan Mabry's
negligence in what should have been a regulated review process.

The community meeting of October 7, 2014 with the Integrated Planning Office and the
developer, Compass Affordable Housing, further highlighted the great rift that exists
between the community, the developer and the city. In this meeting the developer claimed
that the Section 106 process is complete, stating all concerned parties were contacted and
invited. The Tucson Historic Preservation Foundation, responsible for having the property
listed on the National Historic Register was neither contacted nor invited, an oversight that
speaks volumes to the competency and authenticity of this process.

We are shocked by all of this.

It is our understanding, outlined in a letter from Zack Carter, the HUD representative from
the Office of Environment and Energy, that the Section 106 process cannot even begin until
a formal Request for the Release of Funds is made by the City of Tucson. After this
request, a formal objection and protest process can begin. According to HUD, the claims
that the developer is making by saying that the Section 106 process is finished is
completely false.

We ask you stop this project immediately until, in accordance with Federal Law, a Section
106 process is developed that includes members of the community and stakeholders. If a
proper Section 106 process is not forthcoming, we will seek legal counsel and, if
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necessary, an injunction to ensure the project follows all HUD guidelines.

Compass Affordable Housing, in company with an out-of-state, for profit partner, initially
sold this project as one that would house veterans. Again, this is blatantly untrue, In fact,
they cannot guarantee that a single veteran will be housed there as it is open to all low-
income residents. When questioned further about the density of the project, there are no
assurances that the small apartments will house single-only residents. With one, two or
even three or more people to one unit, this makes for crowded living and a density that far
surpasses what is the acceptable norm. The unknown resident density coupled with the low

ratio of parking spaces to the number of housing units makes for a parking travesty not
before seen on Stone Avenue,

WE ARE NOT OPPOSED TO LOW-INCOME OR VETERAN HOUSING.

We champion this type of development if done correctly. In this case, the proposed site is
simply inadequate to the building they are proposing. There is no natural light in the small
bedrooms, the living space is a double corridor and there is no communal space for
socialization. It is a forced architectural design that cannot enhance quality of life for the
people living there. This is architecture of despair. Our veterans and low-income wage
earners deserve better than this. That this project will also destroys a precious architectural
commodity that can never be recovered and looms over and looks down on the neighboring
historic houses makes this triply heinous.

It was also very clear from the October 7th meeting that the developer's intentions, as nice
as they want to come across, are those of profit. Their motives in championing good quality
of life for the people they claim to represent appear suspect at best. Through this project, as
proposed, they are simply out to warehouse the poor and take advantage of government
subsidies [city HUD money/tax incentives of $934,000] to bankroll their future.

WE ASK THE CITY AND THE DEVELOPER TO FIND A BETTER SITE FOR THIS
DEVELOPMENT.

During the October 7th meeting, the suggestion of a land swap between the developer and
the City of Tucson was made. Suggestions included the land North of the Ronstadt Transit
Center or the vacant site near the Mercado San Agustin development on West Congress.
There are dozens of vacant lots that would better suit the scope of this proposal.

The city and developer could find a site where there is more space, so the developers
clients will at least have some green space, good light, a balcony perhaps? In tandem with a
mixed use project, it would allow these renters to be integrated with dignity into a
community, rather than isolated in a high-density, overcrowded tower.

A land swap with the city is a brilliant idea, but we need both the city and the developer to
help facilitate this process.

It would be a win-win for everyone.
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We would also love to see the Downtown Motor Hotel sold to a preservationist party or
developer that would be willing to restore this building to its original use. We know there
are people who would love to take on this type of preservation project. The building is
viable for restoration and could be a valuable asset to the neighborhood and the city. The
assessment that it is not, made by the developers own architect with no independent review,
speaks once again to the inadequacy and lack of oversight in this process.

We want our city to be a vibrant and beautiful place.

Good development needs process and community input, not predatory development that
jeopardizes the very fabric of our architectural history and the places which homeowners
and small businesses have worked decades to build up, develop and save.

We know building plans are working their way through the city and time is of the essence.
Thank You for your time,

Gary Patch
Darren Clark
Philipp Neher
Klara Valent
Mary Ann Brazil
Danny Vinik
Zobella Vinik
Hope Reed

Craig Reed
Curtis McCrary
Patricia Stanley
Jeff Stanley
Elaine Paul

Stephen Paul
Amanda Paul

Will Gerken

Jim Nintzel

Katja Fritzche

Danny Perkins

Clifton Taylor

Joey Burns

Nova 0a€™RBrien

Hannah Glasston

Mary Ann Hesseldenz
Cade Hayes

Jesus Edmundo Robles
Nathan Thompson Avelino
Marlene Thompson Avelino
Darci Hazelbaker

Annie Guthrie

Katie Bates
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Chad Kouts
and many others.....
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HCDAdmin - Downtown Motor Hotel 9

From:  Gary Patch <standuptall@gmail.com>
To: <HCDAdmin@tucsonaz.gov>

Date: 11/12/2014 4:58 PM

Subject: Downtown Motor Hotel 9

To whom it may concern:

I have been writing many letters to many people over the past several months concerning the destruction and lack of community involvement
regarding the Downtown Motor Hotel. Therefore, I am going to send these letters as my response to the Section 106 process, the lack of public input

BEFORE the project was developed, and a call to initiate a complete reversal of this process so that interested stakeholders have a say in the
outcome of this development,

Section 106 CANNOT be initiated AFTER the developer is finished planning and ready to build.
Thank You,
Gary Patch

24 W Simpson
Tucson AZ 85701

From October 24, 2014 - To Zack Carter, Office of Environment & Energy, with his response:

Dear Mr. Carter,
I'm sure you have seen multiple emails by now regarding the Downtown Motor Hotel.

I have been trying, unsuccessfully, to get all of the Section 106 information that has been exchanged
between HUD, SHPO, the City of Tucson and the developer, Compass Affordable Housing. The
developer claims that Section 106 is complete and SHPO claims that they are in compliance but no one
can seem to find or show me any paperwork related to this.

Since I have organized residents of our neighborhood to oppose this development, I have been pretty
much "iced out" by the city staff. My emails are passed off in a circular fashion with little or no
information forthcoming. [ have been to the city offices and no one there has been able to show me
anything pertaining to this project.

I'm worried that they will, once again, continue with the permitting process and I will wake one day to
see the building being torn down.

If there is any current information you can send me about this development, Section 106 or SHPO
approval of this architectural destruction | would, once again, be indebted to you.

Thank You,
Gary Patch
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Dear Mr. Patch,

I appreciate the information that you have provided. Along with previous emails, we will continue to
consider your objections to the activity and to release of HUD funds, if and when we receive a Request
for Release of Funds from the City for this activity.

Until then, my continued suggestion is that you direct comments on the proposed project to the City,
which acts as the federal agency for purposes of environmental review. You mention in your email
below that the developer claims that the Section 106 process is complete. However, it is the
Responsible Entity local government that makes determinations under Section 106 (subject to HUD
oversight after the Request for Release of Funds), not the developer.

Since receiving your previous inquiries, I have spoken with staff at the City and my understanding is
that the HUD environmental review process, including Section 106 compliance, is still ongoing for this
activity.

For example, the public notices of "Intent to Request Release of Funds" and "Finding of No Significant
Impact” (described in my last email to you), which formally request public comment on the
environmental review, have yet to be published. In my last email to you, I mentioned that the comment
period following these publications is the time to provide input in the City's review process, since the
scope of what you may suggest in comments to the local government Responsible Entity is less
circumscribed than the very limited scope of objections to release of funds that may be submitted to
HUD after we receive the Request for Release of Funds. The City's publication should describe the
specific contact for comments as well as the hours and location where the public can review the
Environmental Review Record.

Also, please note that until the publication of these notices, the City may not have a complete
Environmental Review Record ready for public inspection and comment.

Sincerely,

Zach Carter

Office of Environment and Energy, Region 9

U.S. Department of Housing and Urban Development
600 Harrison St., 3rd Floor

San Francisco, CA 94107

415-489-6621

zach.r.carteri@hud.cov
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HCDAdmin - Downtown Motor Hotel 10

From:  Gary Patch <standuptall@gmail.com>
To: <HCDAdmin{@tucsonaz.gov>

Date: 11/12/2014 4:58 PM

Subject: Downtown Motor Hotel 10

To whom it may concern:

Thave been writing many letters to many people over the past several months concerning the destruction and lack of community involvement
regarding the Downtown Motor Hotel, Therefore, [ am going to send these letters as my response to the Section 106 process, the lack of public input
BEFORE the project was developed, and a ¢all to initiate a complete reversal of this process so that interested stakeholders have a say in the
outcome of this development.

Section 106 CANNOT be initiated AFTER the developer is finished planning and ready to build.

Thank You,

Gary Patch

24 W Simpson
Tucson AZ 85701

From October 28, 2014 - To Bryon Martyn, Arizona State Parks:

Dear Mr. Martyn,

I'am deeply concerned about the State Historic Preservation Office and Robert Frankenberegera€™s
handling of the Downtown Motor Hotel Project in Tucson, AZ.

After unproductive phone conversations and weeks of requests to look at the correspondence between
the State Historic Preservation Office, the City of Tucson and Compass Affordable Housing (the
developer behind the Downtown Motor Hotel project) I received an email from Mr. Frankenbereger
that told me my only option was to drive to Phoenix to look at the file. I then reached out to one of our
State Representatives who helped produce the information, This correspondence is specifically related

to the federal Section 106 process that gives the community a voice in the resolution of adverse effect
of federal undertakings.

While perusing the months of information about this project it quickly became apparent that Mr.
Frankenbereger is completely biased toward the developer and has little or no interest in helping to save
or defend significant architectural resources, champion historic neighborhoods or even interested in the
concerns of the local community. Worst of all, he seems to be working to help the developer
circumvent the Section 106 process. His letters and emails are not only one-sided, but demeaning,
defamatory and beneath the office which he has been entrusted.
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As a tax payer | am appalled that Mr. Frankenburger is allowed to carry on like this.

Here is a snippet of correspondence...
Mark Appleman [works for the developer]:

Bob, just FYI your prediction on the "push back" was pretty good and we were somewhat prepared,
though the protesters are a bit shrill. Seems the motel's architect is a local hero.

Frankenberger:

By Tucson's standards, he's a local genius. Their local architectural greats, such as Arthur T. Brown
can't compete with the 'popular”, and unschooled notion of what constitutes architectural excellence.

Pretty audacious - and astonishing, considering the piece of stick-and-stucco garbitecture he is
championing to replace our "unschooled notion of what constitutes architectural excellence."

As a citizen of Arizona, | am saddened and outraged to see this in a representative of the state,
especially one with the title of State Historic Preservation Officer! T have lived in this historic Barrio
Viejo neighborhood for over 20 years and love and care about it deeply. While his office has been
informing and helping the developer, Mr. Frankenberger has been doing everything to limit access to
public information and to make this process as opaque and complicated as possible.

T ask for a stop to this project until an independent review of Mr. Frankenberger' and his collusive
actions between SHPO and Compass Affordable Housing can be made.

He should be working with the citizens of our state in an open, unbiased and transparent way. He
should be helping us save our precious historic resources form further destruction, not siding with,
aiding and abetting developers.

I would be happy to discuss this issues with you further and ask, again, that you intervene.
Is there someone else who can manage this project moving forward?

Thank You,
Gary Patch
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HCDAdmin - Downtown Motor Hotel

From:  Gary Patch <standuptall@gmail.com>
To: <HCDAdmin@tucsonaz.gov>

Date: 11/12/2014 5:02 PM

Subject: Downtown Motor Hotel

To Whom it may concern:

That an MOA has already been drafted is direct conflict with Section 106 guidelines. Please reassess
what has been done by the city and follow the proper 106 rules.

Thank you,
Gary Patch

This is taken directly from the ACHP guidelines on how to assess and conform to Section 106.
Timing

The Section 106 regulations address the development of an MOA only after the federal agency, through
consultation with the SHPO/THPO, Indian tribes, NHOs, and other consulting parties (including applicants, local
governments, and possibly the ACHP), has completed earlier steps to establish the APE, identify historic
properties, assess the potential effects of its undertaking on them, and determine that its undertaking may
adversely affect a historic property.

While agencies may choose to record information and recommendations relating to the resolution of adverse
effects that may result from consultationprior to the completion of these steps, the ACHP recommends that it not
present these ideas in the form of a draft MOA until these steps are complete and consultation has specifically
focused on the development of an MOA. Otherwise, the agency may send the message that it has already made

up its mind on appropriate steps and does not value the input that consulting parties might provide in further
consultation.

When it becomes necessary to draft an MOA, the agency should work to solicit ideas, suggestions, and input
from consulting parties and the public to inform the drafting process and the development of proposed measures
to avoid, minimize, or mitigate the adverse effects. The MOA documents how the agency would resolve the
adverse effects to historic properties. It is a best practice to record agreed-upon measures in stipulations as
consultation on the development of an MOA proceeds, so all consulting parties can see and understand the
progress of developing the agreement document.

in some situations, where an agency proposes to develop a PA to govern the implementation of a particular
program or the resolution of adverse effects from complex project situations or multiple undertakings, the drafting
process may begin earlier. Where an agency elects to start drafting the PA as consultation proceeds, for example
to provide for a phased approach to the identification and evaluation of historic properties, it is important to
outiine the relevant issues for discussion, ensure all the consulting parties understand the intent and terms of

suggested measures, and refine the outline to clarify commitments and provide necessary detail in the final
document,
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HCDAdmin - Re: Downtown Motor Lodge meeting last night

From:  Jody Gibbs <j.gibbsarchitect@gmail.com>

To: HCDAdmin HCDAdmin <HCDAdmin@tucsonaz.gov>
Date: 10/30/2014 10:56 PM

Subject: Re: Downtown Motor Lodge meeting last night

dear hcda administration, ~000
thank you for the information concerning the existing moa from the first 106 process.

please send me a copy of the existing moa from the first 106 process.

when was the first 106 process public meeting conducted?

who conducted the first 106 process and was notification of the first 106 process public meeting given
to:

1) property owners in the same block as the downtown motor lodge

2) residents and property owners in the barrio historico and armory park historic districts

3) members of the barrio historico historic district advisory board and other historic district advisory
boards

who was notified of the first 106 process and what was the means of notification?

regarding the second 106 process public meeting of october 28, 1 wish to point out that there were no
plans or photos or report available to attendees regarding the existing historic downtown motor lodge,
nor were their any architectural plans available to the attendees regarding the proposed building for the
downtowner motor lodge site, nor was the documentation architect of the existing building or his report
or photos available for the attendees, nor was the architect of the proposed replacement building present.

could you please explain the criteria required in a 106 process including the public meeting and and the
notification requirements of the process and the public meeting.

is there no requirement of the presentation or presence of information to the attendees of al06 process
public meeting?

could you also clarify if you notified the following parties of the october 28 public meeting for the
second 106 process:

1) property owners in the same block as the downtown motor lodge
2) residents and property owners in the barrio historico and armory park historic districts

3) members of the barrio historico historic district advisory board and other historic district advisory
boards

who was notified of the october 28 public meeting and what was the means of notification?

sincerely,

jody gibbs
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On Wed, Oct 29, 2014 at 3:43 PM, HCDAdmin HCDAdmin <HCDAdmin{@tucsonaz.gov> wrote:
The City of Tucson's Housing & Community Department would like to thank you for attending and
participating in the Public Meeting last evening regarding the Downtown Motor Lodge project.

This email is multi-purpose:

* to thank you for participating in the process

¥ to ensure that we have correct contact information for you

* to remind you that your comments will still be accepted at: HCD Admin@tucsonaz.gov

* to remind you that the next meeting will be on Nov 20, 2014 from 6-8 PM at the same location: 320
- N Commerce Park Loop-Sentinel Bldg

* Clarification: At last night's meeting, a participant asked that with this new 106 process occurring,
will the existing MOA that was part of the submission to SHPO become moot. We incorrectly stated
that it will. This existing MOA will only become moot if HOME funds are approved. A new MOA
will be included as part of HOME funding. If the HOME funds are not approved or if the

owner/developer chooses to not use HOME funds and still proceed with the project, then the existing
MOA will still be valid.

You are receiving this email because you were either at the meeting on Oct 28, 2014 or you submitted
a comment online regarding this subject.

Thank you.
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Barrio Historico Historic Zone Advisory Board WW—«C&W
Wednesday, September 24, 2014, 4:00 P.M.
Joel Valdez Main Library, 2nd Floor, Santa Rita Room
101 North Stone Avenue, Tucson Arizona 85701

MINUTES AND LAR

1. Call to Order/Roli Call

Attending:

Mary Lou Heuett, Anne Hazen, Bill Balak, Bob Vint, Jody Gibbs
A quorum was established.

2. Call to the audience

Pedro Gonzales representing San Cosme Chapel on Simpson Street presented
the Board two photos of the recently installed security gates on San Cosme
Chapel.

No formal action as taken by the Board.

3. Approval of minutes from the September 10, 2014 Meeting

Motion 1: Anne Hazen moved and Mary Lou Heuett seconded that the minutes
of the September 10, 2014 Meeting be approved. The vote was 5 yes to 0 no.

4, Downtowner Motel Project

Maryann Beerling of Compass Affordable Housing Inc and Mark Shoemacher

of Bethel Development Inc made a fifteen minute presentation of Compass
Affordable Housing Inc.'s proposal for the Downtowner Motel site on Stone
Avenue including a computer generated illustration showing the proposed
building and its surrounding historically zoned neighbors. The site is surrounded
by the Armory Park Historic Zone on the north, east, and south, and by the Barrio
Historico Historic Zone on the west.

The Advisory Board evaluated the project per Unified Development Code Section
5.8.5 and the criteria found in Section 5.8.6.

Bob Vint said the proposal was too much building on too little a site. Anne
Hazen said she was from a military family. She said that many veterans suffer
from PTSD and need quiet private balconies and open green space which
the proposal lacks. Mary Lou Heuett said the majority of the Advisory Board
members worked three years to develop the low income elderly housing in



2

the historic zone at 18th and Convent and that the problem was the proposed
building not its proposed low income tenants.

Motion 2: Bob Vint moved and Anne Hazen seconded that the Mayor and
Council and the Planning Director be informed that the proposed building is not
compatible with its surrounding historically zoned neighbors in height, street
scape, setbacks, site utilization, roof type, exterior wall materials, proportions,
projections and recessions, doors, windows, rhythm, building form, and details
and that more public meetings should be held to allow more discussion. The
vofe was 5 yes to 0 no.

Motion 3: Bob Vint moved and Anne Hazen seconded that the proposed project
is not compatible with the surrounding historic zones and recommended to the
Planning Director and the Mayor and Council that more meetings be held to
provide input from the surrounding historic zone residents and more discussion.
The vote was 5 yes to 0 no.

5. Carrillo School Solar Panel Installation

The Advisory Board reviewed the proposed or installed solar panel electric
generating installations placed in twelve TUSD elementary school playgrounds:
Carrillo, Ochoa, Davis, Roskruge, Miles, Drachman, Hollinger, Soleng Tom,
Kellond, Oyama, and Warren. It appears that all these elementary schools

with the exception of Drachman no longer have adequate playing field space
for a softball diamond or a soccer field because of the solar panels electrical
generating installations. The Carrillo Elementary School is a registered historic
site in the Barrio Historic Zone. Many of the other schools are aiso historic.

Motion 4: Bill Balak moved and Anne Hazen seconded to advise the Planning
Director and the Mayor and Coungil that it is unacceptable for the Carrillo School
and the other Schools not to have playing fields adequate for a softball diamond
or a soccer field and that the safely of the children must be considered regarding
the electrical energy generated and the steel posts.

The vote was 5 yes to 0 no.

6. Adjournment
The meeting adjourned at 5:55 P.M.
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HCDAdmin - public comment : downtowner motor lodge

From: Jody Gibbs <j.gibbsarchitect@gmail.com>
To: <HCDAdmin@tucsonaz.gov>
Date: 10/28/2014 12:19 PM

Subject: public comment : downtowner motor lodge

ramona williams
heda/cot

re: public comment - downtowner motel lodge
dear ramona

1 have forwarded to you a copy of the minutes of the barrio historico historic zone advisory board
meeting of september 24, 2014.

please include in full item 4 of those minutes which pertains to the dontowner motel project, the formal
evaluation of the downtowner motel project per the uniform development code process and criteria plus
two formal votes of the barrio historico historic zone zone advisory board all pertaining to the
"downtown motor lodge" proposed housing project.

sincerely,

jody gibbs
co-chair, barrio historico historic zone advisory board
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Barrio Histérico Historic Zone Advisory Board
Wednesday, September 24, 2014, 4:00 P.M.
Joel Valdez Main Library, 2nd Floor, Santa Rita Room
101 North Stone Avenue, Tucson Arizona 85701

MINUTES AND LAR

1. Call to Order/Roll Call

Attending:

Mary Lou Heuett, Anne Hazen, Bill Balak, Bob Vint, Jody Gibbs
A quorum was established.

2, Call to the audience

Pedro Gonzales representing San Cosme Chapel on Simpson Street presented
the Board two photos of the recently installed security gates on San Cosme
Chapel.

No formal action as taken by the Board.

3. Approval of minutes from the September 10, 2014 Meeting

Motion 1: Anne Hazen moved and Mary Lou Heuett seconded that the minutes
of the September 10, 2014 Meeting be approved. The vote was 5 yes to 0 no.

4. Downtowner Motel Project

Maryann Beerling of Compass Affordable Housing Inc and Mark Shoemacher of
Bethel Development Inc made a fifteen minute presentation of Compass
Affordabie Housing Inc.'s proposal for the Downtowner Motel site on Stone
Avenue including a computer generated illustration showing the proposed
building and its surrounding historically zoned neighbors. The site is surrounded
by the Armory Park Historic Zone on the north, east, and south, and by the Barrio
Historico Historic Zone on the west.

The Advisory Board evaluated the project per Unified Development Code Section
2.8.5 and the criteria found in Section 5.8.6.

Bob Vint said the proposal was too much building on too little a site. Anne Hazen
said she was from a military family. She said that many veterans suffer from
PTSD and need quiet private balconies and open green space which the
proposal lacks. Mary Lou Heuett said the majority of the Advisory Board
members worked three years to develop the low income elderly housing in the
historic zone at 18th and Convent and that the problem was the proposed
building not its proposed low income tenants.

Motion 2: Bob Vint moved and Anne Hazen seconded that the Mayor and
Council and the Planning Director be informed that the proposed building is not
compatible with its surrounding historically zoned neighbors in height, street



scape, setbacks, site utilization, roof type, exterior wall materials, proportions,
projections and recessions, doors, windows, rhythm, building form, and details
and that more public meetings should be held to allow more discussion. The
vote was 5 yes to 0 no.

Motion 3: Bob Vint moved and Anne Hazen seconded that the proposed project
is not compatible with the surrounding historic zones and recommended to the
Planning Director and the Mayor and Council that more meetings be held to
provide input from the surrounding historic zone residents and more discussion.
The vote was 5 yes to 0 no.

5. Carrillo School Solar Panel Installation

The Advisory Board reviewed the proposed or installed solar panel electric
generating installations placed in twelve TUSD elementary school playgrounds:
Carrillo, Ochoa, Davis, Roskruge, Miles, Drachman, Hollinger, Soleng Tom,
Kellond, Oyama, and Warren. It appears that all these elementary schools with
the exception of Drachman no longer have adequate playing field space for a
softball diamond or a soccer field because of the solar panels electrical
generating installations. The Carrillo Elementary School is a registered historic
site in the Barrio Historic Zone. Many of the other schools are also historic.

Motion 4: Bill Balak moved and Anne Hazen seconded to advise the Planning
Director and the Mayor and Council that it is unacceptable for the Carrillo School
and the other Schools not to have playing tieids adequate for a softbail diarnond
or a soccer field and that the safely of the children must be considered regarding.
the electrical energy generated and the steel posts.

The vote was 5 yes to 0 no.

6. Adjournment
The meeting adjourned at 5:55 P.M.



November 18, 2014
Re: Josias Joesler Downtown Motor Lodge 383 South Stone Avenue Tucson, Arizona 85701

Questions/Comments Regarding the Prior and Current Section 106 Compliance Process and the
Planning of the Project.

To Whom It May Concern;

I have lived and worked in downtown Tucson since 1983. [ own the property at 417 and 419 South Stone Avenue
just south of the Joesler historic property demolition. For the record 1 am not against low income housing,
transitional housing, veterans housing or elder housing. T was part of the Barrio Historico Neighborhood Association
that helped to plan and funds the Lalo Gurerro Elder Housing Project at 18™ and 8™ (Convent) Street. The elderly
housing project was a neighborhood centered and driven project with input by neighbors and the families and
individuals around the purposed project. It was not a developer/ City of Tucson driven project. What the current
Joesler Demolition Project has in common with the Elderly Housing project is that transitional housing is an
excellent idea deserving of funding to house some of Tucson’s most valnerable populations including low income,
the elderly and veterans; however beyond that, it has nothing else in common. The Joesler Demolition Project is a
feel good project to make up for the out-of-scale, multi-story student housing projects approved by the City of
Tucson to benefit developers and benefit the University of Arizona. The Joesler Project and its demolition will not
balance the books for the multi-story boxes built at the edge of Tucson’s Historic Districts,

The Joesler Demolition Project is and was poorly communicated to the community as a whole. The building’s
current condition, based upon a biased evaluation, was made to look as though it cannot be saved or rehabilitated.
The historic bone thrown to the community and the historic districts was /is the saving of elements of the Downtown
Motor Lodge that is the neon sign and a few feet of the original buildings. This is an unworthy sop to the
community. Compass Housing and the City of Tucson made no effort to communicate with the surrounding
neighbors or property owners as to the type, size or proposed use of this property for the better part of a year. .

For the last twenty years prior owners of this historic property utilized demolition by neglect with the full complicity
of the City of Tucson Planning and Zening Departments. The last two owners would not selt to individuals in the
downtown community because they were aware that at some point there would be redevelopment and they could
name their price. Obviously Compass “Affordable” Housing with the assistance of the City of Tucson and the
Arizona State Historic Preservation Office found a project made to order. The prior owners of this property were
fully aware of what they were doing. The City of Tucson historic preservation planners both current and previous
individuals who are and were directly imvolved with the City of Tucson preservation planning process were aware of
the property at 383 South Stone because they were notified of its problems repeatedly by neighbors and the various
downtown associations. It is evident that the City of Tucson continues to manage in the various historic districts
with the firm policy that down town neighborhoods are open for development and developers at the expense of the
residents and the historic properties. This is a later day urban removal policy. Historic Preservation/ Planning/Zoning
staff cannot plead ignorance of this project or the current policies. They are complicit in the Joesler demolition.

Questions 1-3: The 106 Compliance process used to be an open, fair and trangparent consultation to bring all the
stake holders to the table that are to be directly and indirectly affected by this project and the loss of a historic
property. Why weren’t the property owners, businesses and historic districts informed about this project from
the very beginning? Armory Park is not the only historic district that will be affected by this project. Why did the
City Tucson preservation/planning/zoning/ housing staff not held open, advertised meetings? I am still
talking to neighbors who did not have a clue that we will be in the shadow of a 3-4 story box. This project has
been going on in a bureaucratic void in relationship to the downtown community for the better part of year. We are
on a second 106 consultation not the first. The first already had an MOA with consultation, signatures and the
Advisory Council was already in play on this project but again without the input of the people who will be
directly/indirectly affected involved or informed. It is clear that the state staff has not been to Tucson to see the
affect of this box building and for sure neither the state nor the city staff will have to live or work near it.



Why was the f{irst consultation put on the fast track with so much hand holding by the AZSHPO and the City
of Tucson? I have had the opportunity to review numerous e-mails and documents in regard to this Joesler
Demolition Project. Tam truly appalled at the amount of hand holding; and back slapping that has occurred among
the City of Tucson Departments, the AZSHPO and Compass Housing. If the downtown residents and historic
districts had this much atiention showered on them, and genuine, transparent consultation had been under taken by
city and state public officials in the first place we would not be looking at the demolition of this historic property. I
found the comments by AZSHPO officials especially egregious and demeaning. Perhaps AZSHPO needs to be
reminded that we are not the local rubes that have no education or appreciation for architects and architectural
properties because we reside in Tucson. While we all can truly appreciate the art and architecture of Italy, those of us
in Tucson who have traveled, taught and were educated outside the Southwest have learned to appreciate regional
architects. I find it appalling and arrogant that the AZSHPO would comment about the local push back because of
the demolition to the developer but that it was all O. K. because the local rubes don’t have an architect of merit in
Josiah Joesler in the opinion of the AZSHPO and that Tucson residents are clueless about good architecture. If this is
the AZSHPO position then why does the AZSHPO Website have information about Joesler and his work? If he is a
second rate architect and ‘folk hero’ without merit then why bother? Perhaps it is about time the AZSHPO practice
an old anthropological discipline about suspending judgment.

Questions 4-6: If this second 106 Compliance consultation is really to be open and meaningful and is not
just window dressing for the AZSHPO, the City of Tucson and the Developer to check one more box why
weren’t a set of plans present at the meeting? Why wasn’t the architect present to discuss his plans and to
explain the design? The architect was at the closed meeting in Phoenix with the City of Tucson, AZSHPQO and the
developer. The architect is well aware of the consultation process because he was involved with the Lalo Guerrero
Elderly Housing Project. He knows that consultation with the community, no matter how difficult, always makes for
a better project and not just a rubber stamp of the other multi-story boxes that are built for students and developers
down town. Why wasn’t the HABS evaluation made public at this meeting? All of these materials should have
been public long before this. Why wasn’t and independent architect retained to do the HABS evaluation? A
little photography and a few drawings will not mitigate the loss of this property. Why was the economic evaluation
of the building done by a firm tied to the developer? Did someone really evaluate the economic figures in that
report? It is apparent that the report was written to the developer’s specification,

Questions 7-11: Why was this small lot in the heart of downtown chosen for such a large project? Truly it
cannot be that Compass Housing really did their due financial diligence. Because it does not pencil out, no matter
what type of new math you use. Given my experience with the elderly house project one should have surrounding
amenities for the residents grocery shopping and a pharmacy within walking distance being a primary concern.
What does the developer have in mind for the residents of the project? The two liquor stores within walking
distance to this project, Midtown Liquors on 14" and Stone and the Laos Liquor Store on 6™ and 17 (which ceased
to be a pharmacy years ago) will not qualify nor will the methadone center on Scott Ave. They may provide
entertainment when the drug pushers, addicts and drunks the City of Tucson has faited to clean out for 20 years pass
out at the Temple of Music Art before a performance or on this project’s door step or at their locked gates.

What was the result of the traffic and parking study for this project? Given the reality of most housing projects
at least one car for each unit needs to be accounted for. The Barrio Viejo Elderly Housing Project currently uses
every inside parking space that was planned for (some that are illegal too) and every outside space on the streets all
the way around the project, The Joesler Demolition Project does not have the parking spaces on the street. The
neighbors around you are already impacted by the City of Tucson’s absence of traffic and parking policies and
planning. The Tucson Convention Center and the Tucson Police Department long ago exempted themselves from
any parking requirements, so the neighborhoods are considered over flow parking for both these city entities. The
Arizona Theater Company has no parking for patrons, volunteers, and their staff. The neighborhood is their over
flow parking as well. The music school at 15" Street and South Stone Avenue does not have any off street parking



and has limited on street. Most days (Mon-Thur.) they can’t park all the parents and students and continually take up
residential parking spaces. When there is a big show at the Convention Center no one wants to pay for parking and
the City of Tucson does provide enough spaces. So people will park at 16th and Stone and walk to the convention
center or will park illegally in business lots so they don’t have to pay for parking. So I am asking who did the
traffic and parking study for this project?

Questions 11-13: The architect for the Joesler Demolition Project has considerable experience and most notably the
Elderly Housing in Barrio Historico. By what means of evaluation did he come up with the plan for a 3-4 story
box in the Armory Park Historic Disirict area and adjacent to the Barrio Historico District? Bid he think
this design was appropriate, sympathetic or compatible to the surrounding properties? Did he or his clients
think the box design and would meet the approval or support of the downtown community?

The design of this box building exhibits no understanding of the historic context of this area of downtown Tucson.
The mternal design shows a clear absence of understanding of the needs of veterans to have open space, light and
air. A closed double loaded residential corridor with elevators that screams institutional setting is not appropriate or

fair to the residents. This design reflects the developers need to jam as many units on this lot to meet the investor’s
economic bottom line.

We have had transitional housing located in historic buildings downtown for some time. The Open End Project had a
shelter for youth on Convent Street in Barrio Historico. They did not need to demolish the 1800’s adobe to make it
work for their needs. They added on to the existing building. Primavera Foundation runs the Five Points Transitional
Housing project. They added on to the existing historic buildings in a compatible and sympathetic way that does not
overshadow their neighbors and is in keeping with the historic neighborhood. They did not need to demolish the
buildings to meet their needs or those of their clients. The 10™ Avenue Adobes which the City of Tucson owned and
neglected ended up being a very successful housing project for low income families and residents, Again they were
not demolished and they were in very poor condition due to. neglect by the City of Tucson before they were
rehabilitated, .

The proposed Compass Housing Joesler Demolition Project will do irreparable damage to the historic fabric of the
downtown histeric districts. The proposed building is incompatible in style, scale, and mass to the surrounding
historic buildings. A little paint and shading is not going to mitigate this box building and its impact The Compass
Affordable Housing box will diminish the historic character of the surrounding neighborhoods. This project is urban
removal just like it oceurred in the 1970 s with all the same excuses just different players. The 106 Compliance
Process for this project is flawed and is window dressing. It is now a developer’s tool to force this project through
the review and compliance process with as little over sight or input from the community as possible.

Thank you for the opportunity to comment,
Sincerely,

Mary Lou Heuett, Archaeologist/ Property Owner
417-319 South Stone Ave/P. O. Box 2324

Tucson, Arizona 85701
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HCDAdmin - downtown motor hotel_design

From: Philipp Neher <philipp@rickjoy.com>

To: "mbeerling@compassaffordablehousing.org"
<mbeerling(@compassaffordablehousing.org>, "mshoemacher@gmail.com"
<mshoemacher@gmail.com>

Date: 11/21/2014 10:28 AM
Subject: downtown motor hotel _design
CC: "HCDAdmin@tucsonaz.gov" <HCDAdmin@tucsonaz.gov>

Attachments: 20141121083127295.pdf

Hello Maryann and Mark,

While your Downtown Motor Hotel project is under governmental review and in public review phase, | would
like to encourage you to reconsider the architectural design. You have signalized to proceed even without the

HUD lcan, therefore further substantial improvements are independent of the outcome of the application
process. :

Here are some thoughts:

- Why do you need a drive-through garage with an entry from Stone Avenue? Could you provide ingress
and egress from the Alley anly? The width of the access street between the two sides of parking spaces
should be wide enough anyway for creating an in-out situation, especially considering the turning radii
required for entering and exiting each parking spot.

You could avoid the garage entry to Stone, which is a completely atypical element in the local
streetscape. If your project was located one site further South or across the street, this would not be
allowed based on historic zoning. Furthermore, you could add quality open space to your project’s most
exposed front instead of an asphalt driveway. Architecturally, you could ground your building by closing
the garage entry — groundedness is one of the principal elements in the local building culture.

- Abig problem of the current design is the massing and the resulting elevations. For example, it is to be
expected that the blunt northern fagade will be the most identifiable face of Armory Park and the Barrio
in view from downtown.

Attached is a quick sketch that takes into consideration the square footage that you have brought
forward, but also shows a massing study that would decrease the perception of size by fragmenting the
volume. By creating open spaces between the volumes, there will be almost only corner units with the
opportunity for natural light from two sides. Thus, you can avoid the unlit and oddly shaped rooms,
increasing lifestyle quality and positive identification by the inhabitants. In my view, these separate
volumes could have different huilding heights, giving you an opportunity to reduce height where
appropriate.

Furthermore, | suggest that you use our climate to your favor and create a shaded outdoor circulation
between the masses instead of the double loaded corridor. All volumes can continue to be efficiently
connected by one spine as in your current design. This would offer naturally lit quality space in front of

file://C:\Users\Rwillia2\AppData\Local\ Temp\XPgrpwise\546F 13B6CHDOM2CSPO210... 11/21/2014
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the apartments, considerably increasing the lifestyle value for the inhabitants.

This kind of massing would reduce the scale of the overall building, it would add open space to the site,
it would increase the quality spatial environment in the common areas and in the units, it would add
access to natural light and vegetation to the living experience and most importantly, with hard work,
you might be able to achieve something that is sensitively placed in its context.

These thoughts are by no way the only direction for improvements, but hopefully foster a fresh mind for the
guestion “What if?".

Further studies could show if these changes encompass downsizing the program. Nevertheless, if | remember
right, 1t was mentioned in one of the previous meetings that a number in the low 30’s was critical to making a
project like this operational. While it would have to be studied if design changes increase your budget, the HUD

funds, if granted, could be used to make the urgently recommended adjustments. Public money for the public
good.

The public discussion continues to confirm that affordable housing options are needed, but it also confirms that
guality thinking is required to implement it into the local urban context, in honoring the neighborhoods that are
at the core of Tucson’s urban identity, Destroying historic heritage while there is an abundance of larger sized

and less expensive open land between Congress Street and 22" does not seem a justifiable path and should not

be supperted by HUD. But whatever will be decided, please apply more inclusive, higher standards to your
thinking.

Sincerely,
Philipp

Fhilipp Neher

Rick Joy Architects | 400 South Rubio Avenue | Tucson, Arizona | 85701 | philipp@rickjoy.com | p +1 520
624 1442 | f+1 520 791 0699
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HCDAdmin - WomanKraft Art Center notes on alleged Downtown Motor Hotel

From:  Womankraft Art <womankraftaz(@yahoo.com>

To: "HCDAdmin@tucsonaz.gov" <HCDAdmin{@tucsonaz.gov>
Date: 11/20/2014 5:12 PM

Subject: WomanKraft Art Center notes on alleged Downtown Motor Hotel

Hello,

This message is coming te you from the core volunteers and members of the WomanKraft Art Center. WomanKraft is located at 388 s, Stone Avenue - directly
across the street from the proposed 44 Unit building.

WomanKraft is a nen-profit art center founded in 1974, We are 100% volunteer run. We have been at our 388 Stone address since 1991,

Our feelings are:

For cne, it's an inappropriate site with an inappropriate building. No parking forethought and description of the rooms is closer to jails cells, as opposed fo
homes. Is this is the best we can do?

We were horrified by the emails sent back and forth between the developer and the Hisleric preservation office and quoted in the Tucson Weekly Article. Did
anyone from HUD read these public records?

The biggest issue for us is WHY is this a done deal? It seems te be finalized, already done in back rooms, when everything is supposed to go through the
neighborhoods. This is the kind of stuff that reeks of graft and bribery when backroom deals are done behind the people.

WomanKraft has spent 40 years in this community making this Historic neighborhood decent, and many other people and homeowners have been working
here long before that! We have no interest in a 4 story building - the only ene in the area we might add, come along and lower value of properties and create
mare parking issues. It is unreasonable to expect less than half of the units to be people without auiomobites. It is unreasonable to the potential renters
survive in rooms with no ventilation.

We would also like to mention we received NO notification at all from the developers with intent or information. We have since sent members to the meetings,
we have personally called and contacted the Historic Preservation Office, and the City Hotline. We contacted Kgun® News in the hopes of expressing the truth
of how Armory Park and Barrio Libre feel about this issue,

We would very much like to urge you to stop this from happening, we encourage a land swap for something that fits better into the aesthetics of our
neighborhood- a moderate two story for another moderate two-story.

Itis aur desire to see Tucson's historic neighborheods well restored and pleasant for visiiors and tourists to enjoy. Having just had our Historic Status
canfirmed, we personally feel the necessity of keeping Tucson's architectural history alive.

Please do not hesitate to call us for further explanation. We would love to express our worries of this tragedy. (520)629-9976.

-Grace Rhyne
Executive Director

WomanKraft Art Center
520) 629-0976
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HCDAdmin - Comments on Downtown Motor Hotel - WomanKraft Art Center

From:  Grace Rhyme <gerhyne.garay(@gmail.com>

To: <HCDAdmin@tucsonaz.gov>

Date: 11/20/2014 5:09 PM

Subject: Comments on Downtown Motor Hotel - WomanKraft Art Center

Hello,

This message is coming to you from the core volunteers and members of the WomanKraft Art Center.
WomanKraft is located at 388 s. Stone Avenue - directly across the street from the proposed 44 Unit
building.

WomanKraft is a non-profit art center founded in 1974. We are 100% volunteer run. We have been at
our 388 Stone address since 1991.

Our feelings are:

For one, it's an inappropriate site with an inappropriate building. No parking forethought and description
of the rooms is closer to jails cells, as opposed to homes. Is this is the best we can do?

We were horrified by the emails sent back and forth between the developer and the Historic preservation
office and quoted in the Tucson Weekly Article. Did anyone from HUD read these public records?

The biggest issue for us is WHY is this a done deal? It seems to be finalized, already done in back
rooms, when everything is supposed to go through the neighborhoods. This is the kind of stuff that reeks
of graft and bribery when backroom deals are done behind the people.

WomanKraft has spent 40 years in this community making this Historic neighborhood decent, and many
other people and homeowners have been working here long before that! We have no interest in a 4 story
building - the only one in the area we might add, come along and lower value of properties and create
more parking issues. It is unreasonable to expect less than half of the units to be people without
automobiles. It is unreasonable to the potential renters survive in rooms with no ventilation.

We would also like to mention we received NO notification at all from the developers with intent or
information. We have since sent members to the meetings, we have personally called and contacted the
Historic Preservation Office, and the City Hotline. We contacted Kgun9 News in the hopes of
expressing the truth of how Armory Park and Barrio Libre feel about this issue.

We would very much like to urge you to stop this from happening, we encourage a land swap for
something that fits better into the aesthetics of our neighborhood- a moderate two story for another
moderate two-story.

It is our desire to see Tucson's historic neighborhoods well restored and pleasant for visitors and tourists
to enjoy. Having just had our Historic Status confirmed, we personally feel the necessity of keeping
Tucson's architectural history alive.

Please do not hesitate to call us for further explanation. We would love to express our worries of this
tragedy. (520)629-9976.

-Grace Rhyne
Executive Director
WomanKraft Art Center
(520) 629-9976
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HCDAdmin - Fwd: Downtown Motor Hotel, Tucson, Arizona - Section 106 Consulting Party

request

From: Demion Clinco <demion.clinco@preservetucson.org>

To: <HCDAdmin{@tucsonaz.gov>

Date: 11/20/2014 3:06 PM

Subject: Fwd: Downtown Motor Hotel, Tucson, Arizona - Section 106 Consulting Party request

Attachments: 106ConsultParty Downtown Motor Hotel. pdf

---------- Forwarded message ----------

From: Demion Clinco <demion.clincol@preservetucson.org=>

Date: Thu, Nov 20, 2014 at 2:42 PM

Subject: Downtown Motor Hotel, Tucson, Arizona - Section 106 Consulting Party request

To: nancy.¢.boone@hud.gov

Cc: James garrison <jgarrison(@azstateparks.gov>, Jim McPherson <jmcphersoniii@gmail.com>,
Zach. R Carter(@hud.gov, Nicole Ewing-Gavin/@tucsonaz.gov, jloichinger@achp.gov, Barbara Pahl
<BPahl@savingplaces.org>

Re: Downtown Motor Hotel; 383 South Stone Ave. Tucson, AZ.

Dear Nancy E. Boone,

Tucson Historic Preservation Foundation is deeply concerned about the proposed Downtown Motor Hotel
Project in Tucson, Arizona and its potential effects on histotic properties. We have not been notified but
understand that consultation has been initiated under Section 106 of the National Historic Preservation Act
(NHPA) for the project. Tucson Historic Preservation Foundation would like to participate actively in the
teview process, as a “consulting party” under Section 106 of the NHPA, pursuant to 36 C.F.R. § 800.2(c)(5).

The Tucson Historic Preservation Foundation, founded 1985, is a 501(c)3 non profit organization dedicated
to preserving and celebrating the distinctive and irreplaceable historic resources of Tucson, Pima County
and Southern Arizona. Tucson Histotic Preservation Foundation has extensive knowledge about this
property and historic and cultural resoutrces in the area.

Because of Tucson Historic Preservation Foundation’s knowledge and concern about the potential adverse
affect of this project on the Downtown Motor Hotel and the adverse effect to both the Armoty Park and
Bartio Historico National Register of Historic Places Distticts, we believe we can provide important
information and a valuable perspective as a consulting party under Section 106. Please include Tucson
Histotic Preservation Foundation in your distribution list for public notices of any meetings, and for the
circulation of any documents for comment.

We are also very concerned about the handling of the section 106 process, the lack of inclusion of consulting parties and highly limited
community participation. The formal letter is attached.
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We look forward to participating as the review and consultation process moves forward for the Downtown
Motor Hotel.

Sincerely,

Demion Clinco
President, Tucson Historic Preservation Foundation
PO Box 40008
Tucson, Arizona 85717

wWwWw.preservetiiicon.org

demion.clinco(@preservetucson.org

file://C:\Users\Rwillia2\AppData\Local\ Temp\XPgrpwise\546E0366 CHDOM2CSPO210...  11/21/2014



bt
TUCSON
HISTORIC
PRESERVATION
FOUNDATION

November 19, 2014

Nancy E. Boone

Federal Preservation Officer

US Department of Housing and Urban Development
Office of Environment and Energy

Environmental Planning Division

451 7th Street SW, Room 7248

Washington, DC 20410

Voice: 202.402.5718

Fax: 202,708.3363

Re: Downtown Motor Hotel; 383 South Stone Ave. Tucson, AZ.

Dear Nancy E. Boone:

Tucson Histotic Preservation Foundation is deeply concerned about the proposed Downtown Motor
Hotel Project in Tucson, Arizona and its potential effects on historic properties. We understand that
consultation has been initiated under Section 106 of the National Histotic Preservation Act (NHPA)
for the project. Tucson Historic Preservation Foundation would like to partcipate actively in the

teview process, as a “consulting party” under Section 106 of the NHPA, pursuant to 36 CF.R. §
800.2(c)(5).

The Tucson Historic Preservation Foundation, founded 1985, is a 501(c)3 non profit organization
dedicated to preserving and celebrating the distinctive and irreplaceable histotic resources of Tucson,
Pima County and Southern Arizona, Tucson Historic Preservation Foundation has extensive
knowledge about this property and historic and cultural resoutces in the atea.

Because of Tucson Historic Preservation Foundation’s knowledge and concern about the potential
adverse affect of this project on the Downtown Motor Hotel and the advetse effect to both the
Armory Park and Barrio Historico National Register of Histotic Places Districts, we believe we can
provide important information and a valuable perspective as a consulting party under Section 106.
Please include Tucson Historic Preservation Foundation in your distribution list for public notices of
any meetings, and for the circulation of any documents for comment.



We look forward to participating as the review and consultation process moves forward for the

Downtown Motor Hotel,

cc:

Sincerely,

Demion Clinco

President

Tucson Histotic Preservation Foundation
PO Box 40008

Tucson, Arizona 85717
WWW.Preserveucon.org
demion.clinco@preservetucson.otg

Advisory Council on Histozic Preservation

State Historic Presetvation Office

City of Tucson - Manager’s Office

National Trust for Historic Preservation--Regional Office
Arizona Preservation Foundation
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HCDAdmin - Approve of Construction of 44 Units at Downtown Motor Lodge Sit

From: Danna Auriana <danna.auriana@yahoo.com>

To: "HCDAdmin{@tucsonaz.gov" <HCDAdmin@tucsonaz.gov>
Date: 11/20/2014 12:25 PM

Subject: Approve of Construction of 44 Units at Downtown Motor Lodge Site

I'would like to see more affordable housing in the downtown area for those with low income to help increase diversity
and improve the culture of the downtown Tucson. | would especially like to see the homeless including Veterans be
given an opportunity to live in the downtown area since most housing there is too expensive for them. | approve the
construction of 44 units of affordable housing at the site of the Downtown Motor Lodge.

file://C:\Users\Rwillia2\AppData\Local\Temp\X Pgrpwise\546DDDCCCHDOM2CSPO2...  11/21/2014



The Barrio Historico Historic District Advisory Board voted ﬁnanimously on November 18, 2014 at a
publicly noticed meeting, "that the demolition of the historic bailding and proposed construction of a four
story building at the Downtowner Motor Lodge site both would cause irreparable damage to the historic
zones". The Board also voted unanimously "that they doubt the legality of the City of Tucson process
regarding this development to date”.

‘The style of the proposed four story building can best be characterized as a generic three stories of wood
frame on top of a parking garage totaling four stories. It possesses no characteristics of Armory Park or
Barrio Historico Historic Districts, nor would anyone ever identify it as related to these historic zones or
even this city. It is a generic three stories of frame stuccco double loaded corridor housing units sitting on
top of a masonry parking garage. It is a case of a developer trying to cram too many apartments on too
small of a site. It is completely out of place having nothing to do with the character of Armory Park (which
is largely one and two story Victorian Territorial style) or the character of Barrio Historico (which is
mostly one story adobe). : '

There are no four story buildings anywhere in Armory Park or in Barrio Historico. The proposed building's
development zone surrounding it (Stone Avenue, 14th Street, Russell Avenue, and 15th Street) contains a
one story Victorian brick house on Stone, two one story Victorian adobes on 15th Street, one one story
brick Victorian guesthouse on Russel Avenue, a six unit one story adobe craftsman bungalow complex on
14th Street and a two story plus attic Victorian brick building beside it on Stone Avenue. Across the Street
west of the site on Stone Avenue are a pair of two story Victorian houses that are actually located in the
Barrio Historic Historic District although they clearly have the character and design of representative of
the Armory Park District.

The Developer of the four story likes to compare the size and height of the proposed building to the historic
Convent on 15th Street and 6th Avenue. The Convent was a religious building and not a residential
building, nor is it in the developer's development zone, nor is it characteristic of Armory Park. The
comparison is also an insult to the architectural character and quality of the historic Convent which is two
stortes high with the first floor made of stone and the second floor made of brick. It has an extremely high
ptiched shingle roof, tall wooden double hung windows split two over two, a classic entry with columns
and pediment, stone stair entry, a generously landscaped front yard, excellent materials and details,

and completely different proportions, rhythm, and character than the proposed four story buildin 2. Equally
obvious the Convent does not sit on top of a garage nor is the entry to the building via an asphalt road. The
only similarity between the two buildings is that they are both large,



Development Services Department Planner Frank Dillon for information on the Downtown Motor Lodge
project. He would provide no informaton except to refer me to the City Preservation Officer Jonathan
Mabry. Jonathan Mabry in response to telephone calls said he had no public records or public files on the
project. His remarks were clearly false and probably illegal, Compass Housing delayed meeting with the
Advisory Board for months but finally agreed to meet with the Advisory Board on September 17. It is
unknown if they were merely patronizing the Advisory Board or if they had learned that the existing
Memorandum of Agreement was invalid.

At the first meeting of the current 106 Process on October 28 neither Jonathan Mabry nor other City staff
‘nor the developer presented a single floor plax, elevation, section, or site plan of the proposed four story
building nor a single floor plan, elevation section, or site plan of the historic building nor its bistory. It
seems a rather odd way to gain public input about a project when such basic information was not provided
to the public. Nor was any clear explanation of 106 process given, nor did the City or the Developer
. explain the previous signed Memorandum of Agreement, nor did they explain that Joriathan Mabry the

- Clity's Preservation Officer had already given the Developer a letter on May 13 giving his finding that there
would be no adverse effect on the Historic Zones if the historic Joesler building was torn down. It should
also be pointed out that again in the current 106 process as with first 106. process the majority of residents
and property owners of Barrio Historico and Armory Park were not notified of the the October 28 meeting
nor presumably of the meeting tonight November 20.
Regarding mitigation of the impacts of this project , the clearest and most appropriate mitigation would be
not 1o build the four story building and fo restore the historic Joesler building for housing for low income
people, the stated mission of the non-profit part of the non-profit for-profit developers involved in this
project. Restoring the historic building would meet the aim of providing housing for low income people,
and remove f.hc negative impact of the four story incompatible building.

A second means of mitigating the impact of the four story building would be to move it to a non historic
area of the downtown such as the property on owned by the City of Tucson on Toole Avenue north of the
Transit Center. If the City were to provide that land the developer could sell or exchange the Downtown
Motor Lodge site. It has also been suggested that the developer consider locating the project near the
Mercado on West Congress again selling their Motor Lodge site. At a public meeting with the City staff at
the main library last month these ideas were clearly expressed and supported by historic zone residents. On
Gctober 28 it became apparent thai City staff had not explored those ideas. Nor had the developer The
developer has expressed a fear of losing their funding, however if the very real negative impacts of the
project are to be mitigated they need to bring their funding sources into the process and be prepared to
change the project. This could include rehabilitating the historic building or moving the project. Likewise if
the City of Tucson is serious about mitigating the negative impacts of the four story building on the historic
zones they need to correct their past behavior, operate in 2 transparent manner, comply with state and
federal law, and recognize the validity of the concerns and recommendations of the historic zone residents.

At a meeting of the Tucson Pima County Historical Commission on Tuesday October 18 regarding this
project, residents of the Historic Districts made the same objections to the project outlined above. The
developer made a power point presentation that never showed the building in context, never showed the
four story building's neighbors. This project clearly has been based to date on too many units (44) for this
site, a non transparent process, and attempts to pull the wool over the eyes of the historic zone residents and
possibly others. In this process they have been aided by sorme City staff. If the meeting tonight November
20 is merely a repeat of the developer's power point presentation of their out of scale four story building, no
plans, sections, elevations of the historic building or the four story building, no acknowledgement that the
proposed building is clearly damaging to the historic zones, then process is clearly a frand and HUD and
the Arizona State Housing Office should take note of this, intervene, and condition their funding.

Jody Gibbs, Architect

Co-chair person

Barrio Historico Historic District Advisory Board
i.gibbsarchitect@ gmail com 520 878 8740




November 18, 2014

Comments on the Section 106 review for the Downtowner Motel at 383 S. Stone Ave. Tucson,
Arizona

To Whom It May Concern:

The Section 106 regulations require Federal agencies to seek and consider the public's views at every
stage of the review process according to the National Historic Preservation Act. According to the
information given out at the October 28, 2014 meeting, the purpose of the meeting was to gather
information from the public for the Section 106 review. At the October 28, 2014 meeting and also at
the previous meeting I attended there was not a final plan available to review. The previous meeting
had four plans on presentation boards and in handouts but the four plans were all different designs and
I was told the the final plan had not been chosen. However, according to an October 8, 2014 email by
the SPHO architect Bob Frankeberger, the Section 106 process is complete and the MOA is finished so
my question is how can the City of Tucson and AzSPHO complete the Section 106 process before a
meeting to gather information from the public is finished? This appears to be a violation of Section
106 guidelines.

I checked on the City of Tucson Planning and Development Services website the day after the meeting
and found a development plan that had been reviewed and was only waiting on a landscape change
before the plans were approved. The building itself was already approved. I would like to know how
the plans can be reviewed and almost approved yet not be available at the Section 106 meetings.

Comments on the adverse effects of this project

1} The physical destruction of about 90% of the Downtowner Motel will be the major adverse
effect of this historical property and the surrounding historical properties. This property is a
mid-twentieth century example of a motor court development near downtown Tucson, designed
by eminent Tucson architect Josias Joesler. Saving only the front part of the building and the
sign and erecting a four story structure behind it will overwhelm and destroy any integrity of the
small amount of the building that will not be demolished.

2) The planned alteration of the building and site is inconsistent with the Secretary of the Interior's
Standards for the Treatment of Historic Properties. The four story addition is not in scale with
the portion of the one story building that will be saved. Comments made by the developer and
the SHPO's arctitect about the changes that were made to the existing building in the 1950's that
they claim destroyed the historic value of the building are incorrect and easily removed (such as
the filling in of the northwest corner structure). The Secretary's Standards recommend
“Designing a new addition so that its size and scale in relation to the historic building are out of
proportion, thus diminishing the historic character” and to not design a new addition so that its
size and scale in relation to the historic building are out of proportion, thus diminishing the
historic character,

3) The planned four story addition is incompatible with the front part of the building and with the
historic structures surrounding the site. The four story addition will overwhelm the front part of
the existing building and will tower over the adjacent historic two story building to the south



and the historic one story building to the northeast. Once again, the Secretaries Standards state
that the design of a new addition should be take into consideration the appearance of other
buildings in the historic district and neighborhood and be compatible in terms of mass to these
surrounding buildings.

4} Neglect and deterioration. The City of Tucson is complicit in the neglect of this building and
subsequent deterioration. Complaints have been made about this property in the past and the
City of Tucson did nothing to enforce the existing regulations on maintaining a rental building
and now supports using federal monies to demolish a historic structure. I can not believe that
retaining ten percent of the existing building will meet National Register criteria, maybe for the

sign but the City is good at restoring signs and putting up plaques to say what historic building
sat on this site.

Sincerely,

William Balak
708 S. Rubio Avenue

Tucson, Arizona 85701



SUBJECT: DOWNTOWN MOTOR LODGE
PUBLIC MEETING NOTICE

DATE: WEDNESDAY, NOVEMBER 19, 2014

I am writing this letter regarding the construction of a 44-unit affordable housing project
at 383 S. Stone Ave., Tucson, AZ known as the Downtown Motor Lodge.

This project is much needed to provide affordable housing for Veterans and low income
persons that work in the downtown area. It has been designed to provide access to
public transportation and amenities that support a walkable lifestyle, and is conveniently
located to shopping, schools, health care, public services and worship services. The
project will offer tenants the use of a library, computer room, private outdoor areas,
secured parking and bicycle storage. All of this is important to low income persons that
work downtown.

This project has also been designed with energy efficient features that will contribute to
the long-term sustainability of the project.

With respect to the historic district, the construction will remove a blighted structure that
diminishes the quality and character of the neighborhood but will preserve the two front
buildings along South Stone Avenue along with the vintage street sign. This property
has been an eyesore and an attractive nuisance for vandals. By undertaking a
respectful approach to the project, the vibrancy of the neighborhood will be enhanced.

| strongly support this project and encourage the full support of the City of Tucson as
the responsible entity awarding federal funds.

If you have any questions or need any additional information, please feel free to contact
me at 520-307-2654.

Jeanne V. Shaw
9581 E. Via del Sol Feliz
Tucson AZ 85748
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HCDAdmin - Section 106 Process - Downtown Motor Lodge, 383 S. Stone Avenue, Tucson
Arizona

From:  Jody Gibbs <j.gibbsarchitect@gmail.com>
To: HCDAdmin HCDAdmin <HCDAdmin@tucsonaz.gov>
Date: 11/20/2014 3:28 AM

Subjeet: Section 106 Process - Downtown Motor Lodge, 383 S. Stone Avenue, Tucson Arizona

The Barrio Historico Historic District Advisory Board voted unanimously on November 18, 2014 at a
publicly noticed meeting, "that the demolition of the historic building and proposed construction of a
four story building at the Downtowner Motor Lodge site both would cause irreparable damage to the
historic zones". The Board also voted unanimously "that they doubt the legality of the City of Tucson
process regarding this development to date".

The style of the proposed four story building can best be characterized as a generic three stories of wood
frame on top of a parking garage totaling four stories. It possesses no characteristics of Armory Park or
Barrio Historico Historic Districts, nor would anyone ever identify it as related to these historic zones or
even this city. It is a generic three stories of frame stuccco double loaded corridor housing units sitting
on top of a masonry parking garage. It is a case of a developer trying to cram too many apartments on
too small of a site. It is completely out of place having nothing to do with the character of Armory Park
(which is largely one and two story Victorian Territorial style) or the character of Barrio Historico
(which is mostly one story adobe).

There are no four story buildings anywhere in Armory Park or in Barrio Historico. The proposed
building's development zone surrounding it (Stone Avenue, 14th Street, Russell Avenue, and 15th
Street) contains a one story Victorian brick house on Stone, two one story Victorian adobes on 15th
Street, one one story brick Victorian guesthouse on Russel Avenue, a six unit one story adobe craftsman
bungalow complex on 14th Street and a two story plus attic Victorian brick building beside it on Stone
Avenue. Across the Street west of the site on Stone Avenue are a pair of two story Victorian houses that
are actually located in the Barrio Historic Historic District although they clearly have the character and
design of representative of the Armory Park District.

The Developer of the four story likes to compare the size and height of the proposed building to the
historic Convent on 15th Street and 6th Avenue. The Convent was a religious building and not a
residential building, nor is it in the developer's development zone, nor is it characteristic of Armory
Park. The comparison is also an insult to the architectural character and quality of the historic Convent
which is two stories high with the first floor made of stone and the second floor made of brick. It has an
extremely high ptiched shingle roof, tall wooden double hung windows split two over two, a classic
entry with columns and pediment, stone stair entry, a generously landscaped front yard, excellent
materials and details, and completely different proportions, rhythm, and character than the proposed four
story building. Equally obvious the Convent does not sit on top of a garage nor is the entry to the
building via an asphalt road. The only similarity between the two buildings is that they are both large.

Evaluating the impact of the proposed four story building on the Armory Park and Barrio Historico
Historic Districts is not merely a question of size. The criteria are numerous. They are clearly spelled out
by the Secretary of the Interior and are listed in the City Code pertaining to Historic Zones. The Barrio
Historico Historic District Advisory Board evaluated the proposed four story building by those criteria
and found it completely inappropriate as indicated in the minutes of the Board's publicly noticed
meeting of September 17, 2014 on record at the City Clerk's office quoted below.
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"Mary Ann Beerling of Compass Affordable Housing Inc and Mark Shoemacher of Bethel Development
made a fifteen minute presentation

of Compass Affordable Housing Inc's proposal for the Downtowner Motel site on Stone Avenue
including a computer generated illustration showing the proposed building and its surrounding
historically zoned neighbors. The site is surrounded by Armory Park Historic Zone on the north, east,
and south and by the Barrio Historico Historic Zone on the west.

The Advisory Board evaluated the project per Unified Development Code section 5.8.5 and the criteria
found in section 5.8.6.

Bob Vint said the proposal was too much building on too little a site. Anne Hazen said she was from a
military family. She said many veterans suffer from PTSD and need quiet private balconies and open
green space which the proposal lacks. Mary Lou Heuett said the majority of the Advisory Board's
members worked for three years to develop the low income elderly housing in the historic zone at 18th
and Convent and that the problem was the proposed building not its proposed low income tenants. Bob
Vint moved and Anne Hazen seconded that the Mayor and Council and the Planning Director be
informed that the proposed building is not compatible with its surrounding historically zoned neighbors
in height,street scape, setbacks, site utilization, roof type, exterior wall materials, proportions,
projections and recessions, doors, windows, rhythm, building form, and details, and that more public
meetings should be held to allow more discussion".

I have also read the February 13, 2014 thirteen page "Capital Needs Assessment” prepared by Acanthus
Architecture & Planning, PC for Bethel Development Inc in order to justify the demolition of the
historic Downtown Motor Lodge. The report in biased, misleading, and inadequate to justify demolition
of he historic building.

1) The report identifies the rear of the property as an alley. The rear street is actually Russel Avenue,

2) The report says the property is not registered as historic. It is indeed a listed property.

3) The report is based upon the future use of the property as a motel. The future use of the historic
building for this developer would be low income housing 4) The cost estimates made in the report are
made on "general knowledge" without competitive estimates from contractors.

5) For unexplained reasons the report suggests a future use of 44 units on this half acre site.

6) The report incorrectly says there is inadequate parking in the historic building's current configuration.
Actually the existing building could be easily remodeled into approximately twenty eight single room
units, or fifteen one bedroom units, or eight two bedroom units The site currently has eight parking units
off Russell Avenue. One parking space per unit in more than sufficient in the case of eight low
income.two bedroom units. For a larger number of low income units a parking variance can be obtained.
This is completely consistent with low income historic hotel/motel/apartment parking standards used in
Tucson such as the Coronado Hotel on 4th Avenue at the underpass which is supported by the City of
‘Tuecson for low income residents.

7) The report suggests there is no room for ramps into the ground floor units, Actually the reuse of the
historic building for low income housing would likely only have parking in the existing eight garages at
the rear off Russell Avenue. And the existing large asphalt central area would be converted into a green
area with trees and plants. There would be no problem in adapting the historic building to ADA.
requirements. Approximately 80% of the units of any size (single room, one bedroom, or two bedroom)
would be on the ground floor.

8) The report says the current doors are 30" wide. They can easily be widened to 36" where necessary
without compromising the integrity of the historic building.

9) The report suggests questional structural condition in the existing historic building. The building is of
brick construction and wood frame interior partitions and wood roof framing. The brick and the concrete
foundations show no sign of structural damage.

10) The report states the repair of the existing building is cost prohibitive. Actually the wood can be
easily replaced where necessary. There is considerable cost savings in the existing foundations, brick
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masonry, concrete slabs, and the largely one story design of the building. In my opinion, based on fifty
years of architecture and construction, it is quite feasible to repair the existing historic building,

11) The report appears to be deliberately biased and predetermined to recommend demolition of the
historic building and construction of a four story 44 unit building.

12) The report provided is inadequate to justify demolition of the historic on the basis of cost or useful
life.

The developer has never discussed or recognized the historic importance of the existing building The
building was designed by noted Tucson Architect Josiah Joesler in 1941 at a time when Tucson had a
population of less than 48,000 people. Stone Avenue was the main highway between Nogales from the
south and El Paso from the east to Phoenix to the north. The building represents the auto-centric basis of
Tucson's development. [t also marks the end of regional design for Joesler and a city turning to a
"modern design” and away from Mexican regional architecture. The year 1941 is the year of U.S. entry
into the second war after more than a decade of depression. It is a period when Tucson had been
subjected to two decades of Hollywood film and national radio. The train would still be important
during the war years, but the era of national highways and massive dependency on (and control of urban
form by) the automobile will soon arrive. Mass homogenous suburbanization of Tucson and other
western American "cities” would some arrive complete with interstate highways, urban sprawl of
endless FHA housing, and strip vehicular oriented shopping along Broadway, Speedway, Grant, and
Twenty-Second Street. Joesler's building marks the end of the era when downtown was still alive. The
decline and largely abandonment of the downtown will begin with the end of the war in 1945. Tucson
appears to have always had a cultural inferiority complex that lead it to destroy its past. Destroying the
Downtown Motor Lodge by Josiah Joesler and replacing it with a bland four story generic four story
frame stucco building (a building that really could be located anywhere in the U.S.) would be typical of
Tucson trying "to keep up with Kansas City" , trailing after Phoenix while denying it all the while,
thinking that the "Dwell Magazine aesthetic" is really where is at, and seriously degrading two more
historic neighborhoods as they have recently done with recent similar buildings such as the five story
frame and stucco apartments called "the district" in the West University Historic District, the four story
frame and stucco apartments called "the Junction" in the Iron Horse Historic Neighborhood, and the
generic fourteen towers at Speedway and Tyndall built in the backyards of one story historic bungalow
houses on the east side of Euclid also in the West University Neighborhood. Such a cultural inferiority
complex played a major role in Tucson's urban renewal decision to destroy the main Mexican Barrio "La
Calle", replacing it with the Tucson Convention Center which was DOA (dead on arrival) but "up to
date with Kansas City". Possibly Tucson would like to forget that Joesler drank himself to death in a
downtown hotel or perhaps they never knew. The City government apparently think the tourists would
rather see the four story frame stucco building building not not a brick building by Joesler just as they
thought the tourists would rather see the Tucson Convention Center not the Mexican Barrio "La Calle".
Apparently "new and big" are still cultural objectives. Joesler's Downtown Motor Lodge is a unique part
of our history and clearly can be made into useful housing.

The Barrio Historico Historic District Advisory Board also wishes to point out the lack of transparency
in the planning of this project and its 106 Process. The existing and apparently invalid 106 Review was
done with no notice to any residents and property owners in the Barrio Historico Historico District and
no notice to the majority of property owners and residents in the Armory Park Historic District. Both the
Developer and the City failed to notify and involve impacted groups and still haven't in any meaningful
way. The demolition of the historic Joesler building and the construction of the four story building will
irreparably damage all residents in both Historic Districts and others in Tucson who care about the City's
history and historic buildings. The previous non- noticed and largely unknown 106 process was
determined invalid by HUD because the developer was not the " responsible entity" , when apparently
the City of Tucson is. Hence the current 106 Review is being done by the City of Tucson to correct the
previous error identified by HUD. But the objective appears to be the same namely to destroy the
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historic Joesler building and build the four story building. Because the first 106 process was invalid the
first Memorandum of Agreement between the State Historic Preservation Office and the Developer was
also invalid. The signed but currently invalid Memorandum of Agreement gave the Developer the right
to destroy the historic building and to construct the four story building. Permission was given to the
Developer by the Arizona State Historic Preservation Office (SHPO). On May 13 the City's Historic
Preservation Officer Jonathan Mabry wrote a letter to the developer stating that he found that the
demolition of the historic building caused no adverse effect on the historic zones. He did this with no
input from or notice to the residents of the historic district. The developer signed the Memorandum on
July 28. The SHPO signed the Memorandum on August 8. The State Historic Preservation Office said
the new building was "in scale" with is surrounding historic neighbors and would cause no adverse
effect. The City, the developer, and SHPO agreed but in a closed non transparent non public process.

I wish to draw your attention the Minutes of the September 10 meeting of the Barrio Historico Historic
District Advisory Board which are on public record at the City Clerk's office. Those minutes regarding
the Downtown Motor Lodge read as follows, "despite repeated requests to the City staff ( including
Planning and Development Services Department staff Frank Dillon and Jonathan Mabry on the
Downtown Motor Lodge for over three months no information has been provided".

During the previous three months I had made FOIA and Arizona Public Records to City Planning and
Development Services Department Planner Frank Dillon for information on the Downtown Motor
Lodge project. He would provide no informaton except to refer me to the City Preservation Officer
Jonathan Mabry. Jonathan Mabry in response to telephone calls said he had no public records or public
files on the project. His remarks were clearly false and probably illegal. Compass Housing delayed
meeting with the Advisory Board for months but finally agreed to meet with the Advisory Board on
September 17. It is unknown if they were merely patronizing the Advisory Board or if they had learned
that the existing Memorandum of Agreement was invalid.

At the first meeting of the current 106 Process on October 28 neither Jonathan Mabry nor other City
staff nor the developer presented a single floor plan, elevation, section, or site plan of the proposed four
story building nor a single floor plan, elevation.section, or site plan of the historic building nor its
history. It seems a rather odd way to gain public input about a project when such basic information was
not provided to the public. Nor was any clear explanation of 106 process given, nor did the City or the
Developer explain the previous signed Memorandum of Agreement, nor did they explain that Jonathan
Mabry the City's Preservation Officer had already given the Developer a letter on May 13 giving his
finding that there would be no adverse effect on the Historic Zones if the historic Joesler building was
torn down. It should also be pointed out that again in the current 106 process as with first 106 process
the majority of residents and property owners of Barrio Historico and Armory Park were not notified of
the the October 28 meeting nor presumably of the meeting tonight November 20,

Regarding mitigation of the impacts of this project , the clearest and most appropriate mitigation would
be not to build the four story building and to restore the historic Joesler building for housing for low
income people, the stated mission of the non-profit part of the non-profit for-profit developers involved
in this project. Restoring the historic building would meet the aim of providing housing for low income
people, and remove the negative impact of the four story incompatible building.

A second means of mitigating the impact of the four story building would be to move it to a non historic
area of the downtown such as the property on owned by the City of Tucson on Toole Avenue north of
the Transit Center. If the City were to provide that land the developer could sell or exchange the
Downtown Motor Lodge site. It has also been suggested that the developer consider locating the project
near the Mercado on West Congress again selling their Motor Lodge site. At a public meeting with the
City staff at the main library last month these ideas were clearly expressed and supported by historic
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zone residents. On October 28 it became apparent that City staff had not explored those ideas. Nor had
the developer. The developer has expressed a fear of losing their funding, however if the very real
negative impacts of the project are to be mitigated they need to bring their funding sources into the
process and be prepared to change the project. This could include rehabilitating the historic building or
moving the project. Likewise if the City of Tucson is serious about mitigating the negative impacts of
the four story building on the historic zones they need to correct their past behavior, operate in a

transparent manner, comply with state and federal law, and recognize the validity of the concerns and
recommendations of the historic zone residents.

At a meeting of the Tucson Pima County Historical Commission on Tuesday October 18 regarding this
project, residents of the Historic Districts made the same objections to the project outlined above. The
developer made a power point presentation that never showed the building in context, never showed the
four story building's neighbors. This project clearly has been based to date on too many units (44) for
this site, a non transparent process, and attempts to pull the wool over the eyes of the historic zone
residents and possibly others. In this process they have been aided by some City staff. If the meeting
tonight November 20 is merely a repeat of the developer's power point presentation of their out of scale
four story building, no plans, sections, elevations of the historic building or the four story building, no
acknowledgement that the proposed building is clearly damaging to the historic zones, then process is

clearly a fraud and HUD and the Arizona State Housing Office should take note of this, intervene, and
condition their funding.

Jody Gibbs, Architect

Co-chair person

Barrio Historico Historic District Advisory Board
].gibbsarchitect@gmail.com

520 878 8740
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From: Elaine M Paul <empaul38@gmail.com>
To: <HCDAdmin@tucsonaz.gov>

Date: 11/20/2014 8:18 AM

Subject: Downtown Motor Motel

After attending a meeting with interested parties and viewing the proposed design for this project my
reaction is we as a community can do better and the people this project is suppose to serve deserve
better.

My family and | have been residents of Barrio Viejo for 35 years and have watched and participated in the
development of two very successful projects designed to serve low income residents in our neighborhood.
Both Hope 6 and Lalo Guerero Elderly Housing are successful in part because of their thoughtful design.
They both provided light . open space and a design that fits into the neighborhood and therefore makes
their residents feel like part of our neighborhood.

This project does none of those things , this is essentially warehousing people , a concept | thought we
had long ago dismissed . We are left as a community with this awful solution because this project does
not work on this piece of land . It is simply too small. It is not economically feasible for the developer to go
smaller and as a result of that reality the under served are again victimized.

We have to do better than this. The only people who will benefit from this project moving forward are the
developers .Our community , all of our community including the underserved deserve better.

Elaine Paul



November 19, 2014

Ms. Mary Ann Beerling
Housing Praject Downtown for Low-Income and Veterans

Dear Ms. Beerling —

On behalf of the Barrio Viejo Neighborhood Association, we would like to present
this letter of support for this project. We think it is a wonderful project and we
wish you success.  Pedro Gonzales, President of Barrio Viejo Neighborhood
Association, is submitting approval of the project as follows —

- we support low-income families and veterans living in the neighborhood
and downtown

- we have had an on-going concern of the gentrification in the area and
seek to have a balance of affordability in housing

- gentrification has forced many of our multi-generational families away
from the barrios, and hopefully there will be more housing opportunities
in the area to allow more families to move back to the place of their
roots

We look forward to this project moving forward and we welcome you and your
residents to the neighborhood.

Sincerely,

]
PN, .
At i, U A ovpile/ ( 54;&@2,5,,2?@»;{%}
i

Letiéia Gonzales, Board Member
Barrio Viejo Neighborheod Association
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Bawrio- Saonto Ritw - West Ochoor

November 20, 2014

Ms. Mary Ann Beerling

Re: Downtown Motor Ladge: Section 106 Process

Dear Ms. Beerling —

Barrio Santa Rita Park — West Ochoa nelghborhood association has approved the low-income housing as
presented at the City of Tucson public hearing October 29, 2014.

As reported at the last public hearing on this project, we welcome the oppertunity for low-income and
veterans’ housing in this area, which supports the City goal of @ downtown for everytody.

It is excitedly to learn this project for low-inceme and veterans will be a part of the downtown
revitalization that is accurring.

Hundreds of residents were displaced with the Urban Renewal project many years ago and it is not
forgotten. This project is most welcomed and appreciated by Barrio Sants Rita = West Ochoa, and we
wish you a successfid project.  We look forward to a ground-breaking of celebration.
Sincerely,
¢ P v T
o Lo
¢ .
Angela M. Quiroz, President
Barrio Santa Rita — West Qchoa

Copy io: Mr. Albert Elias,

Ms. Martha Durkin, interim City Manager
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HCDAdmin - Downtown Motor Apartments

¥rom:  charlotte keller <chark60{@yahoo.com>

To: "HCDAdmin@tucsonaz.gov" <HCDAdmin@tucsonaz.gov>
Date: 11/28/2014 1:25 PM

Subject: Downtown Motor Apartments

On Nov 20 I attended the public meeting regarding the Downtown Motor
Apartments project. I wanted to Tearn about the Section 106 process and
determine what the possible "adverse effects" of taking a long time empty and
derelict property in a non-Historic, commercially zoned area and converting
it into desperately needed low income housing would be.

I understand that the 10/28 meeting was for interested parties to express
their concerns and that the 11/20 meeting was for CAH to respond to these
concerns. They most certainly did that in a very clear manner. Their Power
Point presentation clearly showed that they had taken many steps to improve
the project in the areas brought up in the 10/28 meeting. It is a 1000%
improvement over what is currently there and improves a neighborhood that
currently houses a drive-through 1iquor store!

It became increasingly clear to me that nothing would satisfy the few
vociferous opponents other than reverting the units to their original "motor
court" type appearance, which is no Tonger reflective of the original Joesler
buildings. I feel that the meeting would have benefitted from staying
focused on the issue of the response to the concerns, fulfillment of 106
requirements and not allowing a few people to basically set their own non
productive agenda of basically trashing every asgect of the project.
Comparing this project to the demolition of the barrio (a vibrant, occupied
neighborhood) for the Convention Center was Tudicrous. Reading a poorly
wr%tten and researched student article in the Tucson weekly was agso not
relevant.

The project neighborhood is commercially zoned and not historic and the
current structures are a dangerous eyesore. CAH has followed all
requirements and gone above and beyond eliminating any perceived "adverse
effects"”. CAH needs and deserves to receive the Federal Funds that would
allow the project to be even better.

CAH has a wonderful track record of what they can do as shown by the
Glenstone village compiex. Allowing a very few disgruntled people (out of a
community of thousands) to continue to badger and delay this much needed
housing is really not in anyone's best interests, especially those who need
hou51n% so badly. Those very few people against it are only representing

v

themselves and cannot speak for whole neighborhoods. They will NEVER be
satisfied.

I cannot see that more meetings are in any way needed or useful and the
process has reached Section 106 Consultation step #4 where adverse effects
have been resolved. Please approve the funding soon and allow CAH to start
building the best possible housing for those in need.

Charlotte Keller o
CAH Board Member citizen and concerned citizen of Tucson
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HCDAdmin - downtown motor hotel_design

£ ]

From: Philipp Neher <philipp@rickjoy.com>

To: "mbeerling{@compassaffordablehousing.org” <mbeerling(@compassaffordablehou...
Date: 11/21/2014 10:28 AM

Subject; downtown motor hotel design

Ce: "HCDAdmin@tucsonaz.gov" <HCDAdmin@tucsonaz.gov>

Attachments: 20141121083127295.pdf

Hello Maryann and Mark,

While your Downtown Motor Hotel project is under governmental review and in public review phase, | would
like to encourage you to reconsider the architectural design. You have signalized to proceed even without the
HUD loan, therefore further substantial improvements are independent of the outcome of the application
process.

Here are some thoughts:

- Why do you need a drive-through garage with an entry from Stone Avenue? Could you provide
ingress and egress from the Alley only? The width of the access street between the two sides of
parking spaces should be wide enough anyway for creating an in-out situation, especially considering
the turning radii required for entering and exiting each parking spot.

You could avoid the garage entry to Stone, which is a completely atypical element in the local
streetscape. If your project was located one site further South or across the street, this would not be
allowed based on historic zoning. Furthermore, you could add quality open space to your project’s
mast exposed front instead of an asphalt driveway. Architecturally, you could ground your building by
closing the garage entry - groundedness is one of the principal elements in the local building culture.

- Abig problem of the current design is the massing and the resulting elevations. For example, it is to
be expected that the blunt northern facade will be the most identifiable face of Armory Park and the
Barrio in view from downtown.

Attached is a quick sketch that takes into consideration the square footage that you have brought
forward, but also shows a massing study that would decrease the perception of size by fragmenting
the volume. By creating open spaces between the volumes, there will be almost only corner units
with the opportunity for natural light from two sides. Thus, you can aveid the unlit and oddly shaped
rooms, increasing lifestyle quality and positive identification by the inhabitants. In my view, these
separate volumes could have different building heights, giving you an opportunity to reduce height
where appropriate.

Furthermore, | suggest that you use our climate to your favor and create a shaded outdoor circulation

between the masses instead of the double loaded corridor. All volumes can continue to be efficiently
connected by one spine as in your current design. This would offer naturally lit quality space in front
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HCDAdmin - Downtown Motor Hotel

1

From: Jim Cox <jefrancisdesign@gmail.com>
To: <HCDAdmin@tucsonaz.gov>

Date: 12/02/2014 7:57 PM

Subject: Downtown Motor Hotel

To whom it may concern.

Please reconsider the intended development of the DMH property. As a longtime resident of Barrio
Viejo and downtown, 1 have grave concerns about the architectural, historical, and human impacts the
proposed plan will have. Destroying a structure designed by Tucson's preeminent architect and
replacing it with a shoebox that packs people in at a higher density than the Pima County jail makes
no sense whatsoever, mostly on a humanitarian basis. [ am not opposed to low income housing in the
neighborhood, but it must respect the dignity of the people who will live there, as well as the dignity
and historical significance of the community it is placed in.

Thank you for your attention,

James Cox,
J&E Francis Design
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BArvio Santa Rita Park — West Ochoa

December 1, 2014

Ms. Maryann Beerling
Compass Affordable Housing
2835 N. Stone Ave.

Tucson, AZ 85705

Re:  Downtown Motor Lodge: Section 106 Process
Dear Ms. Beerling —

Barrio Santa Rita Park — West Ochoa neighborhood association has approved the low-
income housing as presented by Compass Affordable Housing.

As reported at the October 28 public hearing held on this project, we welcome and
support the opportunity for low-income and veterans’ housing in our barrios. We were

excited when we learned of the project.  We support low-income housing in our barrios.

Barrio Santa Rita Park — West Ochoa wishes you a successful project and we look
forward to your ground-breaking celebration.

Sincerely,
Angela (Angie) M. Quiroz, President
Barrio Santa Rita — West Ochoa

Copy to: Ms. Martha Durkin, City Manager — Interim
Mr. Albert Elias, Assistant City Manager
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CityManager - Fwd: Section 106 Process - Downtown Motor Lodge, 383 S. Stone Avenue, Tucson
Arizona

From:  Jody Gibbs <j.gibbsarchitect@gmail.com>

To; <mayorl@tucsonaz.gov>, <ward@tucsonaz.gov>, <ward2@tucsonaz.gov>,
<ann.charles@tucsonaz.gov>, <ward3@tucsonaz.gov>, <ward4{@tucsonaz.gov>,
<renee.sowards@tucsonaz, gov>, <ward5@tucsonaz.gov=>, <ward6@tucsonaz.gov>,
<citymanager@tucsonaz.gov>, <albert.elias@tucsonaz.gov>

Date: 11/20/2014 1:23 PM

Subject: Fwd: Section 106 Process - Downtown Motor Lodge, 383 S. Stone Avenue, Tucson Arizona

o I

---------- Forwarded message ----------
I'rom: Jody Gibbs <ji.gibbsarchitect@amail.com>
Date: Thu, Nov 20, 2014 at 3:28 AM
Subject: Section 106 Process - Downtown Motor Lodge, 383 S, Stone Avenue, Tucson Arizona

To: HCDAdmin HCDAdmin <HC] JAdmin@tucsonaz.gov>

The Barrio Historico Historic District Advisory Board voted unanimously on November 18,2014 ata
publicly noticed meeting, “that the demolition of the historic building and proposed construction of &
four story building at the Downtowner Motor Lodge site both would cause irreparable damage to the
historic zones". The Board also voted unenimously "that they doubt the legality of the City of Tucson
process regarding this development to date".

The style of the proposed four story building can best be characterized as a generic three stories of wood
frame on top of a parking garage totaling four stories, It possesses no characteristics of Armory Park or
Barrio Historico Historic Districts, nor would anyone ever identity it as related to these historic zones or
even this city. It is a generic three stories of frame stucceo double loaded corridor housing units sitting
on top of a masonry parking garage. It is a case of a developer trying to cram too many apartments on
too small of a site. It is completely out of place having nothing to do with the character of Armory Park
(which is largely one and two story Victorian Tersitorial style) or the character of Barrio Historico
(which is mostly one story adobe).

There are no four story buildings anywhere in Armory Park or in Barrio Historico. The proposed
building's development zone swrrounding it (Stone Averue, 14th Street, Russell Avenue, and 15th
Street) contains a one story Victorian brick house on Stone, two one story Victorian adabes on 15th
Street, one one story brick Victorian guesthouse on Russel Avenue, a six unit one story adobe crafisman
bungalow complex on 14th Street and a two story plus aitic Victorian brick building beside it on Stone
Avenue, Across the Street west of the site on Stone Avenue are a pair of two story Victorian houses that

are actually located in the Bartic Historic Historic District although they clearly have the character and
design of representative of the Armory Park District.

The Developer of the four story likes to compare the size and height of the proposed building to the
historic Convent on 15th Street and 6th Avenue. The Convent was a religious building and not a
residential building, nor is it in the developer's development zore, nor is it characteristic of Armory
Park. The comparison is also an insult to the architectural character and quality of the historic Convent
which is two stories high with the first floor made of stone and the second floor made of brick. It has an
extremely high ptiched shingle roof, tall wooden double hung windows split two over two, a classic
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entry with columns and pediment, stone stair entry, a generously landscaped front yard, excellent

materials and details, and completely different proportions, rhythm, and character than the proposed four

story building, Equaily obvious the Convent does not sit on top of a garage nor is the entry to the
‘building via ar. asphalt road. The only similarity between the two buildings is that they are both large.

Evaluating the impact of the proposed four story building on the Armory Park and Barrio Historico
Historic Districts is not merely a question of size, The criteria are numerous, They are clearly spelled out
by the Secretary of the Interior and are listed in the City Code pertaining to Historic Zones. The Barric
Historico Historic District Advisory Board evaluated the proposed four story building by those criteria
and found it completely inappropriate as indicated in the minutes of the Board's publicly noticed
meeting of September 17, 2014 on record at the City Clerk’s office quoted below,

"Mary Ann Beerling of Compass Affordable Housing Ine and Mark Shoemacher of Bethel Development
made a fifteen minute presentation

of Compass Affordable Housing Inc's proposal for the Downtowner Motel site on Stone Avenue
including a computer generated illustration showing the proposed building and its surrounding
historically zoned neighbors, The site is surrounded by Armory Park Historic Zone on the north, east,
and south and by the Barrio Historico Historic Zone on the west.

The Advisory Board evaluated the project per Unified Development Code section 5.8.5 and the criteria
found in section 5.8.6.

Bob Vint said the proposal was too much building on too little a site. Anne Hazen said she was from a
military family. She said many veterans suffer from PTSD and need quiet private balconies and open
green space which the proposal lacks. Mary Lou Heuett said the majority of the Advisory Board's
members worked for three years to develop the low income elderly housing in the historic zone at 18th
and Convent and that the problem was the proposed building not its proposed low income tenants. Bob
Vint moved and Anne Hazen scconded that the Mayor and Council and the Planning Director be
informed that the proposed building is not compatible with its surrounding historically zoned neighbors
in height,street scape, setbacks, site utilization, roof type, extetior wall materials, proportions,
projections and recessions, doors, windows, rhythn, building form, and details, and that more public
meetings should be held to allow more discussion", ‘

I have also read the February 13, 2014 thirteen page "Capital Needs Assessment” prepared by Acanthus
Architecture & Planning, PC for Bethel Development Inc in order to Justify the demolition of the
historic Downtown Motor Lodge. The report in biased, misleading, and inadequate to justify demolition
of he historic building.

1) The report identifies the rear of the property as an alley. The rear street is actually Russel Avenue.

2) The report says the property is not registered as historic. It is indeed a listed property.

3) The report is based upon the future use of the property as a motel. The future use of the historic
building for this developer would be low income housing 4) The cost estimates made in the report are
made on "general knowledge" without competitive estimates from contractors,

5) For unexplained reasons the report suggests a future use of 44 units on this half acre site,

6) The report incorrectly says there is inadequate parking in the historic building's current configuration.
Actually the existing building could be easily remodeled into approximately twenty eight single room
units, or fifteen one bedroom units, or eight two bedroom units The site currently has eight parking units
off Russell Avenue. One parking space per unit in more than sufficient in the case of eight low
income.two bedroom units. For a larger number of low income units a parking variance can be obtained.
This is completely consistent with low income historic hotel/motel/apartment parking standards used in
Tucson such as the Coronado Hotel on 4th Avenue at the underpass which is supported by the City of
‘Tucson for low income residents,

7) The report suggests there is no room for ramps into the ground floor units. Actually the reuse of the
historic building for low income housing would likely only have parking in the existing eight garages at

file://fC:/Users/jgonzal2/AppData/Local/Temp/X Pgrpwise/546DEB40CHDOM2CHPO3 . 1 1/20/2014



Page 3 of 5

the rear off Russell Avenue. And the existing large asphalt central area would be converted into a green
area with trees and plants. There would be no problem in adapting the historic building to ADA
requirements. Approximately 80% of the units of any size (single room, one bedroom, or two bedroom)
would be on the ground floor.

8) The report says the current doors are 30" wide. They can casily be widened to 36" where necessary
without compromising the integrity of the historic building.

9) The report suggests questional structural condition in the existing historic building, The building is of
brick construction and wood frame interior partitions and wood roof framing. The brick and the concrete
foundations show no sign of structural damage.

10) The report states the repair of the existing building is cost prohibitive. Actually the wood can be
easily replaced where necessary. There is considerable cost savings in the existing foundations, brick
masonry, concrete slabs, and the largely one story design of the building, In my opinion, based on fifty
years of architecture and construction, it is quite feasible to repair the existing historic building,

11) The report appears fo be deliberately biased and predetermined to recommend demolition of the
historic building and construction of a four story 44 unit building.

12} The report provided is inadequate to justify demolition of the historic on the basis of cost or useful
life.

The developer has never discussed or recognized the historic importance of the existing building The
building was designed by noted Tucson Architect Josiah Joesler in 1941 at a time when Tucson had a
population of less than 48,000 people. Stone Avenue was the main highway between Nogales from the
south and El Paso from the east to Phoenix to the north. The building represents the auto-centric basis of
Tucson's development. It also marks the end of regional design for Joesler and a city turning to a
“modern design” and away from Mexican regional architecture, The year 1941 is the year of U.S. entry
into the second war after more than a decade of depressicn. It is a period when Tucson had been
subjected to two decades of Hollywood fitm and national radio. The train would still be important
during the war years, but the era of national highways and massive dependency on {and control of urban
form by) the automobile will soon arrive, Mass homogenous suburbanization of Tucson and other
western American "cities" would some arrive complete with interstate highways, urban sprawl of
endless FHA housing, and strip vehicular oriented shopping along Broadway, Speedway, Grant, and
Twenty-Second Street. Joesler's building marks the end of the era when downtown was still alive. The
decline and largely abandonment of the downtown will begin with the end of the war in 1945, Tucson
appears to have always had a cultural inferiority complex that lead it to destroy its past. Destroying the
Downtown Motor Lodge by Josiah Joesler and replacing it with a bland four story generic four story
frame stucco building (a building that really could be located anywhere in the U.S.) would be typical of
Tueson trying "to keep up with Kansas City" , trailing after Phoenix while denying it all the while,
thinking that the "Dwell Magazine aesthetic” is really where is at, and seriously degrading two more
historic neighborhoods as they have recently done with recent similar buildings such as the five story
frame and stucco apartments called "the district” in the West University Historic Disirict, the four story
frame and stucco apartments called "the Junction" in the Iron Horse Historic Neighborhood, and the
generic fourteen towers at Speedway and Tyndall built in the backyards of one story historic bungalow
houses on the east side of Euclid also in the West University Neighborhood. Such a cultural inferiority
complex played a major role in Tucson's urban renewal decision to destroy the main Mexican Barric "La
Calle", replacing it with the Tucson Convention Center which was DOA (dead on arrival) but "up to
date with Kansas City". Possibly Tucson would like to forget that Joesler drank himsclf to death in a
downtown hotel or perhaps they never knew. The City government apparently think the tourists would
rather see the four story frame stucco building building not not a brick building by Joesler just as they
thought the tourists would rather see the Tucson Convention Center not the Mcxican Barrio "La Calle".
Apparenily "new and big" are still cultural objectives, Joesler's Downtown Motor Lodge is a unique part
of our history and clearly can be made into useful housing.
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The Barrio Historico Historic District Advisory Board also wishes to peint out the lack of transparency
in the planning of this project and its 106 Process. The existing and apparently invalid 106 Review was
done with no notice to any residents and property owners in the Barrio Historico Historico District and
no notice to the majority of property owners and residents in the Armory Park Historic District, Both the
Developer and the City failed to notify and involve impacted groups and still haven't in any meaningful
way, The demolition of the historic Joesler building and the construction of the four story building will
irreparably damage all residents in both Historic Districts and others in Tucson who care aboul the City's
history and historic buildings. The previous non- noticed and largely unknown 106 process was
determined invalid by HUD because the developer was not the " responsible entity" , when apparently
the City of Tucson is, Hence the current 106 Review is being done by the City of Tucson to correct the
previous etror identified by HUD. But the objective appears 1o be the same namely to destroy the
historic Joesler building and build the four story building. Because the first 106 process was invalid the
first Memorandum of Agreement between the State Historic Preservation Office and the Developer was
also invalid, The signed but currently invalid Memorandum of Agreement gave the Developer the right
to destroy the historic building and o construct the four story building. Permission was given to the
Developer by the Arizona State Historic Preservation Office {SHPO). On May 13 the City's Historic
Preservation Officer Jonathan Mabry wrote & letter to the developer stating that he found that the
demolition of the historic building caused no adverse effect on the historic zones. He did this with no
input from or notice to the residents of the historic district. The developer signed the Memorandum on
July 28. The SHPO signed the Memorandum on August 8. The State Historic Preservation Office said
the new building was "in scale" with is surrounding historic neighbors and would cause 1o adverse
effect. The City, the developet, and SHPO agreed but in a closed non fransparent non public process.

I wish to draw your attention the Minutes of the September 10 meeting of the Barrio Historico Historic
District Advisory Board which are on public record at the City Clerk's office. Those minutes regarding
the Downtown Motor Lodge read as follows, "despite repeated requests to the City staff ( including
Planning and Development Services Department staff Frank Dillon and Jonathan Mabry on the
Downtown: Motor Lodge for over three months no information has been provided”.

During the previous three months I had made FOIA and Arizona Public Records to City Planning and
Development Services Department Planner Frank Dillon for information on the Downtown Motor
Lodge project. He would provide no informaten except to refer me to the City Preservation Officer
Jonathan Mabry. Jonathan Mabry in response 1o telepbone calls said he had no public records or public
files on the project. His remarks were clearly false and probably illegal. Compass Housing delayed
meeting with the Advisory Board for months but finally agreed to meet with the Advisory Board on
September 17, It is unknown if they were merely patronizing the Advisory Board or if they had learned
that the existing Memorandum of Agreement was invalid.

At the first meeting of the current 106 Process on October 28 neither Jonathan Mabry nor other City
staff nor the developer presented a single floor plan, elevation, section, or site plan of the proposed four
story building nor a single floor plan, elevation.section, or site plan of the historic building nor its
history. It seems a rather odd way to gain public input about a project when such basic information was
not provided to the public. Nor was any clear explanation of 106 process given, nor did the City or the
Developer explain the previous signed Memorandum of Agreement, nor did they explain that Jonathan
Mabry the City's Preservation Officer had already given the Developer a letter on May 13 giving his
finding that there would be no adverse effect on the Historic Zones if the historic Joesler building was
torn down. It should also be pointed out that again in the current 106 process as with first 106 process
the majority of residents and property owners of Barrio Historico and Armory Park were not notified of
the the October 28 meeting nor presumably of the meeting tonight November 20,

Regarding mitigation of the impacts of this project , the clearest and most appropriate mitigation would
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be not to build the four story building and to restore the historic Joesler building for housing for low
income people, the stated mission of the non-profit part of the non-profit for-profit developers involved
in this project. Restoring the historic building would meet the aim of providing housing for low income
people, and remove the negative impact of the four story incompatible building.

A second means of mitigating the impact of the four story building would be to move it to a non historic
area of the downtown such as the property on owned by the City of Tucson on Toole Avenue north of
the Transit Center. If the City were to provide that land the developer could sell or exchange the
Downtown Motor Lodge site. It has also been suggested that the developer consider locating the project
near the Mercado on West Congress again selling their Motor Lodge site. At a public meeting with the
City staff at the main library last month these ideas were clearly expressed and supported by historic
zone residents. On October 28 it became apparent that City staff had not explored those ideas. Nor had
the developer. The developer has expressed a fear of losing their funding, however if the very real
negative impacts of the project are to be mitigated they need to bring their funding sources into the
process and be prepared to change the project. This could includs rehabilitating the historic building or
moving the project. Likewise if the City of Tucson is serious about miti gating the negative impacts of
the four story building on the historic zones they need to correct their past behavior, operate in a
transparent manner, comply with state and federal law, and reco gnize the validity of the concerns and
recommendations of the historic zone residents.

At a meeting of the Tucson Pima County Historical Commission on Tuesday October 18 regarding this
project, residents of the Historic Districts made the same objections to the project outlined above. The
developer made a power point presentation that never showed the building in context, never showed the
four story building's neighbors, This project clearly has been based to date on too many units (44) for
this site, a non transparent process, and attempts to pull the wool over the eyes of the historic zone
residents and possibly others. In this process they have been aided by some City staff, If the meeting
tonight November 20 is merely a repeat of the developer's power point presentation of their out of scale
four story building, no plans, sections, elevations of the historic building or the four story building, no
acknowledgement that the proposed building is clearly damaging to the historic zones, then process is
clearly a fraud and HUD and the Arizona State Housing Office should take note of this, ntervene, and
condition their funding,

Jody Gibbs, Architect

Co-chair person

Barrio Historico Historic District Advisory Board
j.gibbsarchitect@gmail.com

520 878 8740
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Barrlo Santa Rita Park — west Ochon

December 1, 2014

Ms. Maryann Beerling
Compass Affordable Housing
2835 N. Stone Ave.

Tucson, AZ 85705

Re:  Downtown Motor Lodge: Section 106 Process
Dear Ms. Beerling —

Barrio Santa Rita Park — West Ochoa neighborhood association has approved the [ow-
income housing as presented by Compass Affordable Housing.

As reported at the October 28 public hearing held on this project, we welcome and
support the opportunity for low-income and veterans’ housing in our barrios. We were

excited when we learned of the project.  We support low-income housing in our barrios.

Barrio Santa Rita Park — West Ochoa wishes you a successful project and we look
forward to your ground-breaking celebration.

Sincerely,
Angela (Angie) M. Quiroz, President
Barrio Santa Rita —~ West Ochoa

Copy to; Ms, Martha Durkin, City Manager — Interim
Mr. Albert Elias, Assistant City Manager
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HCDAdmin - Downtown Motor Hotel / Section 106

From:  Gary Patch <standuptall@gmail.com>

To: <HCDAdmin@tucsonaz.gov>

Date: 12/1/2014 1:53 PM

Subject: Downtown Motor Hotel / Section 106

CC: Sally Stang <Sally.Stang@tucsonaz.gov>, Darren Clark <tieyourshoe@gmail.com>

Please include us as a stakeholders in the Section 106 process.

We live across the street from the DMH and will be greatly, adversely effected by this massive, cheaply
built structure. Once again, we are appalled that there are no rules in place to protect out neighborhoods
from this type of predatory development.

That these apartments have NO windows in the living areas and no yard or balconies is incredible and
borders on abusive, inhumane design. Rich or poor, everyone should have sunlight and a view.

We finally found some project plans on-line. Based on their design, this is what our quaint, historic
neighborhood facesi€].

Please stop this project!
Thank you,

Gary Patch
Darren Clark

BEFORE

AFTER
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Armor.y I?ark NEIQ hborhood PO Box 2132, Tucson, AZ 85702
Association (520) 955-9424

December 10, 2014

Sally Stang, Director

Housing and Community Development Department
320 Commerce Park Loop

Tucson, AZ 85745

Dear Ms. Stang:

RE: Section 106 Process for Federal HOME Funding Grant for 383 S. Stone Ave., Downtown Motor
Hotel Apartments

For nearly a year, the Armory Park Neighborhood Association (APNA) and the Armory Park Historic Zone
Advisory Board (APHZAB) have been involved in the development process--or lack thereof--surrounding
the demolition and redevelopment of the Downtown Motor Hotel property. We have opposed the
demolition of this historic property. However, now that redevelopment is certain, we support the grant of
HOME funding through the Section 106 Process to help improve the project’s design and effectiveness.

APNA’s bylaws require us to oppose the demolition of a listed contributing building in our National
Register Historic District, such as this historic 1941 Josias Joesler designed building. We recognize that
this site is a unique example of old “C3” zoning that is surrounded, adjacent to, but not within our HPZ.
And we do recognize the Downtown Motor Hotel is currently in disrepair for several reasons and requires
significant changes to reintegrate into the fabric of our community. Nevertheless, we were disappointed
that SHPO determined this demolition was proper. Despite a call for other developers to restore the
property, no white knight came forward with the money necessary to responsibly restore the property.

In addition to the proposed partial demolition, we were discouraged by the complete lack of due process
for stakeholders like APNA. We had no standing to comment on the redevelopment proposal a year ago
under the policies of the Planning and Development office of the City of Tucson. During the last year,
therefore, APNA has worked to change that process so that, in the future, we are considered stakeholders
for similar redevelopment proposals. Working with Office of Integrated Planning, Mayor & Council, and
Planning & Development Services, the process has indeed changed. When the proposed and revised
Infill Incentive District overlay is adopted and implemented, early next year, we believe historic
neighborhoods and developers will be able to work for better and more appropriate infill development
fogether.

Looking forward, Armory Park wishes to support the affordable housing proposed for the site. Armory
Park has always supported affordable housing and a diverse community. We plan to work with Compass
Affordable Housing to make sure the new residents are a part of our community and truly welcome here.

Moreover, we truly appreciate that Compass Affordable Housing and its partner, Bethel Development,
have responded to our requests to improve the project’s design heeding neighborhood concemns, and
revised their design plans at least five times in an effort to respect the surviving Joesler modernist
elements. By maintaining and restoring the street-face buildings, some historic continuity to the area will



remain. Further refinements will make it a better project and we welcome, encourage and will participate
in their realization. The developers have gone beyond the official requirements to work with us. We
sincerely appreciate their willingness to do so.

We have reviewed their recent request for federal HOME funds through the Section 106 Process for
approximately $600K for an approved $10.6 million budget project. The funding requirements and
oversight tied to this funding will improve the project over time and, therefore we support their request.
The funds will not only ensure the restoration of the street-scape historic buildings, and thus maintain the
proposed helpful setbacks, but will also mandate the City’s regulation of the property’s management for
the next twenty years.

APNA’s supports the approval of federal HOME funding in the Section 106 process for this project. The
project is within our neighborhood and, we believe, the additional funds will both help the project’s design
and help its residents become better integrated within our community.

This letter was approved by a unanimous vote of the Board of Directors of the Armory Park Neighborhood

Association at its December 9, 2014 board meeting. 1t is reflected in the official minutes of that meeting.
The signatories listed below represent the full intent of the APNA board.

%4

John D. Burr, Development Chair, ex officio, APNA

Thank you, in advance for your consideration.

Sincerely,

C‘L 1O Top. \“!

Jack Mclain, Vice President, APNA

Cc: APNA, APHZAB, PDSD, OIP, Ward Vi
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HCDAdmin - Downtown Motor Hotel Demolition and Proposed Development Plan

From: "Ira Girard" <iragirard@msn.com>

To: <hcdAdmin@tucsonaz.gov>

Date: 12/09/2014 7:30 AM

Subject: Downtown Motor Hotel Demolition and Proposed Development Plan

Wonderful Plan......We own the property adjacent {(north} of site ....the motel current houses
roaches and rats.

Please keep me advised

Ira Girard.....ph. 906 0656...iragirard @msn.com
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Sally Stang - Downtown Motor Hotel

=

From:  Gary Patch <standuptall@gmail.com>

To: <mike.rankin@tucsonaz.gov>, Sally Stang <Sally.Stang{@tucsonaz.gov>

Date: 12/3/2014 2:03 PM

Subject: Downtown Motor Hotel

Ce: Zach R Carter <Zach.R.Carter@hud.gov>, Nancy E Boone <nancy.e.boone@hud....

Dear Mr. Rankin and Ms. Stang,

After requesting files from the city regarding the Downtown Motor Hotel development, we finally
received a CD with information that has been generated around this project.

The letter from Mr. Hinderaker, the lawyer retained by Bethel Development Inc. (pasted below) is of
significant concern. In it, he proceeds to try and convince the city into complying with what he sees
as completed steps in the process surrounding this historic property. However, based on our
knowledge of what has happened so far, we do not agree with his arguments. Mr. Hinderaker’s letter
is in obvious response to the letter from Zach Carter sent to Ms. Stang on October 7th, 2014.

We have added comments to some of his statements below.

We want to thank the city and staff and the ACHP for taking the time on this project as we believe it
is important to fully review the process and impact that this proposed development will bring to our
historic neighborhood. The for-profit developer and their very well paid staff stand to profit greatly
from the destruction of our historic heritage and off the backs of the poor, the very people who they
claim to champion.

This is a sham and a shame.

Thank You,

Gary Patch

Darren Clark

P.S.

Is there a recording or recorded transcript of the teleconference with HUD, the city staff, SHPO, the
developer and their lawyers on October 15th?

If so, we would like to request a transcript or recording of that conference call.

October 14, 2014

VIA E-MAIL
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Michael G. Rankin

mike. rankin@tucsonaz. gov

City Attorney

City of Tucson

255 West Alameda, 7th Floor
P.0O. Box 27210

Tucson, AZ 85726-7210

RE: Downtown Motor Apartments

Dear Mike:

As you know, I have been retained by Bethel Development, Inc., the developer of the
Downtown Motor Apartments, located at 383 South Stone Avenue (the “Property”). My
client, along with Compass Affordable Housing, Inc. (Compass), proposes to demolish
most of the existing structures on the Property and construct a 44-unit, 4-story apartment
complex (the “Project™).

Two small existing buildings towards the front of the Property will be refurbished and the
sign on the Property will be preserved. Part of the funding for the Project will come from
federal and local funds, including a Low Income Housing Tax Credit. Once complete, the
Project will supply low income housing for Tucson residents.

You have invited my client and me to attend a teleconference with HUD on October 15,
2014, to discuss the Project. We will attend. I would also like for Mr. Mark Appleby to
attend. My client retained Mr. Appleby to conduct the Phase 1 Environmental Assessment
(EA) required for the Arizona Department of Housing. This EA includes clearances from
the State Historic Preservation Office (SHPO). Mr. Appleby is particularly
knowledgeable about the subjects that I expect will come up during the call.

Why were no stakeholders invited to this conference call?

My client has been working on the Project for nearly a year to obtain the necessary
approvals from the City of Tucson (City) and SHPO. After consultation with the various
responsible City officials, the City Development Services Department has confirmed that
the Project complies with all applicable zoning, building and fire code requirements.
Moreover, the Property is not located within any of the City’s Historic Preservation
Zones. Thus, the City’s historic preservation regulations do not apply.

This is not true. Historic preservation regulations DO apply. This project must meet the
approval of the Tucson-Pima County Historical Commission and that body must be a
consulting party in the Section 106 review. So far they have unanimously condemned this
project and, as far as we know, have not been invited to the 106 table.
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Also, as independent residents of the neighborhood, we too have been working for
months and spending countless howrs on this issue. Do you know what the learning
curve on Section 106 is like?!| Unlike Mr. Hinderaker and the developers who have paid
themselves handsomely, we haven’t carned a nicke! for time spent on this. The people in
our neighborhood have goals that are much more altruistic than those of these developers
whose only concern is their profit margin and how much money they can bilk out of our
city, our state and the poor. They don’t care an iota about historic context or
preservation,

This. once again, begs the question - why did they buy this property when there are
numerous vacant lots for much less money nearby?

1. SHPO Completed a Section 106 Review in Consultation With The City.

Because my client will be seeking HUD funding for the Project, an environmental review
under 24 CFR Part 58 must be completed. One of the many statutory and regulatory
elements of the Part 58 environmental review involves a “IHistoric Preservation Review”
that includes a Section 106 consultation process. In cooperation with the Tucson
Preservation Office, my client has completed the Historic Preservation Review process
through SHPO and, in the process, satisfied the review requirements of historic
preservation as required by 24 CFR Part 58 (36 CFR Part 800). Bob Frankeberger, AIA
Architect for SHPO confirmed for my client on October 3, 2014, that the Memorandum
of Agreement (MOA) is satisfied and the Section 106 consultation process complete. [
enclose a copy of the Historic American Buildings Survey (HABS) report for the Project
that was an integral part of the MOA. Included with the HABS report are several
significant items of correspondence and a copy of the MOA.

The MOA is not satisfied and may even be invalid. Again, Zach Carter: * In its current
form ihe attached MOA would not be valid because it is not signed by a federal agency
{or local government Responsible Entity acting as federal agency).” 10/7/14

On January 26, 2014, my client met with the Plans Review Subcommittee of the Tucson-
Pima County Historical Commission for a “courtesy review.” Although this was not part
of the Section 106 consultation process, the members of the Subcommittee were given
the opportunity to comment on the Project. Several of the members expressed criticism
for the Project and recommended changes to the design. Most of these criticisms had to
do with the size and scale of the new structure. The City’s Historic Preservation Officer,
Jonathan Mabry, was present and he participated in the meeting. Thus, Mr. Mabry was
aware of the Subcommittee’s concerns.

The City, through its HPO, participated directly in the Section 106 consultation process
with SHPO. The HPO attended at least one meeting at SHPO and he communicated with
SHPO about the Project throughout the Section 106 process. By letter dated May 13,
2014 (enclosed), the HPO advised my client of his conclusion regarding “adverse effect”:
In consultation with the Arizona State Historic Preservation Office (SHPO), it is my
finding that the Adverse Effect of partial demolition of this contributing property in the
Armory Park National Register Historic District will be mitigated by architectural
documentation SHPO standards, and there is no additional Adverse Effect of this project
on any historical, archaeological, or cultural resources. In a subsequent letter to Michael
Trailer, Director of the Arizona Department of Housing, dated June 11, 2014 (enclosed),
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the HPO noted that he had received a number of emails and phone calls about the Project,
which he described as a “Low Income Housing Tax Credit project.”The letter notes that
the City facilitated a meeting at City Hall on April 11, 2014, between my client and
“multiple stakeholders to discuss the project.” The letter details concerns raised by the
“stakeholders” at that meeting regarding the demolition of a portion of the existing
structure and “the visual impact of the current design of the replacement building on the
adjacent historic neighborhood.” The letter concludes by recommending that the Arizona
Department of Housing require the developers to “further refine the design of the new
building to be more compatible with its surroundings through a process that engages
adjacent neighbors, the Historical Commission and other stakeholders.”

The April 11th meeting was not attended by stakeholders from Barrio Historico,
Residents within view and next to the proposed project were never notified and only by
chance found out about this development. We were never notified by the developer and
even after numerous phone calls by our neighbor to Mary Ann Beerling, they refused to
meet with him.

From that date onward, my client has met with members of the public to hear their
comments and concerns about the design. In response to those comments, my client
modified the building plans. More specifically, the plans were modified to include those
items shown on the enclosed list. The most recent design was presented at a public
meeting held on October 7, 2014, by the City of Tucson. Thus, my client has engaged
with the City and the public throughout the Section 106 consultation process.

This 18 confusing. First, Mr. Hinderaker claims that the Section 106 process is complete
fsee below] and if that is. as he clainis, the case, then how could there be a public Section
106 mecting afler the fact?

The initial 106 meeting held by the city was't even billed as such!

Section 106 states that stakeholders must be involved from the beginning of the design
process, not shown the project as designed and ready to build by the developer with no
input after the fact. The stakeholders had Tittle or nothing to do with this process. Even
atter the design was highly criticized, the developer did next to nothing to alter the design
to the satisfaction of nearby residents. It is still four stories, looms over neighboring
houses and 1s completely inconsistent with the tabric of the historic neighborhoods.

In addition, after my client made an invitation to the Advisory Council on Historic
Preservation (ACHP) to participate directly in the Section 106 consultation process the
ACHP declined. By letter dated July 3, 2014 (enclosed), the ACHP advised Compass that
the ACHP had reviewed the undertaking. ACHP concluded that the undertaking did not
warrant their participation in the Section 106 consultation to resolve adverse effects.
Further, the ACHP informed Compass that it could complete the MOA in consultation
with SHPO to satisfy the requirements of Section 106.

False. ACHP could not participate because the Section 106 process was not initiated until
atter HOME funding was applied for.
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We have vet to see any documentation of a Section 1006 process dating to last July. Do
vou have such documentation?

2. The City Did Not Notify Compass About The Programmatic Agreement Until
The Section 106 Consultation Process Was Essentially Complete.

Section 106 had not even been initiated.

With SHPO’s recent confirmation that the MOA is satisfied, the environmental review
process for historic preservation under 24 CFR Part 58 should be complete, but that may
now be in doubt. On October 1, 2014, Tom Ingram wrote to Compass on the City’s
behalf. Mr. Ingram first informed my client that he was close to completing the
Environmental Review Report (ERR) and everything appeared to be in order. But then he
explained that according to City staff (Mr. Mabry) the Project “will likely fall under the
governance of the ‘Programmatic Agreement Among the City of Tucson, the Advisory
Council of Historic Preservation and the Arizona State Historic Preservation Officer.””
Mr. Ingram goes onto explain that while the Programmatic Agreement dates back to
2001, “the Division has never worked with it in the past.” This, and other facts | have
learned, suggest to me that the City may not have properly implemented the
Programmatic Agreement or applied it with any consistency since 2001.

Total speculation on the part of Mr, Hinderaker,

3. The City Waived Its Role Under The Programmatic Agreement By Not Asserting
It Sooner.

The City may not invoke the Programmatic Agreement at this late date. The
Programmatic Agreement is not a zoning ordinance. It is simply an agreement between
the City, SHPO and ACHP that purports to transfer the ability to conduct certain aspects
of the Section 106 consultation process from SHPO to the City under certain
circumstances. But with that ability came certain requirements on the City. Here, the City
has not met those requirements. Under Section II.A of the Programmatic Agreement, the
City is required to ensure that “subrecipients” of HUD funding, like Compass, are aware
of the Programmatic Agreement and “the need to complete the Section 106 review in
coordination with Certified Staff (of the City) prior fo the initiation of the

project activities.” (emphasis added.) Here, project activities were initiated no later than
May of 2014, when Compass initiated the Section 106 consultation process with SHPO.
The City, through its HPO, participated in that process with SHPO. The process resulted
in a completed MOA signed by the State HPO, James Garrison, dated August 4, 2014. In
accordance with the MOA, Compass retained Bob Mackay, Architect, to prepare the
enclosed HABS report for the Property. [ am informed that Mr. Mackay has been
preapproved by both SHPO and the City to perform this function.

Under federal law, SHPO had authority to complete a Historic Preservation Review,
including the Section 106 consultation process. Federal law contemplates that there will
be only one Section 106 consultation process. The Section 106 consultation process is
now complete and the City participated in that process.

Where i8 the documentation of this early Section 106 process?
Why doesu’t ACHP have any record of this? Why were no stakeholders aware of this?
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Under the legal doctrines of waiver and estoppel, the City cannot now subject Compass
to a second Section 106 consultation process based upon an intergovernmental agreement
that the City has never properly implemented and failed to follow in this case. The City
HPO has understood the nature of the Project since at least January 2014. He participated
in the Historic Preservation Review conducted by SHPO. His letter dated May 13, 2014,
found no Adverse Effect.

There was never an initial 106 process. Here we empathize with the city HPO who, in a
closed door meeting with the developer on May 124, was not allowed time or access to
community input to make an informed decision.

The process is complete and nothing in federal law or the Programmatic Agreement
allows the City to take the Project back through a second Section 106 consultation,

Again, Zach Carter:

“While much of the existing MOA could be utilized by the City in completing its Section
106 responsibilities, the City would need to revise and amend the document in its
entirety, with input from consulting parties. There appear 1o be several community
members who are interested in this activity; additionally. there appears to be interest in
mid-century modernist architecture from the Jarger Tucson/Pima County community.
Therefore, the Section 106 process should include outreach

to these individuals, groups, and organizations to identify potential consulting parties. As
always, evidence of this public outreach should be retained in the Environmental Review
Record, and may be requested by the Advisory Council on Historic Preservation (ACHP)
or by HUI,

The Section 106 process should also document consideration of alternatives to demolition
of the historic resource, and realistic evaluation of these possibilities, My understanding
is that the currently prefereed alternative may include pariial retention of the hotel fagade
facing Stone Avenue, and of the historic sign. 1f this is part of the resolution of

adverse effects, then it must be included in the MOA.

Currently the MOA appears to resolve adverse effects through recordation only. Also,
while the MOA discusses a design for the new development that would be in keeping
with the scale and configuration of adjacent structures, it should go on to specify the
content of these design elements. Mitigation and new design elements contributing 1o
resolution of adverse effects should be inctuded in the MOA.

The ACHP must be finvited to consult when an activity will have an adverse effect on a
historic property, per 36 CER 800.6(a). The invitation to ACHP to consult and to be a
signatory to the MOA needs to be extended by the City as federal agency RE. Since there
is public nterest in this activity, ACHP may wish to consult, If ACHP does not consult or
sign the MOA, the City will still need to file the MOA with ACHP once exceuted. to
complete the Section 106 process.”

10/7/14

4. At Most, the Programmatic Agreement Requires a Consultation With SHPO,
Which Has Already Occurred.
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There may be some misunderstanding about the meaning of the Programmatic
Agreement should it apply. Section IV.A requires a review by the Historical Commission
only in certain instances and then only to assure “treatment” according to the “Secretary
of the Interior’s Standards™ (the “SI Standards™). The SI Standards relate to historic
buildings that are preserved and rehabilitated. My client proposes to demolish the main
structure and construct a new one in its place. Thus, Section IV.A does not apply.

Section IV.C of the Programmatic Agreement may apply to the Project because it covers
instances where “existing improvements are demolished and new buildings are
planned...” In those cases, the property owner must perform a survey and archaeological

records check. My client appears to have already satisfied this requirement by preparing a
HABS report.

Has this ILABS been submitted to ACHP and HUD for their review and approval?

Finally, under Section IV.D, my client may be required to consult with SHPO under
certain circumstances. These include when the proposed treatment does not meet the SI
Standards and when there are proposed additions that exceed 50% of the square footage
of an existing building. SHPO’s review process necessarily considered whether the
Project provides treatment in accordance with the SI Standards. My client has already
consulted SHPO regarding these issues and SHPO has approved an MOA. Thus, Section
IV.D is satisfied and any further review process regarding these issues would be futile.

5. Conclusion.

Based upon the foregoing, the HPO has no further discretion. All of the City’s regulations
and requirements for approval have been fully satisfied and the HPO’s effort to raise
federal regulations to block the ERR are misplaced. Thus, the HPO must now sign off on
the ERR. In addition, the City should approve the Project and allow my client to proceed
with demolition immediately for a more practical reason—it is the right thing to do and
the City’s reputation is at stake. My client has done everything the City has asked. My
client has expended over $250,000 in reliance on the City’s assurances and guidance.
This is a great Project that enjoys strong support from the community and will provide
desperately needed housing for Tucson’s low income residents. If the City scuttles this
Project at this juncture or demands design changes that make the Project infeasible, that
would be unfortunate for those people who desperately need low income housing options
and unjust given that the City could have and should have raised any concerns over the
Programmatic Agreement at the beginning of the process before my client invested so
much money. The City should not force my client to go through another Section 106
consultation process or reopen the process because certain individuals do not like the
results of the SHPO consultation process that has already occurred.

This project does not enjoy great support from the community!

Everyone surrounding this project is against the demolition of this historic resource.

We would love to see this property developed and put to re-use as low-income housing.
The property, as is. is totally viable for restoration and would be an asset to our
neighborhood and city if restored 1o its fonmer glory.
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I trust the City will not cave into the loud and indignant voices of some neighboring
property owners or give them outsized influence over my client’s Project. My client has
already heard extensive public comment and so has the City and SHPO. The existing
structure is well beyond repair, has been vacant for many years and must be demolished.
The new structure will comply with all applicable City regulations, including zoning,
building code and fire code. As for concerns over the structure’s scale and impact on
neighboring properties, those concerns were expressed multiple times and my client
addressed them by changing the building’s design. The City should allow the Project to
proceed without further delay so that Compass can get on with providing much needed

_ low income housing to the community.

We trust the city will not be bullied and cave into the well oiled voices of expensive
lawyers!

We have no “oulsized influence” here. We are at a great disadvantage to their well paid
staff and insider dealings with the state.

And again, the developer has done next to nothing to mitigate the great Adverse Effect
that this behemoth of a building will bring to our historic neighborhood. Some minor

color changes do nothing o alleviate the realities of living n small, dark, windowless
apartments,

Our city can and should do better than this, not only for the well being of its citizenry but

also for the historic context that this development will adversely eflect.

Thank you for considering our point of view. I look forward to discussing the matter with
the City and HUD on October 15, 2014.

Very truly yours,

John Hinderaker

JH/yr

Enclosures

Copy: Mr. Mark Shoemacher
Mr. Mark Appleby

Mr. Zach Carter (HUD
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From: Ramona Williams

To:

Subject: Fwd: Re: Meeting invitation: Downtown Motor Lodge- Wednesday December 10 @
9:30 AM

Attachments: Williams, Ramona.vcf

>>>

From: Sally Stang

To: Ramona Williams

Date: 12/08/2014 12:28 PM

Subject: Fwd: Re: Meeting invitation: Downtown

Motor Lodge- Wednesday December 10 @ 9:30 AM

Sally Stang, Director
Housing & Community
Development Department
City of Tucson

310 North Commerce Park Loop
Santa Rita Building
520.791.4171 office
520.837.5395 direct

>»> Demion Clinco <demionc@yahoo.com> 12/5/2014 5:58 PM »>>
Good afternoon Director Stang,

I wanted to reach out to you directly after emails back and forth with Romona Williams in your
office today about the December 10 meeting. I am still unclear if this meeting is part of the
section 106 process with consulting parties,

After receiving a number of emails today I have an additional question about how the MOA was
executed earlier in the year without the participation of interested parties, stakeholders or
neighbors. It seems that Arizona Department of Housing took action based on this MOA. Can
you provide insight into exactly how the City Signed MOA covered the actions of ADH and what
the outcome was. Additionally, I remain very concerned about about the timeline of the section
106 process from its start to now. If the MOA was created earlier in the year without the
participation of consulting parties (instead their explicit exclusion) It seems the process is ahead
of itself. Shouldn't this process start with the involvement of consulting parties in the
development of the MOA, not simply the modifications? It would help if there was clear



transparency about what has happened to get us fo this point.

It would be very useful before our meeting if you could provide the following information to the
participants:

A time line of the creation of the MOA and the section 106 process from its start to now.
2. Anoutline of the established undertaking.
3. How consulting parties have been identified
4. A summery of the public participation/involvement plan,
5. A document/map that shows the APF - at the T-PCHC meeting city staff said the APF were
the Historic Neighborhoods - is this formally documented.
6. The identification of historic properties
7. The evaluation of historic significance
8. A list of consulting parties included so far,
9. An outline of how residents in the surrounding historic districts have been notified and
included in the process.
10. the current MOA

J—

Additionally, T want to voice my concern that the December 10th meeting dose not include
representation from the Barrio Hisotrico Historic Preservation Zone Advisory Board (a clear
interested and impacted party) or the neighbors who are directly effected by the undertaking
who have expressed interest in participating as consulting parties. T believe the success of the
section 106 process is based on an inclusive process that actively engages the community and
solicits participation.

I have CC Zach Carter from HUD as I understand that he providing guidance in this process.
I look forward fo hearing back from you.
Thank you so much.

All the best,
Demion Clinco



CI1TY OF TUCSON
: HOUSING & COMMUNITY DEVELOPMENT DEPARTMENT
; ADMINISTRATION DIVISION

Date: December 9, 2014

Subject: Dee 10, 2014 Meeting of interested parties: Downtown Motor Hotel

Dear: Mr. Clinco,

Thank you for your correspondence dated 12/5/2014 requesting information on the Section 106
process and where the City is in the process.

Below are numbered responses to the questions. Some of the responses will include attachments
and will be marked as such:

1y

2)

3)

4

Question: A time line of the creation of the MOA and the section 106 process from
its start to now.

Response: The ‘process’ started on Oct 14™ when HCD received the referral to the
HOME program. That is what launched the City/HHCD’s involvement in the process.
Since Oct 14, we have had two public meetings, (Oct 28, Nov 20) We are currently in the
phase of gathering public comments,

Question: An outline of the established undertaking:

Response (See attachment marked #2) PLEASE NOTE: attachment 2b outlines action/
activities before HCD was involved.

Question: How consulting parties have been identified

Response: Between Oct 14 (the beginning of the Sect 106 process for the City) and Oct
28, we requested that Jonathan Mabry’s office (OIP), provide us a list of the interested
parties including Neighborhood Association contacts, Historic District contacts, and
attendees from previous meetings that were held. (prior to HCD’s/Section 106 process for
federal funding was instigated). OIP provided us a list and we notified those contacts via
email. (Email list attached) as well as posting the regular Public Meeting notice with the
Clerk’s Office and on our website. (See attachment #3)

Question: A summary of the public participation/involvement plan.

Response: The meetings (since the Oct 14™ start of the 106 process) were publicly
noticed, and the comments are located for viewing on HCD’s website:
http://hcd.tucsonaz.gov/hed/whats-new In addition, the information has gone out to all the

2

310 N. Commerce Park Loop - P. O. Box 27210 Tucson, AZ 85726-7210
(520) 791-4171  FAX (520) 791-5407 TDD (520) 791-5481
http://www.tucsonaz.gov/hed HCDAdmin@tucsonaz.gov
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contacts provided by OIP (Historic Preservation) who have been identified as interested
parties. At the meeting of Nov 20, 2014, City staff asked attendees to review the email
list that was provided to ensure email addresses were correct. Many were returned the
first time undeliverable. There were no responses to the invitation to correct incorrect
email addresses. Comments are still being accepted at the City HCD website:
http://hcd.tucsonaz.gov/hed/whats-new

5) Question: A document/ map that shows the APF — at the T-PCHC meeting city staff
said the APF were the Historic Neighbors — is this formally documented. Please note:
We assume that APF is referring to Area of Potential Effect (APE) (See 3 attachments
marked #5)

6) Question: The identification of historic significance.
Response: This information can be obtained from the Historic Preservation Office

7) Question: The evaluation of historic significance.
Response: This information can be obtained from the Historic Preservation Office

8) Question: A list of consulting parties included so far.
Response: (email list posted on HCD’s website): http://hcd.tucsonaz.gov/hed/whats-new
(See attachment #3)

9) Question: An outline of how residents in the surrounding historic districts have
been notified and included in the process.
Response: Individual residents per se have not been notified since HCD’s process began
on Oct 14. Again, the meeting notices were sent to those identified from OIP as
previously interested parties and meeting notices were posted in the Clerks office and on
the HCD website. http://hcd.tucsonaz.gov/hcd/whats-new

10) Question: The current MOA.
Response: PLEASE NOTE: This MOA is not a City entity signed MOA: it is an MOA
between SHPO and Downtown Motor Lodge. If the project is approved for Section 106
federal funding, a new MOA will be drafted and implemented between the City and
Downtown Motor Lodge, SHPO and ACHP (if interested) at that time.
(See attachment #10)

If you have any further questions, please let us know.
Singerely,

Sally St U
Director

Housing & Community Development Department

Attachment
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DOWNTOWN MOTOR APARTMENTS

ATTACHMENT # 2

Downtown Motor Apartments is an acquisition and demolition with new construction of a
blighted structure. The project will provide 44 units of affordable housing in a growing urban
area that lacks affordable housing, especially for households that work in and near downtown
Tucson. This sustainable development project consists of thirty-five one bedroom and nine two
bedroom apartments. It will serve low income and veteran households. Construction includes
demolition of the majority of the dilapidated structure and the commitment to remodel the two
front buildings along South Stone Avenue and to refurbish the existing vintage street sign.

Downtown Motor Apartments is located just a few blocks south of the central business district at
383 South Stone Avenue. Downtown Motor Apartments is within the City of Tucson's
“Downtown Area Infill Incentive District” and has strong locational attributes due to its access to
public transit that includes five Sun Tran bus stops, the Ronstadt Transit Center and the new
Modern Street Car (light rail). The site offers walk-able proximity to a variety of services within
one-quarter mile fo one-mile radius that includes retail stores, grocery stores, pharmacies,
convenience stores, banks, restaurants, hair care, dry cleaners, and apparel stores. Also nearby
are recreational facilities (parks, museums, theatres and other venues), community/senior centers,
and public, charter, and private schools serving elementary, middle, and high school students. In
addition, it is near the University of Arizona, as well as three Pima Community College
campuses, and very close to civic facilities that include government offices that serve the public,
police/fire stations, and public libraries, places of worship, social service providers, hospitals,
and medical clinics.

GREEN building features include low mamntenance exterior, energy efficient window and doors,
Energy-Star appliances and equipment, etc. The building common areas include a library and
computer room, balconies, private outdoor areas, covered and secure parking garage for vehicles
and bicycles, a laundry room, and shared interior circulation. The office building includes a
lobby that will be used as a gallery for tenants/artists. Professional on-site property management
and staff will be provided.

Attachment #2

DML October 2014
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Attachment #2b

Project

Downtown Motor Apartments

Stakeholder Meeting

October 7, 2014/5:30 - 7:00 p.m. / Joel D. Valdez Main Library

Overview of City Regulations & Review Process Pertaining to Stone Motor Apartments, 383 S.
Stone Ave., Tucson. New construction of a 44-unit, 4-story apartment complex; renovations to front
portion of existing buildings and proposed demclition of remainder (listed as contributing in the
Armory Park National Register Historic District)

Location & Zoning

Property is zoned C-3 (i.e., for commercial uses); located within the Armory Park National
Register Historic District; not within but adjacent to Armory Park and Barrio Historico local Historic
Preservation Zones [HPZ]; located within Infill Incentive District, but project is not utilizing this
optional zoning overlay.

Planning & Development Services (PDSD) Review Timeline Case Numbers:
* Individual Parking Plan ({IPP) Case Number: T14SA00036

« Design Development Option (DDO) [ Design Review Board (ORB) Case Number; T14SA00263

1/14/M14 - Although not in a Historic Preservation Zone (HPZ), the applicant submitted an HPZ
Courtesy Review applicatiocn package for demolition and new construction of an affordable housing
apartment complex. PDSD staff found the application to be complete and had no recommendations.
The applicant was advised to contact the Armory Park Historic Zone Advisory Board to schedule a
Courtesy Review.

1/23/14 - The applicant attended the Plans Review Subcommittee of the Tucscen-Pima County
Historical Commission (T-PCHC) for a Courtesy Review of the project. Following is the Motion and
Discussion inciuded in the Legal Action Report for the above Subcommittee Meeting:

Motion by Commissioner Stables to approve plans as submitted with the recommendation to
consider a new roofline and to step the building to make the scale of the building more suitable.
Motion seconded.

Further discussion included comments from Commissioners Mirto and Clinco expressing concern for
the approval of the demodlition of a significant historic resource. Mr. Tom explained that the historic
Joesler character had been diminished over fime due to alferations. Mr. Tom added that in certain
areas the building is in such disrepair that its restoration is not a viable opfion. [Note: Mr. Tom was
the project architect.] A second motion by Commissioner Stables that the T-PCHC is not in favor of
the demclition of historic resources, however, if the project were to proceed the recommendation is
to consider a new roofline and fo step the building to make the scale of the building more compatible
with surrounding structures and suitable fo the human scale,

Motion passed. Vote 5 - O.

Attachment #2b
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Attachment #2b

Downtown Motor Apartments
Stakeholder Meeting
October 7, 2014/5:30 - 7:00 p.m. / Joel D. Valdez Main Library

1/27/14 - PDSD issued an HPZ Courtesy Review Decision Letter with the following conditions:

1. The applicant strongly considers consulftation with the Barrio Historico Neighborhood Historic
Zone Advisory Board;

2. The applicant alters roof type to be more appropriate to scale and compafible with the
development zone;

3. The applicant steps the height of the building to be more appropriate to scale of the surrotnding
structures and compatible with the development zone.

1/30/14 - IPP Application Submitted and Accepted for Processing: Development Package also
submitted for processing; Floodplain submitted, approval conditional to approval of
development package and building plans.

2/3M4 - Staff Review finds Property Is Zoned C-2 and Is Not Within 300’ of R-3 or More
Restrictive Zoning; Project Does Not Require Notification

2/11/M14 - Plan Found In Compliance with IPP Criteria. Decision Made to Approve [ndividual
Parking Plan

NOTE: On September 23, 2014, the Mayor and Council approved a text amendment

that updated the notice requirement for IPPs proposed within 300’ of properties with a
historic designation. While this does not apply to this project; it will apply to future

projects.

8/19/14 - DDO/DRB Applications Received for Processing; 8/20/14 applicant notified of DRB
meeting date

9/3/14 - Notice of DDO Request Sent to Affected Parties; DDO Request Reviewed by the
DRB; Case Continued to 710/3/74 DRB Meeting

9/17M4 - End of Public Comment Period on DDO

10/6/14 - PDSD Director's Decision sent to Property Owners; Applicants attended continued DRB
meeting and presented revised landscape plans. DDO Request Reviewed by the DRB;

DRB Recommended Approval. Applicants will need to provide revised landscape plans

to PDSD before the issuance of PDSD Director's Decision Letter.

10/8/14 - PDSD Director's Decision sent to Property Owners; 10/15/14 is date decision is
effective; 10122/14 is final date to appeal decision

City Requirements for Projects Seeking a Permit for Demolition of a Historic Property
Projects that seek demolition permits for buildings 50 years or older and that are listed or eligible
for listing in the National Register of Historic Places must provide to the City Historic Preservation
Officer full architectural documentation for review and approval of the documentation's
completeness before demolition permits may be issued. The purpose of architectural
documentation is to provide a permanent record of a building's historical significance before its
loss. [City Ordinance 10776, April 13, 2010.]

Because the Downtown Motor Apartments, built in 1941, is over 50 years old and is a contributor
in the Armory Park National Register Historic District, the developer is required to provide full
architectural documentation to the City Historic Preservation Officer for review and determination

of completeness prior to the City issuing a demolition permit. Because architectural
2
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Downtown Motor Apartments
Stakeholder Meeting
October 7, 2014/5:30 - 7:00 p.m./ Joel D. Valdez Main Library

decumentation has been required by the State Historic Preservation Office as part of the funding
for this project, the developer will submit that same documentation to the City Historic
Preservation Officer for approval.

City's Historic Preservation Role for Projects Seeking Federal Funding through the State

« Projects with properties (1) either individually listed in the National Register of Historic Places or
listed as contributors in a National Register Historic District and (2) seeking state funding
assistance in which federal dellars are involved are required to undergo a consultation with the
State Historic Preservation Office (SHPO) pursuant to Section 106 of the National Preservation
Act to determine if there are any adverse effects and how those adverse effects may be
mitigated. This is often referred to as a "106 review."

» Such projects must also be reviewed and commented on by the local jurisdiction if that local
jurisdiction is a Certified Local Govemment (CLG). CLGs are designated by both the National
Park Service, which administers federal historic preservation laws and regulations, and the
Arizona Stale Historic Preservation Office.

» CLG designation requires the City Historic Preservation Officer to consult with the SHPO and
formally comment on whether the project will have any adverse effects on a historic property or
on a historic district and on how adverse effects may be mitigated according to federal
standards. Federal standards allow for mitigation of demolition through detailed architectural
documentation.

» Because the developer of the proposed Downtown Motor Apartments is seeking funding
through the Arizona Department of Housing's Low Income Housing Tax Credits (LIHTC)
Program (a federal tax credit); because the project involves a contributor in a National Register
Historic District; and because the City of Tucsen is designated as a CL.G, the City Historic
Preservation Office participated in a joint consultation with SHPO and the project team. During
that consultation, the project team made the case that it is not economically feasible to
preserve the entire existing building because of structural issues and abundance of hazardous
materials such as asbestos. The City Historic Preservation Officer submitted a letter with
findings consistent with this consultation, noting that the project will have an adverse effect on
the building's designation as a contributor to the Armory Park National Register Historic District
and acknowledging that the adverse effect may be mitigated through architectural
documentation before the demolition in accordance with federal standards. SHPO issued its

own letter with the same findings; in such consultations, the SHPO findings prevail.
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BC: abreezamz@hotmail.com (abreezamz@hotmail.com}

11/18/2014 4:38

Transferred PM

BC:

ABrown@ourfamilyservices.org> {(ABrown@ourfamilyservices.org>)

11/18/2014 4:38
Transferred BM

BC:

akern@eeeveterans.org (akern@eeeveterans.org)

11/18/2014 4:38
Transferred PM

BC: Albert Elias {Albert Elias@tucsonaz.gov) Read 11/18/2014 5:03
PM

BC: alwiruth1@yahoo.com {alwiruth1@yahoo.com) Transferred 11/18/2014 4:38
PM

BC:

amccammon@eeeveterans.org (amccammon@eeeveterans.org)

11/18/2014 4:38
Transferred PM

BC:

amorado@primavera.org (amorado@Primavera.org)

11/18/2014 4:38
Transferred PM

BC:

Amountaincommunity@cox.net {Amountaincommunity@cox.net)

11/18/2014 4:38
Transferred PM

BC

. amunozi@codac.org (amunoz{@codac.org)

11/18/2014 4:38
Transferred PM

BC:

anita@civanoneighbors.com (anita@civanongighbors.com)

11/118/2014 4:38
Transferred P

BC:

aroicuau@gmail.com {arciouan@gmail.com)

11/18/2014 4:38
Transferred PM

BC:

Arturo.Burrcla@pima.gov (Arture.Burrola@pima.gov)

11/18/2014 4:38
Transferred PM

BC:

arubio@compasshc.org (arubio@compasshc,org)

11/18/2014 4:38
Transferred PM

BC:

astables@hbwsarchitects.com (astables@bwsarchitects.com)

11/18/2014 4:38
Transferred PM

BC:

awitzagain@aoi.com (awitzagain@acl.com)

11/18/2014 4:38
Transferred PM

BC:

azahayes@Live.com (azahayes@Live com)

11/18/2014 4.38
Transferred PM

BC: AZBRIDE@cox.net (AZBRIDE@cox.net) Transferred 11/18/2014 4:38
PM

BC: azcarrier@cox.net (azcarrier@cox.net) Transterrad 11/18/2014 4:38
PM

BC: azintegrity@msn.com (azintegrity@msn.com) 11/18/2014 4:38

Transferred PM

BC:

b3ievan@hotmaii.com (b3ievan@hotmail.com)

Transferred 1P?\}’|1 8/2014 4:38

BC:

barbara.mentrose@cpsaarizena.org (barbara.montrose@cpsaarizona.org)

1111812014 4:38
Transferred PM

BC:

bbass@pd-law.com (bbass@pd-law.com}

11/18/2014 4:38
Transferred P

BC:

behampion@helptucson.org {bchampion@heiptucson.org)

11/18/2014 4:38
Transferred PM

BC:

benapresident@gmail.com (benapresident@gmail.com)

11/18/2014 4:38
Transferred PM

BC:

bettykarkosky@cox.net (bettykarkosky@cox.net)

11/18/2014 4:38
Transferred PM

BC:

bigplanefixer@hotmail.corm (bigplanefixer@hotmail.com)

11/18/2014 4:38
Transferred PM

BC:

bill@andersoncrew.org {bili@andersoncrew.org)

11/18/2014 4:38
Transferred BM

BC:

bill@schlesingerce.com (bill@schlesingerce.com}
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11/18/2014 4:38
Transferred PM
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BC: bmagnotto@lafrontera.org {bmagnotto@lafrontera.org) Transferred 11/18/2014 4:38
PM
BC: bob.graham@redcross.org (bob.graham@redcross.org) 11/18/2014 4:38

Transferred PM

BC:

bob@vintarchitects.net (bob@vintarchitects.net)

11/18/2014 4:38
Transferred PM

BC:

bravoparkna@aoi.com (bravoparkna@acl.com)

11/18/2014 4:38
Transferred PM

BC:

brelf@cox.net (breif@cox.net}

11/18/2014 4:38
Transferred PM

BC:

bwquailrun@cox.net {bwquailrun@cox.net}

11/18/2014 4:38
Transferred PM

BC:

campinfo@vwhuscamp.com {campinfo@vwbuscamp.com)

11/18/2014 4:38
Transferred PM

BC:

canar.geurin@hetmail.com {canar.geurin@hotmail.com)

11/18/2014 4:38

Transferred PM

BC:

caroldupuisZ3@msn.com {(caroldupuis23@msn.com)

11/18/2014 4:38
Transferred PM

BC

: carcline.latron@aol.com (caroline.latron@aol.com)

1141812014 4:38
Transferred PM

BC: carofinerondeau0408@gmail.com (carolinerondeauC438@gmail.com) Transferred ‘13‘:\21 8/2014 4:38
BC: carriage.park.tucson@gmail.com (carriage.park.tucson@gmail.com) Transferred :3:\;’11 8/2014 4:38
BC: casamariatucson@yahoo.com (casamariatucson@yahoo.com) Transferred |13 :\;’11 82014 4:38
BC: celarent! @hetmail.com {celarent!@hotmail.com) Transferred ;&1 8/2014 4:38
BC: cgans232@msn.com (cgans232@msn.com) Transferred ;;\’,;1 8/2014 4:38
BC: cloler@cox.net (cloler@cox.net) Transferred 1P'Il\}’l18/2014 4:38

BC:

cmasterson@codac.org (cmasterson@coedac.org)

11/18/2014 4:38
Transferred PM

BC:

craig@tracmedia.com (craig@tracmedia.com)

114118/2014 4:38
TFransferred PM

BC:

crashnbumham@cox.net (crashnburnham@cox.net}

11/18/2014 4:38
Transferred BM

BC:

CV18@juno.com (CV16@juno.com)

11/18/2014 4:38
Transferred PM

BC:

cwade@helptucson.org (cwade@helptucson.org)

11/18/2014 4:38
Transferred =y

BG:

danielle.beaudry@iafrontera.org (danielle. beaudry@lafrontera.org)

11/18/2014 4:38
Transferred BM

BC:

Danna. Auriana@va.gov (Danna.Auriana@va.gov)

11/18/2014 4:38
Transferred PM

BC:

danstarrorg.410@gmail.com {danstarrorg.410@gmail.com)

11/18/2014 4:38
Transferred PM

BC:

dave.densmore@yahoo.com (dave.densmore@yahoo.com)

11/18/2014 4.38
Transferred M

BC:

david.emelity@va.gov {david.emelity@va.gov)

11/18/2014 4:38
Transferred PM

BC:

david.emmerson@exodushelps.org (david.emmerson@exodushelps.org)

11/18/2014 4:38
Transferred PM

BC:

ddaronco@azstarnet.com (ddaronco@azstarnet.com)

Attachment # 3

11/18/2014 4:38
Transferred PM
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BC

: demionclinco@preservetucson.org (demionclinco@preservetusson.crg)

11/18/2014 4.38
Transferred BM

BC:

dennis@caldwell-design.com {dennis@caldwell-design.com)

11/18/2014 4:38
Transferred PM

BC:

deschnoll1124@yahos.com (deschnoll1 124@yahoo.com)

11/18/2014 4:38
Transferred PM

BC:

diana.frederick@va.gov (diana.frederick@va.gov)

11/18/2014 4:38
Transferred PM

BC:

dina_rosengarten@hotmail.com (dina_rosengarien@hotmail.com}

11/18/2014 4:38
Transferred PM

BC:

dnonaka@copecommunityservices.org {dnonaka@copecommunityservices.org}

14/18/2014 4:38
Transferred PM

BC:

dodgeflowerna@cs.com (dodgeflowerna@cs.com)

11/18/2014 4:38
Transferred PM

BC:

donnak@email.arizona.edu {donnak@email.arizona.edu)

11/18/2014 4:38
Transferred PM

BC:

doranC2@gmail.com (deran02@gmail.com)

11/18/2014 4:38
Transferred M

BC:

dregnier@codac.org (dregnier@codac.org}

11/18/2014 4:38
Transferred PM

BC:

drivera@codac.org (drivera@codac.org)

11/18/2014 4:38
Transferred PM

BC

» dsduchen@email.arizona.edu (dsduchon@email.arizona.edu)

11/18/2014 4:38
Transferred BM

BC:

dshropshire@ourfamilyservices.org (dshropshire@ourfamilyservices. org)

11/18/2014 4:38
Transferred PM

BC;

dsijams@gmail.com (dsijams@gmail.com}

11/18/2014 4:38
Transferred M

BC:

dtwelker@eyes.arizona.edu (dtwelker@eyes.arizona.edu)

11/18/2014 4:38
Transferred BM

BC:

duffyneighborhood@yahoo.com (duffyneighborhood@yahoo.com)

11/18/2014 4:38
Transferred PM

BC:

dvild@yahoo.com (dvild@yahoo.com)

11/18/2014 4:38
Transferred PM

BC:

dyanezi@yahoo.com (dyanezi@yahoo.com)

11/18/2014 4:38
Transferred PM

BC:

eastin@mindspring.com (eastin@mindspring.com)

11/18/2014 4:38
Transferred PM

BC: eepro1@yahoo.com {eepro1@yahoo.com) Transferred 11/18/2014 4:38
PM

BC: Elaine Becherer (Elaine.Becherer@tucscenaz.gov) Read 11/18/2014 506
PM

BC: ellen.brown@pcao.pima.gov (ellen.brown@pcac.pima.gov) 11/18/2014 4:38

Transferred PM

BC:

elrioneighborhoodassociation@gmail.com

(elrioneighbeorhoodassaciation@gmail.com)

11/18/2014 4:38
Transferred PM

BC:

emartinez@swfhc.com (emartinez@swfhc.com)

11/18/2014 4:38
Transferred PM

BC:

ephemera77@aol.com (ephemera77 @aol.com)

11/18/2014 4:38
Transferred PM

BC:

etac_romad@msn.com (etac_romad@msn.com)

11/18/2014 4.38
Transferred BM

BC:

face.Janton@gmail.com (face.Janton@gmail.com)

11/18/2014 4:38
Transferred PM

BC:

feacruz@gmail.com (fecacruz@gmail.com)
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11/18/2014 4:38
Transferred BM
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BC: garyberni@aol.com (garyberni@aol.com) Transferred 11/18/2014 4:38
PM

BC: gcb1@netscape.net (gcbi@netscape.net) Transferred 11/18/2014 4.38
PM

BC:

gene.einfrank@gmail.com {gene.einfrank@gmail.com)

11/18/2014 4:38
Transfarred PM

BC:

geo@geowhe.com (geo@geowhe,com)

11/18/2014 4:38
Transferred PM

BC:

georgina@ag.arizona.edu (georgina@ag.arizona.edu)

11/118/2014 4:38
Transferred PM

BC:

gerhyne.garay@gmail.com (gerhyne . garay@gmail.com)

11/18/2014 4.38
Transferred PM

BC:

Gigi.rodriguez@cplc.org (Gigi.Rodriguez@cple.org)

11/18/2314 4:38
Transferred PM

BC:

gibertfimbres@aol.com (gilbertiimbres@acl.com)

1471872014 4:38
Transferred M

BC:

gisbarbara@gmail.com (gisbarbara@gmail.com)

11/18/2014 4:38
Transferred PM

BC:

gkaiil@kalilbottling.com (gkalil@kalilbottling.com)

11/18/2014 4:38
Transferred PM

BC: gledingham@theriver.com (gledingharm@theriver.com) Transferrad 11/18/2014 4:38
PM

BC: Glenn Fournie {Glenn.Fournie@tucsonaz.gov) Read 11/18/2014 445
PM

BC: gonzini51@heotmail.com (gonzini51@hotmail.com) 11/18/2014 4:38

Transferred M

BC:

guillermo.andrade@lafrontera.org (guillermo.andrade@lafrontera.org)

11/18/2014 4:38
Transferred PM

BC:

guy_7272@msn.com {guy_7272@msn.com}

11/48/2014 4:38
Transferred PM

BC:

hannahglasston@cox.net (hannahglasston@cox.net)

11/18/2014 4:38
Transferred M

BC: harry.Roberts@TeamRWB.org (harry. Roberts@TeamRWB.org) Transferred 11/18/2014 4:38
PV

BC: idetweiler@codac, org (idetweiler@codac.org) 11/18/2014 4:38
Transferred PM

BC: ileanavaca@yahoo.com (ileanavaca@yahoo.com) Transferred 11/18/2014 4:38
PM

BC: its@theriver.com (its@theriver.com) Transferred 11/18/2014 4:38
PM

BC: ivoman13@hotmail.com {ivoman13@hotmail.com) 11/18/2014 4:38
Transferred PM

BC: J.Dowdall@msn.com (J.Dowdali@msn.com) 11/18/2014 4:38
Transferred PM

BC: j.gibbsarchitect@gmail.com (j.gibbsarchitect@gmail.com) 11/18/2014 4,38

Transferred BM

BC:

J3148@aol.com (J3149@aol.com)

11/18/2014 4:38
Transferred PM

BC: jackmgclain@mac.com (jackmclain@mac.com)

11/18/2014 4.38
Transferred PM

BC:

JamesKrepps@gmail.com (JamesKrepps@gmail.com}

11/18/2014 4:38
Transferred PM

BC: janetkmiller@gmail.com (janetkmiller@gmail.com)

11/18/2014 4:38
Transferred PM

BC:

Jboyle@nursing.arizona.edu (Jboyle@nursing.arizona.edu)
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11/18/2014 4:38
Transferred PM
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BC: jcervell@email.arizona.edu (jcervell@email.arizona.edu) Transferred 11/18/2014 4:38
PM

BC: jeff@jeffdigregoric.com (jeff@jeffdigregorio.com) Transferred 11/18/2014 4.38
PM

BC: jefffarkas@cox.net (jefffarkas@ocox.net) 11/18/2014 4:38

Transferred BM

BC:

Jilk@anicewarid.com (jill@aniceworld . com)

11/18/2014 4:38
Transferred PM

BC:

jkovacik@cox.net (jkovacik@cox net)

11/18/2014 4:38
Transferred PM

BC:

jlapolinari@g.com (jlapelinar1@g.com)

11/18/2014 4:38

Transferred BM

BC:

jmora@ces-pio.org (JMora@ccs-pio.org)

11/18/2014 4:38
Transferred PM

BC:

jmrelf1229@gmail.com (imrelf1 228@gmail, com)

11/18/2014 4:38
Transferred PM

BC: jmuckle@codac.org (mucklie@codac.org) Transferred 11/18/2014 4:38
P
BC: joanchall@yahoo.com (jeanchall@yahog.com) 11/18/2014 4:38
Transferred PM
BC: jochoa@compasshe.org (jochoa@compasshc.org)

11/18/2014 4.38
Transferred PM

BC: jodabu@hotmail.com {jodabu@hotmail.com) 11/18/2014 4:38
Transferred BM

BC: Jodie Barnes (Jodie.Barnes@tucsonaz.gov) Read 11/18/2014 4:39
PM

BC: JoeFlores@cox.net (JoaFlores@cox.net) 11/18/2014 4:38

Transferred PM

BC:

jojhernan@aol.com (jojhernan@acl.com) Transferred |13:V/|1 8/2014 4:38

BC: Jonathan Mabry (Jonathan.Mabry@tucsonaz.gov) Replied 11/18/2014 4:38
PM

BC: jordan.layton@cpsaarizona.org (jordan.layton@cpsaarizona.org) Transferred ;;\;’1? 8/2014 4:38

BC: Josefina.Cardenas.Jc@gmail.com (Josefina.Cardenas.Jc@gmail.com) Transferred :3:\;'11 8/2014 4:38

BC:

joseph_cates1965@yahoo.com {joseph_cates1965@yahoo.com)

11/18/2014 4:38
Transferred PM

BC: josephtucs@aol.com (josephtucs@aol.com) Transferred 11/18/2014 4:38
PM

BC: jre@lithops.com (jre@lithops.com) Transferred ’1:1;'1 8/2014 4:38

BC: julie@partnersforhousingsolutions.com (julie@partnersforhousingsolutions.com)

11/18/2014 4:38
Transferred PM

BC:

junitas 19@aol.com (junitas19@aocl.com)

11/18/2014 4:38
Transferred PM

BC:

Kacey@HKAarch.com (Kacey@KAarch.com)

11/18/2014 4:38
Transferred PM

BC: Karla Avalos-Soto (Karla.Avalos-Soto@tucsonaz.gov) Read 11/18/2014 10:29
AM

BGC: Kate Kish (Kate Kish@tucsonaz.gov) Read 11/19/2014 1:04
PM

BC:

KatyScoblink@helptucson.org (KatyScoblink@helptucson.org)

11/18/2014 4:38
Transferred PM

BC:

kidlaw9s@aol.com (kidlaw96@aol.com)
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11/18/2014 4:38
Transferred PM
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BC: kittyreeve@cox.net (kittyreeve@cox.net) Transterred :3 :C:'j 8/2014 4:38
BC: ktom@architecturecompany.net (ktom@architecturecompany.net) Transferred I13 1}"1 8/2014 4:38
BC: Kwelter@codac.org {Kwelter@codac.org) Transferred ;?\21 8/2014 4:38
BC: KWJW3@cox.net (KWIJW3@cox.net) Transferred l13 1;‘11 8/2014 4:38
BC: kylie@livingstreetsalliance.org (kylie@livingstreetsalliance.org) Transferred |13H11 8/2014 4:38
BC: jacarlson@cox.net (lacarison@cox.net) Transferred 113?\}'!1 8/2014 4:38
BC: laura427@cox.net (laura427@cox.nef) Transferred ;31 8/2014 4.38
BC: leon.feliciano@gmail.com {leon.feliciano@gmail.com) Transferred llw 8/2014 4:38
BC: feons1@cox.net (lecns1 @cox.net) Transferred }131;[1 8/2014 4:38
BC: les_p_hackenslash@yahoo.com (les_p_hackensfash@yahoo.com) Transterred I13 :\21 8/2014 4.38
BC: les_p_hackerslash@yahoo.com (les_p_hackerslash@yahco.com) Transferred 11:?\/!11 8/2014 4:38
BC: Ihoweli@cox.net (lhowell@cox.net) Transferred ;:\;’11 8/2014 4:38
BC: linda2526.lw@gmail.com (linda2526.lw@gmail.com) Transferred !13:\;’11 8/2014 4:38
BC: lisameie@ai.com (lisamele@ai.com) Transferred ;1;;'1 8/2014 4:38
BC: livingsimplyclub@yahoo.com (livingsimplyclub@yahoo.com) Transferred ;1}"1 8/2014 4:38
BC: lkot@Primavera.org (Ikot@Primavera.org} Transferred ;121 8/2014 4:38
BC: Imazerbo@ OurFamilyServices.org> (Imazerbo@ourfamilyservices.org>) Transferred ‘1:“'!\;'11 8/2014 4.38
BC: loispawlak@cox.net (loispawlak@cox.net) Transferred |13w 8/2014 4.38
BC: lori.nunez@lafrontera.org (lori.nunez@lafrontera.org) Transferred [13;\}"1 8/2014 4:38
BC: Ipearmain@msn.com {Ipearmain@msn.com} Transferred ;;21 8/2014 4:38
BC: Irothshepherd@cox.net (Irothshepherd@cox.net) Transferred ;1;'1 872014 4:38
BC: luckmatthew@gmail.com (luckmatthew@gmail.com) Transferrad ll':\}ll‘l 8/2014 4:38
BC: lvnasec@ecutlook.com (lvnasec@outlock.com) Transferred 1P ‘||V/E1 8/2014 4:38
BC: lyle.ford@rallypointtucson.org {lyle ford@rallypointtucson.org) Transferred IL:VT 8/2014 4:38
BC: lynnw@longrealty.com (lynnw@longrealty.com) Transferred ;:\;’11 8/2014 4.38
BC: mararchitectsinc@cox.net (mararchitectsinc@cox.net)

11/18/2014 4:38
Transferred PM

BC:

mark.crum115@gmail.com (mark.crumi15@gmail.ccm)

11/18/2014 4:38
Transferred PM

BC

. mark.rce@exodushelp.org {mark.roe@exodushelp.org)
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11/18/2014 4:38
Transferred PM
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BC: masonm@email.arizona.edu (masonm@email.arizona.edu) 11/18/2014 4:38
Transferred PM

BC: mattzoll@cox.net {mattzoll@cox.net) 11/18/2014 4:38
Transferred PM

BC: mbeach06@cox.net (mbeach06@cox.net) Transferred 11/18/2014 438
PM

BC: mbeerling@compassaffordablehousing.org 11/18/2014 4:38

(mbeerling@compassaffordablehousing.crg)

Transferred PM

BC: mbhoman@msn.com {mbhoman@msn.com) 11/18/2014 4:38
Transferred PM

BC: megan.lee@cpsaarizona.org (megan, lee@gspsaarizona.org) 11/18/2014 4:38
Transferred PM

BC: merkaba@cox.net (merkaba@cox.net) Transferred 11/18/2014 4:38
PM

BC: mhazlett@amphi.com (mhazleti@amphi.com} 11/18/2014 4:38
Transferred PM

BC: michaelkeith@downtowntucson.org {michaelkeith@downtowntucson.org) 11/18/2014 4:38
Transferred PM

BC: michal.andrew@teamrwb.org (michal.andrew@TeamRWB.crg) Transferred 11/18/2014 4:38
PM

BC: mickmif1@msn.com {mickmrf1@msn.com) Transferred 11/18/2014 4:38
PM

BC: mikea@lineandspace.com {mikea@lineandspace,com) 11/18/2014 4:38
Transferred BM

BC: mikemorgue@cox.net (mikemorgue@cox.nat) 11/18/2014 4.38
Transferred PM

BC: mikerebro@yahoo.com (mikerebro@yahoo.com) 11/18/2014 4:38
Transferred oM

BC: miraclemanorna@cox.net (miraclemanorna@cox.net} Transferred 11/18/2014 4,38
PM

BC: mjghery@gmail.com (mighory@gmall.com) Transferred 11/18/2014 4:38
PM

BC: mlee@pasaderanetwork.org (mlee@pasaderanetwork.org) Transferred 11/18/2014 4:38
PM

BC: mmayer1@mindspring.com (mmayer1@mindspring.com) Transferred 11/18/2014 4:38
PM

BC: mmilazzo@compasaffordablehousing.org Transferred 11/18/2014 4:38
{mmitazzo@compasaffordablehousing.org) ransierred ppy

BC: moatesart@q.com (moatesart@q.com) Transferred 11/18/2014 4:38
P

BC: moniqua.k.lane@gmail.com (monigua.k lane@gmail.com) Transferred 11/18/2014 4:38
PM

BC: Montserrat. Caballero@pima.gov (Montserrat.Caballero@pima.gov) Transferred $1/18/2014 4:38
PM

BC: moonjyee@gmail.com (moonjyee@gmail.com) Transferred 11/18/2014 4.38
PM

BC: mray@dakotacom.net (mray@dakotacom.net) Transfered 11118/2014 4.38
PM

BC: mrnapresident@mesquiteranch.org (mrnapresident@mesquiteranch.org) Transferred 11/18/2014 4:38
PM

BC:

mrnavicepresident@mesquiteranch.org (mrnavicepresident@mesquiteranch.org)

11/18/2014 4:38
Transferred PM

BC:

MRozar67@msn.com {MRozar87@msn.com)

11/18/2014 4:38
Transferred PM

BC:

mshoemacher@gmail.com (msheemacher@gmail.com)
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BC:

mspark@cox.net {mspark@cox.net)

11/18/2014 4:38
Transferred PM

BC: myvenicehouse@aol.com (myvenicehouse@acl.com) Transferred 11/18/2014 4:38
PM

BC: mznglor@gmail.com {mznglor@gmail.com) Transferred 11/118/2014 4:38
PM

BC: nataliabziemang@gmail.com {nataliabzieman@gmail.com) 1111812014 4:38

Transferred BM

BC:

nbrbns@aol.com (nbrbns@aot.com)

11/18/2014 4:38
Transferred PM

BC:

ncwall@aol.com (newali@aot.com)

11/18/2014 4:38
Transferred PM

BC:

neil.scott@q.com (neil.scott@g.com)

11/18/2014 4:38
Transferred BM

BC:

Nicole Ewing-Gavin (Nicole.Ewing-Gavin@tucsonaz.gov)

11/19/2014 8:55
Deleted AM

BC:

niemicat@hotmail.com (riemicat@hotmait.com)

11/18/2014 4:38
Transferred PM

BC:

nmwarnet51@msn.com (nmwarnerS1@msn.com)

11/18/2014 4:28
Transferred P

BC:

nopal.856756@gmail.com (nopal.85756@gmail.com)

11/18/2014 4:38
Transferred BM

BC:

odowd@flash.net (odowd@flash.net)

11/18/2014 4:38
Transferred PM

BC:

oienjmo@msn.com {oienjmo@msn.com)

11/18/2014 4:38
Transferred PM

BC:

onecitizenonevote@gmail.com (onecitizenonevote@gmail.com)

11/18/2014 4:38
Transferred PM

BC:

onthebluetoo@gmail.com (onthebluetoo@gmail.com)

11/18/2014 4:38
Transferred PM

BC:

opt1775@yahoo.com (opt1775@yahoc.com)

11/18/2014 4:38
Transferred BM

BC:

paloverdena@gmail.com {paloverdena@gmail.com)

11/18/2014 4:38
Transferred PM

BC:

Pamela.Moseley@pima.gov (Pamela.Moseley@pima.gov)

11/18/2014 4:38
Transferred PM

BC:

pandrew@primavera.org (pandrew@Primavera.org)

11/18/2014 4:38
Transferred PM

BC: pat.crutcher@va.gov (pat.crutcher@va.gov) Transferred 111812014 4:38
PM

BC: Patricia Gehlen (Patricia.Gehlen@tucsonaz.gov) Forwarded 11/19/2014 7:57
AM

BC: patriciamb@cox.net (patriciamb@cox.nef) 11/18/2014 4:38

Transferred PM

BC:

patrickbunker1 @msn.com {patrickbunker1 @msn.com)

11/18/2014 4:38
Transferred PM

BC:

pbsadza@gmail.com (pbsadza@gmail.com)

11/18/2014 4:38
Transferred PM

BC:

pcaldweli@ourfamilyservices.org (pealdwell@ourfamilyservices.org)

11/18/2014 438
Transferred PM

BC:

pete@cdphousing.com (Pete@cdphousing.com)

11/18/2014 4:38
Transferred PM

BC:

pfvi@email.arizona.edu (pfv@email.arizena.edu}

11/18/2014 4:38
Transferred PM

BC:

PH8list@aol.com (PHB8list@aol.com)
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BC. philipp@richjoy.com (philipp@richjoy.com) Transferred é;\f 8/2014 4:38
BC: phomanz@cox.net (phoman2@cox.net) Transferred 11121 8/2014 4:38
BC: PLDunford@cox.net (PLDunford@cox.net) Transferred ;’:\21 8/2014 4:38
BC: pnorback@cox.net {pnorback@cox.net) Transferred ;:\;’11 8/2014 4:38
BC: poetssquare@gmail.com (poetssquare@gmail.com) Transferred l13:\;’11 8/2014 4:38
BC: porourke6@cox.net (porourkeS@cox.net) Transferred ;2\511 8/2014 4:38
BC: president@broadmoscrbroadwayvillage.com

(president@broadmoorbroadwayvillage.com)

11/18/2014 4:38
Transferred PM

BC: President@FeidmansAZ. org (President@FeldmansAZ.org) Transferred 1131218!2014 4:38
BC: prusseil@eeeveterans.org (prussell@eeeveterans.org) Transferred 11/18/2014 4:38
PM
BC: psalm116@gmail.com (psalm116@gmail.com) Transferred 11/18/2014 4.38
PM
BC: pueblo-gardensneighborhosd@cox.net (pueblo-gardensneighborhood@ecox.net) Transferred 11/18/2014 4:38
PM
BC: rabago89@hotmail.com (rabago89@hotmail.com) 11/18/2014 4:38
Transferred PM
BC: R-A-IMOEHL@cox.net (R-A-IMOEHL@cox.net) 14/18/2014 4:38
Transferred BM
CC: Ramona Williams (Ramona. Williams@ftucsonaz.gov) Delivered 11/18/2014 4:38
PM
BC: ramosechevarri@aol.com (ramosecheverri@aol.com) Transferred 11/18/2014 4:38
PM
BC: RBGED3@att.net (RBE603@att.net) 11/18/2014 4:38
Transferred PM
BC: RebeccaAP@ELRIO.ORG (RebeccaAP@ELRIO.ORG) 11/18/2014 4:38
Transferred PM
BC: reusrobert@yahoo.com (reusrobert@yahoo.com) 11/18/2014 4:38
Transferred PM
BC: rfetom@architecturecompany.net {(fetom@architecturecompany.net} Transferred 11/18/2014 4:38
PM
BC: richarda_10918@yahoo.com (richarda_10818@yahoo.com) Transferred 11/18/2014 4:38
PM
BC. richardstudwell@msn.com (richardstudwell@msn.com) Transferred 11/18/2014 4:38
PM
BC: Rick@lavaty.com (Rick@lavaty.com) Transferred 11/18/2014 4:38
PM
BC. rjroafi@hotmail.com (rjroati@hotmail.com) Transferred 11/18/2014 4:38
P
BC. rkattnig@ag.arizona.edu (rkattnig@ag.arizona.edu} Transferred 11/18/2014 4:38
PM
BC: rlshcs@iiveline.com (risbcs@liveline.com) Transferred 11/18/2014 4:38
PM
BC: rmtrinidad@compasshc.org (rmtrinidad@compasshc.org} Transferred 11/18/2014 4:38
PM
BC: robert@hedrickacres.org (rebert@hedrickacres.org) Transferred 11/18/2014 4:38
P
BC: robertsbowers@cox.net (robertsbowers@cox.net)
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BC: rose.nba@cox.net (rose.nba@cox.net) 11/18/2014 4:38
Transferred PM

BC: royzarow@iglide.net (royzarow@iglide.net) 11/18/2014 4:38
Transferred PM

BC: rpsparkmal@cox.net (rpsparkmal@cox.net)

11/18/2014 4:38
Transferred PM

BC:

RRNAMike@aol.com (RRNAMike@acl.com)

11/18/2014 4:38

Transferred PM

BC: Russlyn Wells {Russlyn.Wells@tucsonaz.gov) Read 11/19/2014 9:44
AM

BC: rutheblunier@hotmail.com {rutheblunier@hotmail.com) Transterred ;1}11 8/2014 4:38

BC:

s.nation@hotmail.com (s.naticn@hoimail.com)

11/18/2014 4:38
Transferred PM

BC: salbego@cox.net (salbego@cox.net) 11/18/2014 4:38
Transferred PM

CC: Sally Stang (Sally. Stang@tucsonaz.gov) Read 11/18/2014 4:38
PM

BC: samantha.bivens2@redcross.org {samantha.bivens2@redcross.org) 11/18/2014 4:38
Transferred PM

BC: sandyloutucson@cox.net {sandyioutucson@cox.net) Transferred 11/18/2014 4:38
PM

BC: Sascha.Navarro@va.gov (Sascha.Navarro@va.gov) 11/18/2014 4:38
Transferred PM

BC: skyjacobs@gmail.com (skyjacobs@gmail.com) 11/18/2014 4:38

Transferred PM

BC:

shmtuc@msn.com (slimuc@msn.com)

11/18/2014 4:38
Transferred PM

8C;

smolterferris@yahoo.com {smolterferris@yahoo.com}

1171812014 4:38
Transferred PM

BC: SPNA@cox.net (SPNA@ cox.net) Transferred '13:\}’]1 8/2014 4:38
BC: SRamsey@helptucson.org (SRamsey@helptucson.org) Transferred :3;\;'1 8/2014 4:38
BC: standuptall@gmail.com (standuptall@gmail.com) Transferred ;’?\21 8/2014 4:38
BC: Stanley@email.arizona.edu {Stanley@email arizona.edu) Transferred ;?\21 8/2014 4:38
BC: stantey19263@msn.com (stanley19263@msh.com} Transferred ;:\;’11 8/2014 4:38
BC: Steve Nelson@pima.gov (Steve.Nelson@pima.gov) Transferred '13 :\;’11 812014 4:38
BC: styerwhite@yahoo.com {styerwhite@yahoo.com) Transferred |1;. :\;’11 8/2014 4:38
BC: sven_sitberschiag@mli.com (sven_silberschlag@ml.com) Transfarred ;:\;’11 8/2014 4:38
BC: Sylvia.cuestas@pima.gov (Sylvia.cuestas@pima.gov) Transferred 1133\21 8/2014 4.38
CC: Teresa Williams (Teresa.Wiliams@tucsonaz.gov) Delivered 513?\'/’{1 8/2014 4:38
BC: tgreeng@ecenturylink.net ({greeng@centurylink.net) Transferred ]1:121 8/2014 4:38
BC: thevanburen@mebapartments.com (thevanburen@mebapartmenis.com) Transferred }131;'1 8/2014 4:38

BC:

tieyorksltue@gmail.com (tieyorksitue@gmail.com)
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BC: fjackson@ourfamilyservices.org {tjackson@curfamilyservices.org} 11/18/2014 4:38

Transferred BM

BC: toddbukowski@yahoo.com (foddbukowski@yahoo.com) 11/18/2014 4:38

Transferred PM

BC: Tom Heath (Tom@theheathteam.com) 11/18/2014 4.38

Transferred PM

BC: Tom.Wills@cox.net (Tom.Wills@cox.net) 11/18/2014 4:38

Transferred PM

BC: iortuga51@gmail.com {tortuga51@gmail.com) 11/18/2014 4:38

Transferred PM

BC: tpattsmith@icstucson.org (tpattsmith@icstucson.org) 11/118/2014 4:38

Transferred PM

11/18/2014 4:38

BC. treatdsage@hotmail.com (treatdsage@hotmail.com} Transferrad
PM

BC: tschwartz@compassaffordablehousing.org Transferred 14/18/2014 4:38
(tschwartz@compassaffordablehousing.org) PM

BC: TUCIRISH@aol.com (TUCIRISH@aol.com) Transferred 11/18/2014 4:38
PM

BC: twocanfest@yahoo.com {twocanfest@yahoo.com) 11/18/2014 4:38

Transferred PM

BC: tworockings@cox.net (tworockings@cox.net) 11/18/2014 4:38

Transferred PM

BC: vbaker35@aol.com {vbaker35@aol.com) 11/18/2014 4:38
Transferred P

BC: viegveld@earthlink.com {vlegvold@earthlink.cony) 11/18/2014 4:38

Transferred PM

BC: Ward6 (Ward6@tucsonaz.gov)

11/19/2014 10:08
Deleted AM

BC: wasteph@cox.net (wasteph@cox.net) Transferred 11/18/2014 4:38
PM

BC: waynesunne@netscape.net (waynesunne@netscape.net) 19/18/2014 4:38

Transferred BM

BC. wildaboutdacats@cox.net {(wildaboutdacats@cox.net) Transferred 11/18/2014 4.38
PM

BC: wille@email.arizona.edu (wille@email.arizena.edu) Transferred 11/18/2014 4:38
PM

BC: william.altafer@azbar.org (william.altaffer@azbar.org) Transferred 11/18/2014 4:38
Pt

BC: womankraftaz@yahco.com {(womankraftaz@yahoo.com) Transferred 11/18/2014 4:38
PM

BC: wuna.org@gmail.com (wuna.org@gmait.com) 11/18/2014 4:38
Transferred BM

BC: zoeorawr@gmail.com (zoeorawr@gmail.com) 11/18/2014 438

Transferiz.at? PM

Previous Meeting attendees emails:

BC: Albert.Elias@tucsonaz.gov> (Albert. Elias@tucsonaz,gov>) Transferred 11/18/2014 4:44
PM

BC: artgod@whidbey.com (artgod@whidbey.com) Transferred 11118/2014 4:44
Pt

BC: azkaleb@gmaii.com (azkaleb@gmail.com) 11/18/2014 4:44
Transferred PM
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BC:

barbieu1@gmail.com {barbieu1@gmaii.com)

11/18/2014 4:44
Transferred BM

BC:

barbieui@gmail.com {barbieui@gmail.com)

11/18/2014 4:44

Transferred M

<prBD(j‘gcl?iirs1ig;ti;gégﬁj;ﬁt(i:giil;taz@gmail.com> {Ben Irving Transferred ;:\T 8/2014 4:44
BC: bill@schlesinger (bill@schlesinger) Transferred ;:\21 8/2014 4:44
BC: caguirreG82@centurylink.net (caguirre082@centurylink.net) Transferred ;:\;’11 8/2014 4:44
BC: casamariatucson@yahoe.com (casamariatucson@yahoo.com) Transferred ;:\;’11 8/2014 4:44
BC: cathyrivers1@gmail.com {cathyriverst@gmail.com) Transferred ;}\.{11 8/2014 4.44

BC:

craig@tracmedia.com (craig@tracmedia.com)

14/18/2014 4:44
Transferred PM

BC: danna.auriana@va.gov {danna.auriana@va.gov) Transferred ;1;18/2014 4:44
BC: Diana Amado (Diana.Amado@tucsonaz.gov) Read ;}\}’IT 8/2014 4:48
BC: Elaine Becherer (Elaine.Becherer@tucsonaz.gov) Read ;‘:\31 8/2014 5.05
BC: erawl@earthlink.nst {erawl@earthlink.net) Transferred ;’:\F 8/2014 4:44
BC: Glenn Fournie {Glenn.Fournie@tucsonaz.gov) Read '13:\!/!1 8/2014 4:45
BC. hannahglasston@cox.net (hannahglasston@cox. net) Transferred ;1;’11 8/2014 4:44
To: HCDAdmin (HCDAdmIn.CSPO2,CHDOM2@tucsonaz.gov) Read 2\:\;’11 9/2014 7:16
BC: jamescjeda@gmail.com (jamesojeda@gmail.com) Transferred }13:\;’11 8/2014 4.44
BC: jmera@ccs-pio.org (JMora@ccs-pio.org} Transferred :3;’11 8/2014 4:44
BC: jodabu@hotmaii.com (jodabu@hotmail.corn} Transferred ;121 8/2014 4:44
BC: Jody Gibbs (j.gibbsarchitect@gmail.com)

11/18/2014 4.44
Transferred PM

BC: jehn@johnroldan.com (john@ichnroldan.com) Transferred ;ID‘II\}’I1 8/2014 4:44
BC: Jonathan Mabry {Jonathan Mabry@tucsonaz.gov) Delivered ;'?\;I‘I 8/2014 4:44
BC: Joyce Alcantar (Joyce Alcantar@tucsonaz.gov) Read ,131./"1 8/2014 5:08
BC: justin.lanne@naihorizon.com {justin. lanne@naihorizon.com) Transferred ;‘:\21 8/2014 4:44
BC: kate.kisha@tucsonaz.gov {kate.kisha@tucsonaz.gov)

11/18/2014 4:44
Transferred PM

BC:

kenbacker@earthlink.net (kenbacker@earthlink.net)

1118/2014 4:44
Transferred PM

BC: lumsden@email.arizona.edu {lumsden@email. arizona.edu) Transferred '131;1 8/2014 4:44
BC: lynnw@longrealty.com (lynnw@longrealty, com) Transferred '131‘21 8/2014 4.44
BC: mab@brink.com (mab@brink.com)
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BC

: mbeeriing@compassaffordablehousing.org

{mbeeriing@compassaffordablehousing.org)

11/18/2014 4:44
Transferred PM

BC

: mlheueti@gmail.com (miheuett@gmail.com)

11/18/2014 4:.44
Transferred BM

BC

: mshoemacher@gmail.com (mshoemacher@gmaii.com)

11/18/2014 4.44
Transferred PM

BC:

opt1775@yahoo.com (opt1775@yahoo.com)

11/18/2014 4.44
Transferred PM

BC:

pat.crutcher@va.gov (pat.crutcher@va.gov)

11/18/2014 4:44
Transferred PM

BC:

pcaldwell@ourfamilyservices.org (pealdweli@ourfamilyservices.org)

11/18/2014 4:44
Transferred PM

BC:

Peggy Huichisen (phutchiscn@Primavera.org)

1118/2014 4:44
Transferred PM

BC:

Pete@cdphousing.com (Pete@cdphousing.com)

11/18/2014 4:44
Transferred P

BC:

phillip@richioy.com (phillip@richjoy.com}

11/18/2014 4:44
Transferred PM

BC:

phillipp@rickjey.com {phillipp@rickjoy.com)

1111812014 4:44
Transferred PM

BC:

phutchinsen@Primavera.org (phutchinson@Primavera.org)

11/18/2014 4.44
Transferred BM

BC:

piaseckibarb@gmail.com {piaseckibarb@gmail.com)

11/18/2014 4:44
Transferred PM

BC:

Ramona Williams (Ramona. Wiliams@tucsonaz.gov)

Delivered 11118/2014 4:44

BC:

rosiandrade@yahoo.com {rosiandrade@yahoo.com)

11/18/2014 4:44
Transferred PM

BC:

Sally Stang (Sally. Stang@tucsonaz.gov)

11/18/2014 5:00

Read PM

BC:

shropball12@cox.net (shropball12@cox.net)

11/18/2014 4:44
Transferred PM

BC

: sknutson@compassaffordablehousing.org

(sknutson@compassaffordablehousing.org)

11/18/2014 4:44
Transferred PM

BC

: sitofel@Tofelconstruction.com {sitofel@T ofelconstruction.com)

11/18/2014 4:44
Transferred PM

BC:

smodaid@codas.org {(smcdaid@codac.org)

1118/2014 4:44
Transferred PM

BC:

standuptall@gmail.com (standuptall@gmail.com}

11/118/2014 4:44
Transferred PM

BC: stanley19263@msn.com (stanley19263@msn.com) Transferred }13:\;’11 82014 4:44
BC: Steve Kozachik (Steve.Kozachik@tucsonaz.gov) Read I13 M1 8/2014 8:40
BC: Teresa Williams {Teresa. Williams@tucsonaz.gov) Read ;:\;1 9/2014 9:47
BC: tgreen9@centurylink.net (tgreend@centurylink.nef) 11/18/2014 4:44

Transferred M

BC:

tieyourshoe@gmail.com {tieyourshoce@gmail.com)

1118/2014 4:44
Transferred PM

BC:

tpattsmith@icstucson.org (tpattsmith@icstucson.org)

11118/2014 4:44

Transferred PM

BC:

wille@email.arizona.edu (wille@email arizona.edu)

11/18/2014 4:44
Transferred PM

Mayor & Council addresses:;
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CC: Alvira Gallego (Alvira.Gallego@tucsonaz.gov) Read 10/23/2014 4:34 PM
CC: Amy Stabler (Amy.Stabler@tucsonaz.gov) Emptied 11/1/2014 1:02 AM
CC: Anakarina Rodriguez (Anakarina.Rodriguez@tucsonaz.gov) Read 10/23/2014 5:17 PM
CC: Ann Charles (Ann.Charles@tucsonaz.gov) Delivered 10/23/2014 4:32 PM
CC: Brianda Vila {Brianda.Vila@tugsonaz.gov) Delivered 10/23/2014 4:32 PM
CC: Carmen Noriega (Carmen.Noriega@tucscnaz.gov) Read 10/23/2014 4:32 PM
CC: Cathy Borinstein {Cathy.Borinstein@tucsonaz.gov) Emptied 11/4/2014 1:02 AM
CC: Diana Amado (Diana.Amado@tucsonaz.gov} Forwarded  10/24/2014 11:21 AM
CC: Heileen Evans {Heileen Evans@tucsonaz.gov) Delivered 10/23/2014 4:32 PM
CC: Javier Herrera (Javier,Herrera@tucsonaz.gov) Emptied 10/31/2014 1:.01 AM
To: Jonathan Rothschild (Jonathan.Rothschild@tucsonaz.gov} Emptied 10/31/2014 1:02 AM
CC: Judith Anderson (Judith. Anderson@tucscnaz.gov) Delivered 10/23/2014 4:32 PM
To: Karin Uhlich (Karin.Uhlich@tucsonaz gov) Delivered 10/23/2014 4:32 PM
CC: Karla Avales-Soto (Karla.Avalos-Soto@tucsenaz.gov) Read 10/24/2014 11:37 AM
CC: Kate Kish (Kate.Kish@tucsonaz.gov) Read 10/24/2014 11:01 AM
CC: Katie Bolger (Katie.Bolger@tucsonaz.gov) Read 10/27/2014 9:40 AM
CC: Lannie Patel {Lannie.Patel@tucsonaz.gov) Emptied 11/1/2014 1:.03 AM
CC: Laura Dent (Laura.Dent@tucsonaz.gov) Read 10/24/2014 9:03 AM
CC: Lisa Markkula (Lisa.Markkula@tucsonaz.gov) Delivered 10/23/12014 4:32 PM
CC: Luke Knipe (Luke.Knipe@iucsonaz.gov) Emptied 10/27/2014 5:51 PM
CC: Mark Kerr (Mark.Kerr@tucsonaz.gov) Emptied 11/1/2014 1:03 AM
CC: Martha Cantreil (Martha.Cantrell@tucsonaz.gov) Read 10/24/2014 12:51 PM
CC: Mary Fimbres (Mary.Fimbres@tucsonaz.gov) Read 10/28/2014 10:52 AM
CC: Matt Kopec (Matt. Kopec@tucsonaz.gov) Forwarded 10/23/2014 4:4C PM
CC: Melinda Jacobs (Melinda.Jacobs@tucsonaz.gov) Delivered 10/23/2014 4:32 PM
CC: Molly Thrasher (Molly. Thrasher@tucsonaz.gov) Emptied 10/31/2014 1:02 AM
CC: Odessa Draheim (Odessa.Draheim@tucsonaz.gov) Read 10/24/2014 8:20 AM
To: Paul Cunningham (Paul.Cunningham@tucsonaz.gov) Read 10/24/2014 10:35 AM
CC: Ramona Williams (Ramona.Williams@tucsonaz.gov) Read 10/23/2014 4:33 PM
To: Regina Romero (Regina.Romeroc@tucsonaz.gov) Delivered 10/23/2014 4;32 PM
CC: Renee Sowards (Renee. Sowards@tucsonaz.gov) Emptied 111142014 1:03 AM
To: Richard G. Fimbres (Richard. Fimbres@tucsonaz.gov) Forwarded 10/23/2014 5:.00 PM
CC: Ryan Anderson (Ryan.Andersen@tucsonaz.gov) Deleted 11/13/2014 3:22 PM
CC: Sally Stang (Sally.Stang@tucsonaz.gov) Read 10/24/2014 6:16 AM
To: Shirley Scott (Shirley.Scott@tucsonaz.gov) Emptied 11/1/2014 1:.03 AM
CC: Steve Arnquist (Steve Arnquist@tucsonaz.gov) Read 10/23/2014 4:38 PM
To: Steve Kozachik (Steve.Kozachik@tucsonaz.gov) Emptied 10/31/2014 1:02 AM
CC: Tamara Prime {Tamara.Prime@tucsonaz.gov) Delivered 10/23/2014 4.32 PM
CC: Ted Prezelski (Ted.Prezelski@tucsonaz.gov) Read 10/28/2014 12:52 PM

CC:

Teresa Olsen (Teresa. Olson@tucsonaz.gov)
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MEMORANDUM OF AGREEMENT
BETWEEN Downtown Motor Lodge, LLC
AND THE
ARIZONA STATE HISTORIC PRESERVATION OFFICE (SHPO)

REGARDING THE DOWNTOWN MOTOR HOTEL
383 South Stone Avenue, Tueson, Arizona

WHEREAS, Downtown Motor Lodge, LLC plans the undertaking of the construction of a thres
story apartment building with podium using HUD funding to be constructed on a site currently known as
the Dowitown Motor Hotel , a recent contributor to the Armory Park National Register Historic District, .
and which will be demolished as an integral part of the project. The project location is 383 South Stone
Avenue; and,

WHEREAS, Downtown Motor Lodge, LLC plans fo use federal funding as part of the site
devefopment financing and in accordance with Section 104(g) of the Housmg and Community
Development Act of 1974 [42 U.S.C. 5304{g)] and HUD regulatory requirements at §24 CFR Part 58
“ENVIRONMENTAL REVIEW PROCEDURES FOR  ENTITIES ASSUMING HUD
ENVIRONMENTAL RESPONSIBILITIES®, thereby making the Project an undertzking subject to
review under Section 106 of the National Historic Preservation Act (NHPA), 16 U.S.C. § 470f, and its
implementing reguiations, 36 C.F.R, Part 800; and

WHEREAS, Downtown Motor Lodge, LLC has defined the underiaking's area of potential effect
{APE) as Pima County Assessor's Parcel number 117-14-0930, Block 232 Lot 7 in the City of Tucsen and
as described in Exhibit A; and

WHEREAS Downtown Motor Lodge, LLC has determined that the undertaking may have an
adverse effect as a result of demolition of substandard housing or the Downtown Motor Holel, 2 recent
contributor to the Armory Park National Register Historic District, and which includes structural
demolition as an Integral part of the project; and,

WHEREAS Downtown Motor Lodee, LLC and the SHPO agree the proposed undertaking will be
withia the Armory Park National Historic District, in which several adjacent contributing buildings are of
comparable size and scale. The new building is considered to be cempatible with the characteristics of the
National Register district; and,

WHEREAS, in accordance with 36 CF.R. § 800.6{a)1), Downtown Motor Lodge. LLC has
notified the Advisory Council on Historic Preservation (ACHP) of its adverse effect determination

praviding the specified documentation, and the ACHP has chosen not to participate in the consultation
pursuant to 36 C.F.R. § 800.6{a)(1)(iii};

NOW, THEREFORE, Downtown Motor Lodge, LLC and the Arizona State Historic Preservation

Office agree that the undertaking shail be implemented in accordance with the following stipulations in
order to take into account the effect of the undertaking on historic properties.

1 07 16—
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STIPULATIONS
Downtown Motor Lodge, -. LLC shall ensure that the following measures are carfied out:

Due to the fact that this building has been acknowledged as a contributing property to a historic
district and the original structure has been altered where many of the historic elements are
missing or in poor condition, the following actions will be adhered to for documentation of site
redevelopment and/or demolition of the Downtown Motor Hotel:

Documentation ( Drawings):

Existing documents and drawings (will work with the University of Arizona archive to get copies of the
original architect's drawings.}

Documents and drawings will be provided which includes modifications made to the original design.
Provide drawings for site, historic objects and historic fandscape feamres;.

Provide a map indicating location and relationship to adiacent structures.

Photagraphs:

Digital photos will be provided to mect the National Register Photo Policy of the 4 elevations of sach
building where possible. The photos will not be perspective cotrected nor taken with large format
negatives. Note: Standards will meet National Register Photo Policy of acceptable Digital Camera images
placed on a CD or DVD in the recommended digital image format.
hutp/Awww.nps.gov/ni/publications/gu idance/Photo_Policy_final.doc

Provide context photos per photo policy.

Field Reports:

Review existing drawings and measure as needed to document changes and additions.

Review and provide annotated samples {copies) of existing photograpbs.

Written Data:

Research and document data found at governmental agencies, historic libraries and historic archives.

Research and document important historic events or historic persens that have a relationship 1 the
building.

Describe measured building and existing building meterials.
List important historic events or historic persons that have a refationship to the building.
Resource documentation will be submitted when complete to the Arizona State Historic Preservation

Office at: State Historic Preservation Office (SHPO), Arizona State Parks Board, 1300 W. Washirgton
Street, Phoenix, Arizona 85007, Attn: James Garrison State Historc Preservation Officer. Acceptance of

the fina! documentation by the SHPO will conclude the requirements of this MOA.

3
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IV. DURATION

This MOA will expire if its stipulations are not carried out within five (5) years from the date of its
exscution. At such time, and prior to work continuing on the undertaking, Downtown Motor Lodge,
LLC shall either (2} execute a MOA pursuant to 36 CF.R. § 800.6, or (b) request, take into account, and
respord to the comments of the ACHP under 36 C.F.R. § 800.7. Prior to such time, Downtown Motor
Lodge, LLC may consult with the other signatories to reconsider the terms of the MOA and amend it in
accordance with Stipulation VII befow. Downtown Motor Lodge, LLC shall notify the signatorics as to
the course of action it will pursue.

V. MONITORING AND REPORTING

Each quarter following the execution of this MOA until it expires or is terminated, Downtown Mator
Lodge, LLC shall provide all parties to this MOA a summary report deiailing work carried ouf pursuant to
its terms. Such report shail include any scheduling changes proposed, any problems encountered, and any
disputes and objections received in Downtown Motor Lodge, LLC's efforts to carry out the terms of this
MOA. .

VI, DISPUTE RESOLUTION

Should any signatory to this MOA object at any time to any actions proposed o the manner in which the
terms of this MOA are implemented, Dowatown Motor Lodge, LLC shall consult with such party to
resolve the objection. If Downtown Motor Lodge, LLC determines that such objection cannot be
resoived, Downtown Motor Lodge, LLC wilk:

A. Forward all documentation relevant to the dispute, including the Downtown Motor Lodge,
LLC’s proposed resolution, to the ACHP. The ACHP shall provide Downtown Motor Lodge,
LLC with its advice on the resofution of the chjection within thirty (30) days of receiving
adequate documentation. Prior to reaching a final decision on the dispute, Downtown Motor
Lodge, LLC shall prepare a writlen response that takes imto account.apy timely advice or
comments regarding the dispute from the ACHP, signatories and concurring parties, and provide
them with a copy of this wriften response. Downtown Motor Lodge, LLC will then proceed
according to its final decision.

B. If the ACHP does not provide its advice regarding the dispute within the thirty (30) day time
period, Downtown Motor Lodge, LLC may make a final decision on the dispute and proceed
accordingly. Ptior to reaching such a final decision, Downtown Motar Lodge, L1.C shall prepare
a written response that takes into eccount any timely comments regarding the dispnte from the
signatories and concurring parties to the MOA, and provide them and the ACHP with a copy of
such written response.

C. Downtown Motor Lodge, LLC’s responsibility to camry out all other actions subject to the
terms of this MOA that are not the subject of the dispute remain unchanged.

VIL. AMENDMENTS
This MOA may be amended when such an amendment is agreed to in writing by all signatories.
The amendment will be effective on the date a copy signed by all of the signatories is filed with
the ACHP.

VII. TERMINATION

If any signatory to this MOA determines that its terms will not or cannot be carried out, that party
shall immediately consult with the other parties to aitempt 10 develop an amendment per

i
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Stipulation VII, above. If within thirty (30) days (or another time period agreed to by all
signatories) an amendment cannot be reached, any signatory may terminate the MOA upon
written notification to the other signatories.

Once the MOA is terminated, and prior to work continuing on the undertaking, -Downtown
Motor Lodge, LLC must either (2} execute an MOA pursuant to 36 CFR § 800.6, or (b) request,
take into account, and respond to the comments of the ACHP under 36 CFR § 800.7. Dowmtown
Motor Lodge, LLC shall notify the signatories as to the course of action it will pursue.

EXECUTION of this MOA by the Arizona State Historic Preservation Office and implementation of its
terms evidence that Downtown Motor Lodge, LLC has taken into account the effects of this undertaking
on historic properties and afforded the ACHP an opportunity to comment.

SIGNATORIES: —

By: CAH-Downtown Motor Lodge, LLC HEE R o i e

It's Manager \ PIMA COUNTY
My Comm. Expies Jan. 19, 2015

By: Compass Affordable Housing, Inc.
Ii's Manager o . /
By: Maryann Beerling, CEO %m W’ 7/ 2%, /L'[
mwﬂ Date /- AL f
ve Officer

K»laryann@eer[ing, 7hief Executi

By: Tucson Housing AM, LLC

It's Member

By: Bethel MM, LLC

tts Manager

By Bethel Development, Inc,

It's Member

By: Daniel N. Terlecki, President/Owner

/&{’ wﬁf% pate: - 1Y ¢

Danict N, Terlecki, Owner/President

Arizona State Historic Preservation Office

b
J T—
_...P'

WT 1.5141 Date g[,/ 4

James Garrison, State Historie Preservation Officer

s
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EXHIRIT A
LEGAL DESCRIPTIGN

THIE [AKD SEFERRED TO KRN BELOW 15 SITUATED W TIR COUNTY CF ¥IMA, STATE OF ARIZONA,
AND 15 DESCRIBED 45 FOLLOWS: - : .

Lot T i Block 252 of the Ciry of Trossn, Fima County, &2 ,u:w-a., according fo e wifkial survey, Geld notes, and map
2% wede sod execxied by 5. W Foremen =od qppmw:f g adppred by the ‘ﬂzyar and Comman Council of waid ciry
{then Village) of Tatsaw, an June 36, 3872, 2 certifled capy of which mup it of vecord T the office of the Connty
Recordar of Pima Luuntv Arizoes, it Hook 3 ul ‘Srfaps and Pl21s a3 page 70 theroofl

APNT LT 14085
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Sally Stang, Director

City of Tucson Department Housing and Community Development
P.O. Box 27210

Tucson, AZ 85726-7210

Re: Downtown Motor Hotel Demolition and Proposed Development Plan
Dear Ms. Stang,

I am writing regarding the proposed Downtown Motor Hotel project in Tucson, Arizona and its
potential adverse effects on the sutrounding historic properties and neighbothoods. As a property
owner in the surrounding Historic District, I am concerned about the undertaking's effects on historic
propetties in my neighborhood and the personal economic impact that a 4 story, 44 unit propetty that
fails to reflect the histotic context of its setting, surrounding properties, and our neighborhood’s unique
historic and cultural assets will have on my propetty.

I understand that a formal consultation has been initiated under Section 106 of the National Historic
Preservation Act (NHPA) for the Downtown Motor Hotel. This letter serves as my formal tequest to
actively participate in the review process, as a “consulting party” under Section 106 of the NHPA,
pursuant to 36 C.F.R. § 800.2(c)(5).

Because of my knowledge and concern about historic properties potentially affected by the project, 1
believe I can provide important information and a valuable petspective as a consulting party under
Section 106. Please include me in your distribution list for public notices of any meetings, and for the
citrculation of any documents for comment.

We look forward to participating as the review and consultation process moves forward for the
Downtown Motor Hotel.

Sincerely,

DAgien Clhei—
24 W gip son ST TVCON A oL Fof
address

TIE fodl SHER emadlr- (O

email

cc Advisoty Council on Historic Preservation
State Historic Presetvation Office
City of Tucson, City Councilor Steve Kozachik
Office of Bnvitonment and Energy, Region 9 U.S. Depattment of Housing and Urban
Development, Zach Carter
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Sally Stang, Director

City of Tucson Depattment Housing and Community Development
P.O. Box 27210

Tucson, AZ 85726-7210

Re: Downtown Motor Hotel Demolition and Proposed Development Plan
Dear Ms. Stang,

I am writing regarding the proposed Downtown Motor Hotel project in Tucson, Arizona and its
potential adverse effects on the surrounding historic properties and neighborhoods. As a property
ownet in the surrounding Historic District, I am concetned about the undertaking's effects on historic
propetties in my neighborhood and the personal economic impact that a 4 story, 44 unit property that
fails to reflect the historic context of its setting, surtounding properties, and out neighborhood’s unique
historic and cultural assets will have on my property.

T undetstand that a formal consultation has been initiated under Section 106 of the National Histotic
Preservation Act (NHPA) for the Downtown Motot Hotel. This letter serves as my formal request to

actively participate in the review process, as a “consulting party” under Section 106 of the NHPA,
pursuant to 36 C.ER. § 800.2{c){5).

Because of my knowledge and concern about historic properties potentially affected by the project, 1
believe 1 can provide important information and a valuable perspective as a consulting party under
Section 106. Please include me in your distribution list for public notices of any meetings, and for the
circulation of any documents for comment.

We look forward to participating as the review and consultation process moves forward for the
Downtown Motor Hotel.

Sincerely, mﬂf .:: ey

CARY  PATcH

29 W.SIMPSON [rVeson’ A2 §5 7o)
address

cc Advisory Council on Historic Preservation
State Historic Preservation Office
City of Tucson, City Councilor Steve Kozachik
Office of Environment and Energy, Region 9 U.S. Department of Housing and Urban
Development, Zach Carter
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Sally Stang, Director

City of Tucson Department Housing and Community Development
P.O. Box 27210

Tucson, AZ 85726-7210

Re: Downtown Motor Hotel Demolition and Proposed Development Plan
Dear Ms. Stang,

I am writing regarding the proposed Downtown Motor Hotel project in Tucson, Arizona and its
potential adverse effects on the surrounding historic properties and neighborhoods. As a property
ownei in the surrounding Historic District, I am concetned about the undertaking's effects on historic
properties in my neighborhood and the personal economic impact that a 4 story, 44 unit property that
fails to reflect the historic context of its setting, surrounding properties, and our neighborhood’s unique
historic and cultural assets will have on my property.

T understand that a formal consultation has been initiated under Section 106 of the National Historic
Preservation Act (NHPA) for the Downtown Motor Hotel This letter serves as my formal request to

actively participate in the review process, as a “consulting party” under Section 106 of the NHPA,
pursuant to 36 C.F.R. § 800.2(c)(5).

Because of my knowledge and concern about historic properties potentially affected by the project, I
believe I can provide important information and a valuable perspective as a consulting party under
Section 106. Please include me in your distribution list for public notices of any meetings, and for the
circulation of any documents for comment.

We look forward to participating as the review and consultation process moves forward for the
Downtown Motor Hotel.

Sincercs T aon ool 7;7-’:///
o V& /7y This

| 0 pp° ‘ SR
na;]c:d}LN //eggtol, vT{/(‘,fﬁ/‘/ /\/55/; /V/Véflf//‘:/
"Zng gr 3/2/ )/7?1/6 %Vﬂ//g,y’f ZU LS A L

address | 3 El [ A 7
- i | /)/ngxj, /76’]/4&/{_ 4 , 5
emaﬁ%y%eﬂff” é‘)ﬁﬁ‘éc . L e??) /) SIS I,".Zcﬁ u);ﬂ/ [7e 7/5 r

9f?_§/jfv/ ?

&

cc Advisory Council on Historic Preservation
State Historic Preservation Office
City of Tucson, City Councilor Steve Kozachik
Office of Eavironment and Energy, Region 9 U.S. Department of Housing and Urban
Development, Zach Carter
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HCDAdmin - I wish to be a stakeholder in the 106 process

From:  Brian Bateman <buffaloshine@gmail.com>
To: <HCDAdmin@tucsonaz.gov>

Date: 12/10/2014 10:44 PM

Subject: 1 wish to be a stakeholder in the 106 process
Ce: <standuptall@gmail.com>

To whom it may concern,

The destruction of the Downtown Motor Hotel on Stone Avenue and the development planned for the
property fly in the face of historical sensibility, wise downtown development and neighborhood
integration.

Please do not proceed with the planned project as it does not "fit" in the space, parking is inadequate
and most importantly, the historical building is both sound architecturally and significant historically.

The existing structure can be remodeled to assure that the growing need for low cost housing is met.
Brian Bateman

612 S, 5th Ave.
Tueson, AZ 85701
520-310-0522

file://C:\Users\Rwillia2\AppData\Local\ Temp' XPgrpwise\5488CCD1CHDOM2CSPO21...  12/15/2014



3

AVE THE

OuilGuwn

December 11, 2014

Dear Ms. Stang,

Regarding the historic Downtown Motor Hotel, please find enclosed letters from the
concerned residents of Barrio Viejo and Armory Park requesting to participate as
consulting parties in the Section 106 process.

It is very unsettling that this entire process has been fast tracked at the exclusion of
many of us who will be adversely effected by this undertaking. We also understand that
there have been even more closed door meetings that have excluded neighbors.

This is unfair and inconsistent with the with the Section 106 process. Many of us have

still not been formally notified that this project is even happening.

Moving ahead, we all look forward to our inclusion in this process as consulting parties.
In the coming days, we will be sending additional Section 106 requests from residents

of both neighborhoods.

Thank You,
Concerned Citizens of Barrio Historico and Armory Park

National Register of Historic Places Districts / Tucson, Arizona

cc  Adwvisory Council on Historic Preservation
State Historic Preservation Office
City of Tucson, City Councilor Steve Kozachik
Office of Environment and Energy, Region 9 U.S. Department of Housing and
Urban Development, Zach Carter
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date

Sally Stang, Director

City of Tucson Department Housing and Community Development
P.O. Box 27210

Tucson, AZ 85726-7210

Re: Downtown Motor Hotel Demolition and Proposed Development Plan
Dear Ms. Stang,

I am writing regarding the proposed Downtown Motor Hotel project in Tucson, Arizona and its
potential adverse effects on the surrounding historic properties and neighborhoods. As a property
owner in the surrounding Historic District, I am concerned about the undertaking's effects on historic
properties in my neighborhood and the personal economic impact that a 4 story, 44 unit property that
fails to reflect the historic context of its setting, surrounding properties, and our neighborhood’s unique
historic and cultural assets will have on my property.

T undetstand that a formal consultation has been initiated under Section 106 of the National Histotic
Preservation Act (NHPA) for the Downtown Motor Hotel. This letter serves as my formal request to
actively patticipate in the review process, as a “consulting party” under Section 106 of the NHPA,
pursuant to 36 C.I.R. § 800.2(c)(5).

Because of my knowledge and concern about historic properties potentially affected by the project, I
believe I can provide important information and a valuable perspective as a consulting party under
Section 106. Please include me in your disttibution list for public notices of any meetings, and fot the
citculation of any documents for comment.

We look forward to patticipating as the review and consultation process moves forward for the
Downtown Motor Hotel.

\'Y‘g\,;, \) No l)((;s & £ bg_uﬁ_fk s \{

Smc?rely, | Ca Q\ or e\ \)LWL: ,/
'tcﬁ Noe ‘g ( e u‘\\)g o h
name §
o ) o oo “"‘(’ :
K21g8% Yasso (L Mwea o 6B S LY
address ~ 4,23 (O alllox H L 536 536K~ 566 6 5 (" fro_
(o flaedo VA=Y )~ P T e A
SSEHY - 3335 4 53 S, (Ruaa00Q Arg
email Ay @D 0¢ Y, (‘+ &
&570 ]
cc Advisory Council on Historic Preservation

State Historic Preservation Office

City of Tucson, City Councilor Steve Kozachik

Office of Environment and Energy, Region 9 U.S. Department of Housing and Urban
Development, Zach Carter
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Sally Stang, Director

City of Tucson Department Housing and Community Development
P.O. Box 27210

Tucson, AZ 85726-7210

Re: Downtown Motor Hotel Demolition and Proposed Development Plan
Dear Ms. Stang,

I am writing regarding the proposed Downtown Motor Hotel project in Tucson, Arizona and its
potential adverse effects on the surrounding historic properties and neighborhoods. As a property
owner in the sutrounding Historic District, I am concerned about the undertaking's effects on historic
properties in my neighborhood and the personal economic impact that a 4 story, 44 unit property that
fails to reflect the historic context of its setting, surrounding properties, and our neighborhood’s unique
historic and cultural assets will have on my property.

I undetstand that a formal consultation has been initiated under Section 106 of the National Historic
Preservation Act (NHPA) for the Downtown Motor Hotel. This letter serves as my formal request to

actively participate in the review process, as a “consulting party” under Section 106 of the NHPA,
pursuant to 36 C.I'.R. § 800.2(c)(5).

Because of my knowledge and concern about historic properties potentially affected by the project, I
believe I can provide important information and a valuable perspective as a consulting party under
Section 106. Please include me in your distribution list for public notices of any meetings, and for the
circulation of any documents for comment.

We look forward to participating as the review and consultation process moves forward for the
Downtown Motor Hotel.

Sincetely,

"j / Olem C ‘}/._/ “/fff}( ¢ ( / LA

] 7
name T

— [ &

218 & Vaseo Chures )

ailra Er ‘ - (’h}/ M
address C {Cc( n k C\ ki Lé/]]t{jjﬁ” ))L} )JLQ / 23( b [ L a

email /k/l /{ ]‘ s :;’-7 Y, /

cc Advisory Council on Historic Preservation
State Histotic Preservation Office
City of Tucson, City Councilor Steve Kozachik
Office of Environment and Energy, Region 9 U.S. Department of Housing and Urban
Development, Zach Carter




Sally Stang, Director

City of Tucson Department Housing and Community Development
P.O. Box 27210

Tucson, AZ 85726-7210)

Re: Downtown Motor Hotel Demolition and Proposed Development Plan
Dear Ms. Stang,

I am writing regarding the proposed Downtown Motor Hotel project in Tucson, Atizona and its
potential adverse effects on the surtounding historic properties and neighborhoods. As a property
owner in the surrounding Historic District, I atn concerned about the undertaking's effects on historic
properties in my neighborhood and the personal economic impact that a 4 story, 44 unit propetty that
fails to reflect the historic context of its setting, surrounding properties, and our neighborhood’s unique
historic and cultural assets will have on my property.

I undetrstand that a formal consultation has been initiated under Section 106 of the National Historic
Preservation Act (NHPA) for the Downtown Motor Hotel. This letter setves as my formal request to

actively participate in the review process, as a “consulting party” under Section 106 of the NHPA,
pursuant to 36 C.F.R. § 800.2(c)(5).

Because of my knowledge and concern about historic properties potentially affected by the project, I
believe I can provide important information and a valuable perspective as a consulting party under
Section 106. Please include me in your distribution list for public notices of any meetings, and for the

citculation of any documents for comment.

We look forward to participating as the review and consultation process moves forward for the
Downtown Motor Hotel.

Sincerely,

Mr Robert Mossman
405 S 4th Ave
M Tucson AZ 85701-2455

“address

email

cc Advisory Council on Histotic Preservation
State Histotic Preservation Office
City of Tucson, City Councilor Steve Kozachik
Office of Environment and Energy, Region 9 U.S. Department of Housing and Urban
Development, Zach Carter



[A—F~ 1Y

date

Sally Stang, Ditrector

City of Tucson Department Housing and Community Development
P.0O. Box 27210

Tucson, AZ 85726-721()

Re: Downtown Motor Hotel Demolition and Proposed Development Plan
Dear Ms. Stang,

I am writing regarding the proposed Downtown Motor Hotel project in Tucson, Arizona and its
potential adverse effects on the surrounding historic properties and neighborhoods. As a property
owner in the surrounding Historic District, I am concerned about the undertaking's effects on historic
properties mn my neighborhood and the personal economic impact that a 4 story, 44 unit property that
fails to reflect the historic context of its setting, sutrounding properties, and out neighbothood’s unique
historic and cultural assets will have on my propetty.

I understand that a formal consultation has been initiated under Section 106 of the National Historic
Preservation Act (NHPA) for the Downtown Motor Hotel. This letter serves as my formal request to
actively patticipate in the review process, as a “consulting patty” under Section 106 of the NHPA,
pursuant to 36 C.F.R. § 800.2(c)(5).

Because of my knowledge and concern about histotic properties potentially affected by the project, I
believe I can provide important information and a valuable perspective as a consulting party under
Section 106. Please include me in your distribution list for public notices of any meetings, and for the
circulation of any documents for comment.

We look forwatd to patticipating as the review and consultation process moves forward for the
Downtown Motor Hotel.

Sincerely,

{p@ é\;;&éﬂ f/;; =28 YEl //?ﬂf:/ffﬁ/' [—frg ’2_@3 R R

name
322, £ /g ST
address
email
ce Advisory Council on Historic Presetvation

State Historic Preservation Office

City of Tucson, City Councilor Steve Kozachik

Office of Environment and Fnergy, Regton 9 U.S. Department of Housing and Urban
Development, Zach Carter



a4

date

Sally Stang, Director

City of Tucson Department Housing and Community Development
P.O. Box 27210

Tucson, A7 85726-7210

Re: Downtown Motor Hotel Demolition and Proposed Development Plan
Dear Ms. Stang,

I am writing regarding the proposed Downtown Motor Hotel project in Tucson, Arizona and its
potential adverse effects on the surrounding historic properties and neighborhoods. As a property
owner in the sutrounding Historic District, T am concerned about the undertaking's effects on historic
properties in my neighborhood and the personal economic impact that a 4 story, 44 unit property that
fails to reflect the historic context of its setting, surrounding properties, and our neighborhood’s unique
historic and cultutal assets will have on my property.

I understand that a formal consultation has been mitiated under Section 106 of the National Historic
Preservation Act (NHPA) for the Downtown Motor Hotel. This letter serves as my formal request to
actively participate in the review process, as a “consulting party” under Section 106 of the NHPA,
putsuant to 36 C.F.R. § 800.2(c)(5).

Because of my knowledge and concern about histotic properties potentially affected by the project, 1
believe I can provide impottant information and a valuable perspective as a consulting party undert
Section 106. Please include me in your distribution list for public notices of any meetings, and for the
circulation of any documents for comment.

We look forward to participating as the review and consultation process moves forward for the
Downtown Motor Hotel.

Sincerely,
o6k « Teshg Stanley
U o, SO0 Ave
address
A0 a\@;u\ @ onaul, acveona. LA
email
ce Advisoty Council on Historic Presetvation

State Historic Preservation Office

City of Tucson, City Councilor Steve Kozachik

Office of Environment and Energy, Region 9 U.S. Department of Housing and Urban
Development, Zach Carter
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date

Sally Stang, Ditector

City of Tucson Department Housing and Community Development
P.O. Box 27210

Tucson, AZ 85726-7210

Re: Downtown Motor Hotel Demolition and Proposed Development Plan
Dear Ms. Stang,

I am writing regarding the proposed Downtown Motor Hotel project in Tucson, Arizona and its
potential adverse effects on the surrounding historic properties and neighborhoods. As a property
owner in the sutrounding Historic District, I am concerned about the undertaking's effects on historic
properties in my neighborhood and the personal economic impact that a 4 story, 44 unit property that
fails to reflect the historic context of its setting, surrounding propetties, and our neighborhood’s unique
histotic and cultural assets will have on my property.

I understand that a formal consultation has been initiated under Section 106 of the National Historic
Preservation Act (NHPA) for the Downtown Motor Hotel. This letter serves as my formal request to
actively participate in the review process, as a “consulting party” under Section 106 of the NHPA,
pursuant to 36 C.F.R. § 800.2{c)(5).

Because of my knowledge and concern about historic properties potentially affected by the project, I
believe I can provide important information and a valuable perspective as a consulting party under
Section 106. Please include me in your distribution list for public notices of any meetings, and for the
circulation of any documents for comment.

We look fotward to participating as the review and consultation process moves forward for the
Downtown Motor Hotel.

Sincerely,
iﬂ Mﬁ/&\\l\)/‘?u}%
o G, (o Ave Twson — FDTOI

address

& @ W\O‘:l\ . Lom

email

cC Advisory Council on Historic Preservation
State Histotic Presetvation Office
City of Tucson, City Councilor Steve Kozachik
Office of Environment and Energy, Region 9 U.S. Department of Housing and Urban
Development, Zach Carter
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date

Sally Stang, Director

City of Tucson Department Housing and Community Development
P.O. Box 27210

Tucsen, AZ 85726-7210

Re: Downtown Motor Hotel Demolition and Proposed Development Plan
Dear Ms. Stang,

I am writing regarding the proposed Downtown Motor Hotel project in Tucson, Arizona and its
potential adverse effects on the suttounding historic properties and neighborhoods. As a property
ownet in the sutrounding Historic District, I am concerned about the undertaking's effects on historic
propetties in my neighborhood and the personal economic impact that a 4 story, 44 unit propetrty that
fails to reflect the historic context of its setting, surtounding properties, and our neighborhood’s unique
histotic and cultural assets will have on my property.

I understand that a formal consultation has been mitiated under Section 106 of the National Historic
Preservation Act (NHPA) for the Downtown Motor Hotel. This letter serves as my formal request to
actively patticipate in the review process, as a “consulting party” under Section 106 of the NHPA,
pursuant to 36 C.I'.R. § 800.2(c)(5).

Because of my knowledge and concern about historic properties potentially affected by the project, I
believe I can provide important information and a valuable perspective as a consulting party under
Section 106. Please include me in yout disttibution list for public notices of any meetings, and for the
circulation of any documents for comment.

We look forward to participating as the review and consultation process moves forward for the
Downtown Motor Hotel.

Sincerely,

- K%\,&——\ KEN BASHeER

52 W KENAEDY ST
address I4

ke dpace e CEy ¢ 20 TR fead& . )f‘—’éj&
email

cc Advisory Council on Historic Preservation
State Historic Preservation Office
City of Tucson, City Councilor Steve Kozachik
Office of Envitonment and Energy, Region 9 U.S. Department of Housing and Urban
Development, Zach Carter
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date

Sally Stang, Ditector

City of Tucson Department Housing and Community Development
P.O. Box 27210

Tucson, AZ 85726-7210

Re: Downtown Motor Hotel Demolition and Proposed Development Plan
Dear Ms. Stang,

I am wtiting regarding the proposed Downtown Motor Hotel project in Tucson, Arizona and its
potential adverse effects on the surrounding historic properties and neighborhoods. As a property
owner in the surrounding Historic District, [ am concerned about the undertaking's effects on histotic
properties in my neighborhood and the personal economic impact that a 4 story, 44 unit property that
fails to reflect the historic context of its setting, surrounding properties, and our neighborhood’s unique
historic and cultural assets will have on my property.

[ understand that a formal consultation has been initiated under Section 106 of the National Historic
Preservation Act (NHPA) for the Downtown Motor Hotel. This letter serves as my formal request to

actively participate in the review process, as a “consulting party” under Section 106 of the NHPA,
pursuant to 36 C.F.R. § 800.2(c)(5).

Because of my knowledge and concern about histotic properties potentially affected by the project, I
believe I can provide important information and a valuable perspective as a consulting party under
Section 106. Please include me in your distribution list for public notices of any meetings, and for the

circulation of any documents for comment.

We look forward to pattictpating as the review and consultation process moves forward for the
Downtown Motor Hotel.

Sincerely,

Janet K Miller

name
& = (M o 1
522 S-Fifth Ave. Tucsm Y570
address i :
el kamiller @ gmaL. com
email J
cc Advisory Council on Historic Preservation

State Historic Preservation Office

City of Tucson, City Councilor Steve Kozachik

Office of Environment and Energy, Region 9 U.S. Department of Housing and Urban
Development, Zach Carter
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date /

Sally Stang, Director

City of Tucson Department Housing and Community Development
P.O. Box 27210

Tucson, AZ 85726-7210

Re: Downtown Motor Hotel Demolition and Proposed Development Plan
Dear Ms. Stang,

I am writing regarding the proposed Downtown Motor Hotel project in Tucson, Arizona and its
potential adverse effects on the surrounding historic properties and neighborhoods. As a property
owner in the surrounding Historic District, I am concerned about the undertaking's effects on historic
properties in my neighborhood and the personal economic impact that a 4 story, 44 unit property that
fails to reflect the historic context of its setting, surrounding properties, and our neighborhood’s unique
historic and cultural assets will have on my property.

I understand that a formal consultation has been initiated under Section 106 of the National Historic
Preservation Act (NHPA) for the Downtown Motor Hotel. This letter serves as my formal request to
actively participate in the review process, as a “consulting party” under Section 106 of the NHPA,
putsuant to 36 C.F.R. § 800.2(c)(5).

Because of my knowledge and concern about historic properties potentially affected by the project, I
believe I can provide important information and a valuable perspective as a consulting party under
Section 106. Please include me in your disttibution list for public notices of any meetings, and for the
circulation of any documents for comment.

We look forward to participating as the review and consultation process moves forwatd for the
Downtown Motor Hotel.

Sincerely,
natne
3¢ AWM/W S Tuesm. ;22 §57/
address ‘
& L. Cory
email '
cc Advisory Council on Historic Preservation

State Histotic Presetrvation Office

City of Tucson, City Councilor Steve Kozachik

Office of Environment and Energy, Region 9 U.8. Department of Housing and Urban
Development, Zach Catter



Sally Stang, Director

City of Tucson Department Housing and Community Development
P.O. Box 27210

Tucson, AZ 85726-7210

Re: Downtown Motor Hotel Demolition and Proposed Development Plan
Dear Ms. Stang,

I am writing regarding the proposed Downtown Motot Hotel project in Tucson, Arizona and its
potential adverse effects on the surrounding historic properties and neighborhoods. As a property
owner in the surrounding Historic District, I am concerned about the undertaking's effects on historic
properties in my neighborhood and the personal economic impact that a 4 story, 44 unit property that
fails to reflect the historic context of its setting, surrounding properties, and our neighborhood’s unique
histotic and cultural assets will have on my property.

I understand that a formal consultation has been initiated under Section 106 of the National Historic
Presetvation Act (NHPA) for the Downtown Motor Hotel. This letter serves as my formal request to
actively participate in the review process, as a “consulting party” under Section 106 of the NHPA,
pursuant to 36 C.F.R. § 800.2(c)(5).

Because of my knowledge and concern about historic properties potentially affected by the project, 1
believe I can provide important information and a valuable perspective as a consulting party under
Section 106. Please mclude me in your distribution list for public notices of any meetings, and for the
circulation of any documents for comment.

We look forward to participating as the review and consultation process moves forward for the
Downtown Motor Hotel.

Sincerely,
- ~ I i; ] i{ :;/_.“ P oy
L, / \/ | ] N4 f |
RAaNk £ WiLlle T [oV
name
: , Hh ‘
1)/ C 4 LA T = (> « I m1
S:}‘.,;:. ( ~Jd f 5 T‘-.\"(b | ues .th L_” o I/ |
addrtess

1

S e R T | T
! ;fij.* Spi iﬁ J \;L:tgjsuyh ., oM

email

cC Advisory Council on Historic Preservation
State Historic Preservation Office
City of Tucson, City Councilor Steve Kozachik
Office of Environment and Energy, Region 9 U.S. Department of Housing and Urban
Development, Zach Carter
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Sally Stang, Director

City of Tucson Department Housing and Community Development
P.O. Box 27210

Tucson, A7, 8§5726-7210

Re: Downtown Motor Hotel Demolition and Proposed Development Plan
Dear Ms. Stang,

I am writing regarding the proposed Downtown Motor Hotel project in Tucson, Arizona and its
potential adverse effects on the surronnding historic properties and neighbothoods. As a propetty
owner in the surrounding Historic District, I am concerned about the undertaking's effects on historic
properties in my neighborhood and the personal economic impact that a 4 story, 44 unit property that
tails to reflect the historic context of its setting, surrounding properties, and our neighborhood’s unique
histortc and cultural assets will have on my property.

I understand that a formal consultation has been initiated under Section 106 of the National Historic
Preservaton Act (NHPA) for the Downtown Motor Hotel. This letter serves as my formal request to
actively participate in the review process, as a “consulting party” under Section 106 of the NHPA,
pursuant to 36 C.F.R. § 800.2(c)(5).

Because of my knowledge and concern about historic properties potentially affected by the project, I
believe I can provide important information and a valuable perspective as a consulting party under
Section 106. Please include me in your disttibution list for public notices of any meetings, and for the
circulation of any documents for comment. :

We look forward to participating as the review and consultation process moves forward for the
Downtown Motor Hotel.

Sincetely,
5010 Oimpsm SI.
address /
ngz, (. pal ?m// (on1
email
cc Advisory Council on Historic Preservation

State Historic Preservation Office

City of Tucson, City Councilot Steve Kozachik

Office of Environment and Energy, Region 9 U.S. Department of Housing and Utban
Development, Zach Carter



Sally Stang, Director
City of Tucson Department Housing and Community Development
P.O. Box 27210

Tucson, A7 85726-7210
Re: Downtown Motor Hotel Demolition and Proposed Development Plan
Deat Ms. Stang,

I am writing regarding the proposed Downtown Motor Hotel project in Tucson, Arizona and its
potential adverse effects on the surrounding historic properties and neighborhoods. As a property
owner in the surrounding Historic District, I am concerned about the undertaking's effects on historic
properties in my neighborhood and the petsonal economic impact that a 4 story, 44 unit property that
fails to reflect the historic context of its setting, surrounding properties, and our neighborhood’s unique
historic and cultural assets will have on my property.

T understand that a formal consultation has been initiated under Section 106 of the National Historic
Preservation Act (NHPA) for the Downtown Motor Hotel. This letter serves as my formal request to
actively participate in the review process, as a “consulting party” under Section 106 of the NHPA,
pursuant to 36 C.F.R. § 800.2(c)(5).

Because of my knowledge and concern about histotic properties potentially affected by the project, I
believe I can provide impostant information and a valuable perspective as a consulting party under
Section 106. Please include me in your distribution list for public notices of any meetings, and for the
circulation of any documents for comment.

We look forward to participating as the review and consultation process moves forward for the
Downtown Motor Hotel.

Sincerely,

cc Advisory Council on Historic Preservation
State Histotic Preservation Office
City of Tucson, City Councilor Steve Kozachik
Office of Environment and Enetgy, Region 9 U.S. Department of Housing and Urban
Development, Zach Carter
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date

Sally Stang, Director

City of Tucson Department Housing and Community Development
P.O. Box 27210

Tucson, AZ 85726-7210

Re: Downtown Motor Hotel Demolition and Proposed Development Plan
Drear Ms. Stang,

I am wtiting regarding the proposed Downtown Motor Hotel project in Tucson, Arizona and its
potential advetse effects on the surrounding historic properties and neighborhoods. As a property
ownet in the sutrounding Historic District, I am concerned about the undertaking's effects on historic
properties in my neighborhood and the personal economic impact that a 4 story, 44 unit property that
fails to reflect the historic context of its setting, surrounding properties, and our neighborhood’s unique
historic and cultural assets will have on my property.

I understand that a formal consultation has been initiated under Section 106 of the National Historic
Preservation Act (NHPA) for the Downtown Motor Hotel. This letter serves as my formal request to
actively participate in the review process, as a “consulting party” under Section 106 of the NHPA,
pursuant to 36 C.F.R. § 800.2(c)(5).

Because of my knowledge and concern about historic propetties potentially affected by the project, 1
believe I can provide important information and a valuable perspective as a consulting party under
Section 106. Please include me in your distribution list for public notices of any meetings, and for the
circulation of any documents for comment.

We look forward to participating as the review and consultation process moves forward for the
Downtown Motor Hotel.

Sincerely, M’gﬁf @é&’
BRICE R CoLE
#g £. 48 ST

address TV AL -

email | peha e @ MSN (oM

ce Advisory Council on Historic Preservation
State Histotic Preservation Office
City of Tucson, City Councilor Steve Kozachik
Office of Environment and Energy, Region 9 U.S. Department of Housing and Urban
Development, Zach Carter
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date

Sally Stang, Director

City of Tucson Departiment Housing and Community Development
P.O. Box 27210

Tucson, AZ 85726-7210

Re: Downtown Motor Hotel Demolition and Proposed Development Plan
Dear Ms. Stang,

I am writing regarding the proposed Downtown Motor Hotel project in Tucson, Arizona and its
potential adverse effects on the surrounding historic properties and neighbothoods. As a property
ownet in the sutrounding Historic District, I am concerned about the undertaking's effects on historic
propettes in my netghborhood and the personal economic impact that a 4 story, 44 unit propexrty that
fails to reflect the historic context of its sctting, surrounding properties, and our neighborhood’s unique
historic and cultural assets will have on my property. '

T understand that a formal consultation has been initiated under Section 106 of the National Historic
Preservation Act (NHPA) for the Downtown Motor Hotel. This letter serves as my formal request to
actively participate in the review process, as a “consulting party” under Section 106 of the NHPA,
putsuant to 36 C.F.R. § 800.2(c)(5).

Because of my knowledge and concern about historic properties potentially affected by the project, 1
believe I can provide important information and a valuable perspective as a consulting party under
Section 106. Please include me in your distribution list for public notices of any meetings, and for the

circulation of any documents for comment.

We look forward to participating as the review and consultation process moves forward for the
Downtown Motor Hotel.

Sincerely,

| 1= IHomson

name
48z S, Convent Ave.
address
L izaMele (@ 0 .Com
email
cc Advisory Council on Historic Presetvation

State Historic Preservation Office

City of Tucson, City Councilor Steve Kozachik

Office of Environment and Fnergy, Region 9 U.S. Department of Housing and Utban
Development, Zach Carter
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date

Sally Stang, Director

City of Tucson Department Housing and Community Development
P.O. Box 27210

Tucson, AZ 85726-7210

Re: Downtown Motor Hotel Demolition and Proposed Development Plan
Dear Ms. Stang,

I am writing regarding the proposed Downtown Motor Hotel project in Tucson, Arizona and its
potential adverse effects on the surrounding historic properties and neighborhoods. As a property
ownet in the surrounding Historic District, I am concerned about the undertaking's effects on historic
propetties in my neighbothood and the personal economic impact that a 4 story, 44 unit propetty that
fails to teflect the historic context of its setting, surrounding propertes, and our neighborhood’s unique
historic and cultural assets will have on my property.

T understand that a formal consultation has been initiated under Section 106 of the National Historic
Preservation Act (NHPA) for the Downtown Motor Hotel. This letter serves as my formal request to
actively patticipate in the review process, as a “consulting party” under Section 106 of the NHPA,
pursuant to 36 C.IVR. § 800.2(c)(5).

Because of my knowledge and concern about historic properties potentially affected by the project, 1
believe I can provide impottant information and a valuable perspective as a consulting partty under
Section 106. Please include me in your distribution list for public notices of any meetings, and for the
circulation of any documents for comment.

We look forward to participating as the review and consultation process moves forward for the
Downtown Motor Hotel.

Sincerely,
Af//&:%%zé;p
name /
/9 55 gre
address
LIANROOO @ cmail, - com
eimail éj
cc Advisory Council on Historic Presetrvation

State Historic Preservation Office

City of Tucson, City Councilor Steve Kozachik

Office of Environment and Energy, Region 9 U.S. Department of Housing and Urban
Development, Zach Carter
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date

Sally Stang, Director

City of Tucson Department Housing and Community Development
P.O. Box 27210

Tucson, AZ 85726-7210

Re: Downtown Motor Hotel Demolition and Proposed Development Plan
Dear Ms. Stang,

I am writing regarding the proposed Downtown Motor Hotel project in Tucson, Arizona and its
potential adverse effects on the surrounding historic properties and neighborhoods, As a property
owner in the surrounding Historic District, I am concerned about the undertaking's effects on historic
propetties in my neighborhood and the personal economic impact that a 4 story, 44 unit property that
fails to reflect the historic context of its setting, surtounding propetties, and our neighborhood’s unique
historic and cultural assets will have on my property.

lunderstand that a formal consultation has been mitated under Section 106 of the National Historic
Preservation Act (NHPA) for the Downtown Motor Hotel. This letter serves as my formal request to
actively participate in the review process, as 2 “consulting party” under Section 106 of the NHPA,
pursuant to 36 C.F.R. § 800.2{c}(5).

Because of my knowledge and concern about historic properties potentially affected by the project, I
believe I can provide important mformation and a valuable perspective as a consulting party under
Section 106. Please include me in your distribution list for public notices of any meetings, and for the
circulation of any documents for comment.

We look forward to participating as the review and consultation process moves forward for the
Downtown Motor Hotel.

Sincerely,

Why%uAiwfﬁ

fiame

1419 50, Slevw Avenes /1. 0- Bov 0§52
sddress (Méﬁﬂ S ze0a £5°702- D65
ml hege HCQ’\’\OHI Con )

email

cc Advisory Council on Histotic Preservation
State Historic Preservation Office
City of Tucson, City Councilor Steve Kozachik
Office of Environment and Energy, Region 9 U.S. Department of Housing and Urban
Development, Zach Carter
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date

Sally Stang, Director

City of Tucson Department Housing and Community Development
P.O. Box 27210

Tucson, AZ 85726-7210

Re: Downtown Motor Hotel Demolition and Proposed Development Plan
Dear Ms. Stang,

I am writing tegarding the proposed Downtown Motor Hotel project in Tucson, Arizona and its
potential adverse effects on the surrounding historic properties and neighborhoods. As a property
owner in the surrounding Historic District, I am concetned about the undertaking's effects on historic
properties in my neighborhood and the personal economic impact that a 4 story, 44 unit propetty that
fails to reflect the historic context of its setting, surrounding properties, and our neighborhood’s unique
historic and cultural assets will have on my property.

T understand that a formal consultation has been initiated under Section 106 of the National Historic
Preservation Act (NHPA) for the Downtown Motor Hotel. This letter serves as my formal request to
actively participate in the review process, as a “consulting party” under Section 106 of the NHPA,
pursuant to 36 C.F.R. § 800.2(c)(5).

Because of my knowledge and concern about historic properties potentially affected by the project, I
believe I can provide important information and a valuable perspective as a consulting party under
Section 106. Please include me in your distribution list for public notices of any meetings, and for the
circulation of any documents for comment.

We look forward to participating as the review and consultation process moves forward for the
Downtown Motor Hotel.

Sincerely,

e
Cm G

name L {ﬁ
N
Lop S0 AT o
address
Livanien Ldzm@/ ﬁmf Lk 4
email
cc Advisory Council on Historic Preservation

State Historic Preservation Office

City of Tucson, City Councilor Steve Kozachik

Office of Environment and Energy, Region 9 U.S. Department of Housing and Urban
Development, Zach Carter
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date

Sally Stang, Director

City of Tucson Department Housing and Community Development
P.O. Box 27210

Tucson, AZ 85726-7210

Re: Downtown Motor Hotel Demolition and Proposed Development Plan
Dear Ms. Stang,

I am writing regarding the proposed Downtown Motor Hotel project in Tucson, Arizona and its
potential adverse effects on the surrounding historic properties and neighborhoods. As a property
owner in the surrounding Historic District, T am conicerned about the undertaking's effects on historic
properties in my neighborhood and the personal economic impact that a 4 story, 44 unit property that
fails to reflect the histotic context of its setting, surrounding propetties, and our neighborhood’s unique
historic and cultural assets will have on my ptoperty.

I understand that a formal consultation has been mitiated under Section 106 of the National Historic
Preservation Act (NHPA) for the Downtown Motor Hotel. This letter serves as my formal request to
actively participate in the review process, as a “consulting party” under Section 106 of the NHPA,
pursuant to 36 C.F.R. § 800.2(c)(5).

Because of my knowledge and concern about historic properties potentially affected by the project, I
believe I can provide important information and a valuable perspective as a consulting party under
Section 106. Please include me in your distribution list for public notices of any meetings, and fot the
circulation of any documents for comment.

We look forward to participating as the review and consultation process moves forward for the
Downtown Motor Hotel.

Sincerely,

G/Qﬂ(jxrx bgdﬂ:m)

name

330 £ /67 54 (g57v0r)

address

O[@ﬂ_{,ﬁa\_ﬂ -[C)rj n l"n@!:\({#a/ﬁad aysy

cc Advisory Council on Historic Preservation
State Historic Preservation Office
City of Tucson, City Councior Steve Kozachik
Office of Environment and Energy, Region 9 U.S. Department of Housing and Urhan
Development, Zach Carter
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date

Sally Stang, Director

City of Tucson Department Housing and Community Development
P.O. Box 27210

Tucson, AZ 85726-7210

Re: Downtown Motor Hotel Demolition and Proposed Development Plan
Dear Ms. Stang,

I am writing regarding the proposed Downtown Motor Hotel project in Tucson, Arizona and its
potential adverse effects on the surrounding historic properties and neighborhoods. As a property
owner in the surrounding Historic District, I am concerned about the undertaking's effects on historic
properties in my neighborhood and the personal economic impact that a 4 story, 44 unit property that
fails to reflect the hustoric context of its setting, surrounding properties, and our netghborhood’s unique
historic and cultural assets will have on my property.

I undetstand that a formal consultation has been initiated under Section 106 of the National Historic
Preservation Act (NHPA) for the Downtown Motor Hotel. This letter serves as my formal request to
actively participate in the review process, as a “consulting party” under Section 106 of the NHPA,
pursuant to 36 C.F.R. § 800.2(c)(5).

Because of my knowledge and concern about historic properties potentially affected by the project, 1
beheve I can provide important information and a valuable perspective as a consulting party under
Section 106. Please include me in your distribution list for public notices of any meetings, and for the

circulation of any documents for comment.

We look forward to participating as the review and consultation process moves forward for the
Downtown Motor Hotel.

qlfj:" ~~~~ - Sincerely, ]
;'%ﬁz..mﬁ%\ A oy @/

/'/IF%K’M; 'i” . &y ¢7 ];Z_e & (,;(:]

name

?TC? \S. fj\ﬂd"ﬂ&"ﬁ sz_wd@g_‘
address
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£ - : .
email

cc Advisory Council on Historic Preservation
State Historic Preservation Office
City of Tucson, City Councilor Steve Kozachik
Office of Environment and Enerpy, Region 9 U.S. Department of Housing and Urban
Development, Zach Carter
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date

Sally Stang, Director

City of Tucson Department Housing and Community Development
P.O. Box 27210

Tucson, AZ 85726-7210

Re: Downtown Motor Hotel Demolition and Proposed Development Plan
Dear Ms. Stang,

I am writing regarding the proposed Downtown Motor Hotel project in Tucson, Arizona and its
potential adverse effects on the surrounding historic properties and neighborhoods. As a propetty
ownet in the surrounding Historic District, I am concerned about the undertaking's effects on historic
properties in my neighborhood and the personal economic impact that a 4 story, 44 unit property that
fails to reflect the historic context of its setting, surrounding properties, and our neighborhood’s unique
histotic and cultural assets will have on my property.

I understand that a formal consultation has been initiated under Section 106 of the National Historic
Preservation Act (NHPA) for the Downtown Motor Hotel. This letter setrves as my formal request to

actively participate in the review process, as a “consulting party” under Section 106 of the NHPA,
pursuant to 36 C.F.R. § 800.2(c)(5).

Because of my knowledge and concern about historic properties potentially affected by the project, I
believe I can provide important information and a valuable perspective as a consulting party under
Section 106. Please include me in your distribution list for public notices of any meetings, and for the
citculation of any documents for comment.

We look forward to participating as the review and consultation process moves forwatd for the
Downtown Motor Hotel.
Sincerely, ,ZJM /;] i f el )7
é@’é’ P = Kverive
) 24
Taedm B I5F0)= Y
name /i_if»{ Loferp were WWL@M%M%% when: e /e%ﬁ ait
UYL juess Emdﬁz’: negt] doryAp e i Araag . S byt ib2n
address —y %‘Q (M M %&W/ %&4{,/@#"‘ 4«3 5 .;-& %‘W/&‘ﬁﬂu%
L Lotk ﬁkﬁc% m&{tﬂzwmmﬁ
T o et e
\kjLM{Aﬁ o o pre - Ps. J/L Cned at 4av Joq
cc Advisoty Council on Historic Presetvation

State Historic Preservation Office ?’ﬁ W’

City of Tucson, City Councilor Steve Kozachik
Office of Envitonment and FEnergy, Region 9 U.S. Department of Housing and Urban
Development, Zach Carter
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date

Sally Stang, Director

City of Tucson Department Housing and Community Development
P.O. Box 27210

Tucson, A7 85726-7210

Re: Downtown Motor Hotel Demolition and Proposed Development Plan
Dear Ms. Stang,

I am writing regarding the proposed Downtown Motor Hotel project in Tucson, Atizona and its
potential adverse effects on the surrounding histotic properties and neighborhoods. As a property
ownet in the surrounding Historic District, I am concerned about the undertakmg s effects on historic
properties in my neighborhood and the petsonal economic impact that a 4 story, 44 unit property that
fails to reflect the histotic context of its setting, surrounding properties, and our neighborhood’s unique
historic and cultural assets will have on my property.

T understand that a formal consultation has been initiated under Section 106 of the National Historic
Preservation Act (NHPA) for the Downtown Motor Hotel. This letter serves as my formal request to
actively participate in the review process, as a “consulting party” under Section 106 of the NHPA,
putsuant to 36 C.FR. § 800.2(c)(5).

Because of my knowledge and concern about historic properties potentially affected by the project, T
believe I can provide important information and a valuable perspective as a consulting party under
Section 106. Please include me in your disttibution list for public notices of any meetings, and for the
citculation of any documents for comment.

We look forward to participating as the review and consultation process moves forward for the
Downtown Motor Flotel.

Sincerely,

FAAHSIS J0HN o ECRIV S

name

S0 S yBAm AdE AT B Tuwe A2 5570

address

FRANC 1S L oUFaRo s (¢ g//" Vs - C-0 77

email

cc Advisory Council on Historic Preservation
State Historic Preservation Office
City of Tucson, City Councilor Steve Kozachik
Office of Bnvironment and Energy, Region 9 U.S. Department of Housing and Urban
Development, Zach Carter
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date

Sally Stang, Director

City of Tucson Department Housing and Community Development
P.O. Box 27210

Tucson, AZ 85726-7210

Re: Downtown Motor Hotel Demolition and Proposed Development Plan
Dear Ms. Stang,

I am writing regarding the proposed Downtown Motor Hotel project in Tucson, Arizona and its
potential adverse effects on the surrounding historic properties and neighborhoods. As a property
owner in the surrounding Historic District, I am concerned about the undertaking's effects on historic
properties in my neighborhood and the personal economic impact that a 4 story, 44 unit property that
fails to reflect the historic context of its setting, sutrounding properties, and our neighborhood’s unique
historic and cultural assets will have on my property.

I understand that a formal consultation has been initiated under Section 106 of the National Historic
Presetvation Act (NHPA) for the Downtown Motor Hotel. This letter setves as my formal request to
actively patticipate in the review process, as a “consulting party” under Section 106 of the NHPA,
pursuant to 36 C.F.R. § 800.2(c)(5).

Because of my knowledge and concern about historic properties potentially affected by the project, I
believe I can provide important information and a valuable perspective as a consulting party under
Section 106. Please include me in your distribution list for public notices of any meetings, and for the
circulation of any documents for comment.

We look forward to participating as the review and consultation process moves forward for the
Downtown Mototr Hotel.

Sincerely,
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email

cc Advisory Council on Historic Preservation
State Historic Preservation Office
City of Tucson, City Councilor Steve Kozachik
Office of Environment and Energy, Region 9 U.S. Department of Housing and Urban
Development, Zach Carter
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date

Sally Stang, Director

City of Tucson Department Housing and Community Development
P.O. Box 27210

Tucson, AZ 85726-7210

Re: Downtown Motor Hotel Demolition and Proposed Development Plan
Dear Ms. Stang,

I am writing regarding the proposed Downtown Motor Hotel project in Tucson, Arizona and its
potential adverse effects on the surrounding historic properties and neighbothoods. As a property
owner in the sutrounding Histotic District, I am concerned about the undertaking's effects on historic
propetties in my neighbothood and the personal economic impact that a 4 story, 44 unit property that
fails to reflect the historic context of its setting, surrounding properties, and our neighborhood’s unique
histotic and cultural assets will have on my property.

T undetstand that a formal consultation has been initiated under Section 106 of the National Historic
Preservation Act INHPA) for the Downtown Motot Hotel. This letter setves as my formal request to

actively patticipate in the review process, as a “consulting party” under Section 106 of the NHPA,
putsuant to 36 C.I.R. § 800.2(c)(5).

Because of my knowledge and concern about historic properties potentially affected by the project, I
believe 1 can provide impotrtant information and a valuable perspective as a consulting party under
Section 106. Please include me in your distribution list for public notices of any meetings, and for the
circulation of any documents for comment.

We look forward to patticipating as the review and consultation process moves forward for the
Downtown Motor Hotel.

Sincerely,

S
name

L3P S, 3rd Are.

address

AF [ ; //@j COX. 7 c’,f
email ~

cc Advisory Council on Historic Preservation
State Historic Preservation Office
City of Tucson, City Councilor Steve Kozachik
Office of Environment and Enetgy, Region 9 U.S. Department of Housing and Urban
Development, Zach Carter
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date

Sally Stang, Ditector

City of Tucson Department Housing and Community Development
P.O. Box 27210

Tucson, AZ 85726-7210

Re: Downtown Motor Hotel Demolition and Proposed Development Plan
Dear Ms. Stang,

I am writing regatding the proposed Downtown Motor Hotel project in Tucson, Arizona and its
potential adverse effects on the surrounding historic properties and neighborhoods. As a property
owner in the surrounding Historic District, I am concerned about the undertaking’s effects on historic
propetties in my neighborhood and the personal economic impact that a 4 story, 44 unit property that
fails to reflect the historic context of its setting, surrounding properties, and our neighborhood’s unique
historic and cultural assets will have on my property.

I undetstand that a formal consultation has been initiated under Section 106 of the National Historic
Preservation Act (NHPA) for the Downtown Motor Hotel. Thus letter serves as my formal request to
actively participate in the review process, as a “consulting party” under Section 106 of the NHPA,
pursuant to 36 C.F.R. § 800.2(c)(5).

Because of my knowledge and concern about historic properties potentially affected by the project, I
believe I can provide important information and a valuable perspective as a consulting party under
Section 106. Please include me i your distribution list for public notices of any meetings, and for the
circulation of any documents for comment.

We look forward to patticipating as the teview and consultation process moves forward for the
Downtown Motor Hotel.

Sincerely,

BleddARD &. BELTTAMNA]

name

SR8 Gpiertf MEYER AJENLE
address %7&/

pabritta i @ msi . .cort
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cc Advisoty Council on Historic Preservation
State Historic Preservation Office
City of Tucson, City Councilor Steve Kozachik
Office of Environtnent and Energy, Region 9 U.S. Department of Housing and Urban
Development, Zach Carter
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date

Sally Stang, Director

City of Tucson Department Housing and Community Development
P.O. Box 27210

Tucson, AZ 85726-7210

Re: Downtown Motor Hotel Demolition and Proposed Development Plan
Dear Ms. Stang,

I am writing regarding the proposed Downtown Motor Hotel project in Tueson, Arizona and its
potential adverse effects on the surrounding historic propetties and neighborhoods. As a property
owner in the surrounding Historic District, I am concerned about the undertaking's effects on histotic
properties in my neighborhood and the personal economic impact that a 4 story, 44 unit property that
fails to reflect the historic context of its setting, surrounding properties, and our neighborhood’s unique
historic and cultural assets will have on my property.

T understand that a formal consultation has been initiated under Section 106 of the National Historic
Preservation Act (NHPA) for the Downtown Motor Hotel. This letter serves as my formal request to
actively participate i the review process, as a “consulting party” under Section 106 of the NHPA,
pursuant to 36 C.F.R. § 800.2(c)(5).

Because of my knowledge and concern about historic properties potentally affected by the project, I
believe I can provide important information and a valuable perspective as a consulting party under
Section 106. Please include me in your distribution list for public notices of any meetings, and for the

citculation of any documents for comment.

We look forward to participating as the review and consultation process moves forward for the
Downtown Motor Hotel.

Sincerely,

RAegT J3o5%

U277 coMven ME
address 7’—&/4{0/\/

email

cc Advisoty Council on Histotic Presetvation
State Historic Preservation Office
City of Tucson, City Councilor Steve Kozachik
Oftice of Environment and Energy, Region 9°U.S. Department of Housing and Urban
Development, Zach Carter
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date

Sally Stang, Director

City of Tucson Department Housing and Community Development
P.O. Box 27210

Tucson, AZ 85726-7210

Re: Downtown Motor Hotel Demolition and Proposed Development Plan
Dear Ms. Stang,

I am writing regarding the proposed Downtown Motor Hotel project in Tucson, Arizona and its
potential adverse effects on the surrounding historic properties and neighborhoods. As a property
owner 0 the surrounding Tiistoric District, 1 am concerned about the undertaking's effects on historic
properties in my neighborhood and the personal economic impact that a 4 story, 44 unit property that
tails to reflect the historic context of its setting, surrounding properties, and our neighborhood’s unique

historic and cultural assets will have on my propetty.

[T understand that a formal consultation has been initiated under Section 106 of the National Historic
Preservation Act (NHPA) for the Downtown Motor Hotel. This letter serves as my formal tequest to
actively participate in the review process, as a “consulting party” under Section 106 of the NHPA,
pursuant to 36 C.F.R. § 800.2(c){5).

Because of my knowledge and concern about historic properties potentially affected by the project, 1
believe I can provide important information and a valuable perspective as a consulting party under
Section 106. Please include me in your distribution list for public notices of any meetings, and for the
circulation of any documents for comment.

We look forward to participating as the review and consultation process moves forward for the
Downtown Motor Hotel.

Sincerely,

Aley Vo Ober lie ke

name

235 N }Mﬂiin Ave. 5701 Toese~

address
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email

cc Advisory Council on Historic Presetrvation
State Historic Preservation Office
City of Tucson, City Councilor Steve Kozachik
Oftice of Environment and Energy, Region 9 U.S. Department of Housing and Urban
Development, Zach Carter:
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date

Sally Stang, Director

City of Tucson Department Housing and Community Development
P.O. Box 27210

Tucson, A7 85726-7210

Re: Downtown Motor Hotel Demolition and Proposed Development Plan
Dear Ms. Stang,

I am writing regarding the proposed Downtown Motor Hotel project in Tucson, Arizona and its
potential adverse effects on the surrounding historic properties and neighborhoods. As a property
owner in the surrounding Historic District, I am concerned about the undertaking's effects on histotic
properties in my neighborhood and the personal economic impact that a 4 story, 44 unit property that
fails to reflect the historic context of its setting, surrounding propetties, and our neighborhood’s unique
historic and cultural assets will have on my property.

[ understand that a formal consultation has been initiated under Section 106 of the National Historic
Preservation Act (NHPA) for the Downtown Motor Hotel. This letter serves as my formal request to

actively patticipate in the review process, as a “consulting party” under Section 106 of the NHPA,
pursuant to 36 C.F.R. § 800.2(c)(5).

Because of my knowledge and concern about historic properties potentially affected by the project, I
believe I can provide important information and a valuable perspective as a consulting party under
Section 106. Please include me in your distribution list for public notices of any meetings, and for the
citculation of any documents for comment.

We look forward to participating as the review and consultation process moves forward for the
Downtown Motor Hotel.

Sincerely, _-//é)( /Z((,//g-/’%fé//['l{/’f Vel M[{ %J

: - ! VL AL

436 S. ﬁw/rw( Ave. Tucsor, AZ.8570)
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email F | . S AN & i

/
cc Advisory Council on Historic Preservation
State Historic Preservation Office
City of Tucson, City Councilor Steve Kozachik
Office of Environment and Energy, Region 9 U.S. Department of Housing and Urban
Development, Zach Carter
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December b, 2014

Dear friend,

We live in the neighborhood and are definitely concerned about the
preservation of the Bowntown Motor Inn. In other cities, similar properties have
been preserved and utilized for unique purposes (e.g. Food co-ops, art compounds,
and hip boutique hotels). Is there any way this property could still be purchased
from the developer and have them locate a more suitable building for the vets
without destroying a historic Tucson landmark? Some ideas may include
crowdfunding, historic preservation grants, and fundraising.

Since the destruction of many historic neighborhoods during the 1970's
Urban Development, Tucson needs to be mindful of preserving the properties that
make Tucson desirable and unique. We must continue to be vigilant to maintain the
distinct character of Tucson.

Sincerely,

Alex Kairoff and Ann Madej

(520) 576-8281 or (520) 576-2134

alex@centrarealty.com or annmmadej@yahoo.com
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date

Sally Stang, Director

City of Tucson Department Housing and Community Development
P.O. Box 27210

Tucson, AZ 85726-7210

Re: Downtown Mototr Hotel Demolition and Proposed Development Plan
Dear Ms. Stang,

I am writing regarding the proposed Downtown Motor Hotel project in Tucson, Arizona and its
potential adverse effects on the surrounding historic properties and neighborhoods. As a property
owner in the surrounding Historic District, T am concerned about the undertaking's effects on historic
properties in my neighborhood and the personal economic impact that a 4 story, 44 unit property that
fails to reflect the historic context of its setting, surrounding properties, and our neighborhood’s unique
historic and cultural assets will have on my propetty.

I understand that a formal consultation has been initiated under Section 106 of the National Historic
Preservation Act (NHPA) for the Downtown Motor Hotel. This letter serves as my formal request to
actively participate in the review process, as a “consulting party” under Section 106 of the NHPA,
putsuant to 36 C.I*R. § 800.2(c){5).

Because of my knowledge and concetn about histotic properties potentially affected by the project, 1
believe I can provide important information and a valuable perspective as a consulting patty under
Section 106. Please include me in your distribution list for public notices of any meetings, and for the
circulation of any documents for comment.

We look forward to participating as the review and consultation process moves forward for the
Downtown Motor Hotel.

Sincerely,

> WM /z/uy edolics

name
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email

cc Advisory Council on Histotic Presetvation
State Historic Preservation Office
City of Tucson, City Councilor Steve Kozachik
Office of Envitonment and Energy, Region 9 U.S. Departiment of Housing and Utban
Development, Zach Carter



/2- &Y

date

Sally Stang, Director

City of Tucson Department Housing and Community Development
P.O. Box 27210

Tucson, AZ 85726-7210

Re: Downtown Motor Hotel Demolition and Proposed Development Plan
Dear Ms. Stang,

I am writing regarding the proposed Downtown Motor Hotel project in Tucson, Arizona and its
potential adverse effects on the surrounding historic properties and neighborhoods. As a property
ownet in the surrounding Histotic Disttict, I am concerned about the undertaking's effects on historic
propetties in my neighborhood and the personal economic impact that a 4 stoty, 44 unit property that
fails to reflect the historic context of its setting, surrounding properties, and our neighborhood’s unique
historic and cultural assets will have on my propetty.

I understand that a formal consultation has been initiated under Section 106 of the National Historic
Preservation Act (NHPA) for the Downtown Motor Hotel. This letter serves as my formal request to
actively patticipate in the review process, as a “consulting party” under Section 106 of the NHPA,
putsuant to 36 C.F.R. § 800.2(c)(5).

Because of my knowledge and concern about historic properties potentially affected by the project, I
believe I can provide important information and a valuable perspective as a consulting party under
Section 106. Please include me in your distribution list for public notices of any meetings, and for the
circulation of any documents for comment.

We look forward to participating as the review and consultation process moves forward for the
Downtown Motor Hotel.

Sincerely,

N ~
,/ ;-‘\) / .
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cc Advisory Council on Historic Preservation

State Historic Preservation QOffice

City of Tucson, City Councilor Steve Kozachik

Office of Environment and Fnergy, Region 9 U.S. Department of Housing and Urban
Development, Zach Carter
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date

Sally Stang, Director

City of Tucson Department Housing and Community Development
P.O. Box 27210

Tucson, AZ 85726-7210

Re: Downtown Motor Hotel Demolition and Proposed Development Plan
Dear Ms. Stang,

I am writing regarding the proposed Downtown Motor Hotel project in Tucson, Arizona and its
potential advetse effects on the surrounding historic properties and neighborhoods. As a property
owner in the surrounding Historic District, I am concerned about the undertaking's effects on historic
ptoperties in my neighborhood and the personal economic impact that a 4 story, 44 unit property that
fails to reflect the histotic context of its setting, surrounding properties, and our neighbothood’s unique
historic and cultural assets will have on my property.

I understand that a formal consultation has been initiated under Section 106 of the National Historic
Preservation Act (NHPA) for the Downtown Motor Hotel. This letter setves as my formal request to
actively participate in the review process, as a “consulting party” under Section 106 of the NHPA,
putsuant to 36 C.F.R. § 800.2(c)(5).

Because of my knowledge and concern about historic properties potentially affected by the project, I
believe I can provide important information and a valuable perspective as a consulting party under
Section 106. Please include me in your distribution list for public notices of any meetings, and for the
circulation of any documents for comment.

We look forward to participating as the review and consultation process moves forward for the
Downtown Motor Hotel.

Sincerely,

. r ™~ e
Al . /{;.//«’% ,/,,-).f ((C(é‘ g P

cc Advisory Council on Historic Preservation
State Historic Preservation Office
City of Tucson, City Councilor Steve Kozachik
Office of Environment and Energy, Region 9 U.S. Department of Housing and Utban
Development, Zach Catter
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date

Sally Stang, Director

City of Tucson Department Housing and Community Development
P.O. Box 27210

Tucson, A7 85726-7210

Re: Downtown Motor Hotel Demolition and Proposed Development Plan
Dear Ms. Stang,

I am writing regarding the proposed Downtown Motor Hotel project in Tucson, Arizona and its
potential adverse effects on the surrounding histotic properties and neighborhoods. As a property
owner in the surrounding Histortc District, I am concerned about the undertaking's effects on historic
properties in my neighbothood and the personal economic impact that a 4 story, 44 unit property that
fails to reflect the historic context of its setting, surrounding propetties, and our neighborhood’s untque
histotic and cultural assets will have on my property.

I understand that a formal consultation has been initiated undet Section 106 of the National Historic
Preservation Act (INHPA} for the Downtown Motor Hotel. This letter serves as my formal request to

actively patticipate in the review process, as a “consulting party” under Section 106 of the NHPA,
pursuant to 36 C.F.R. § 800.2(c)(5).

Because of my knowledge and concern about historic properties potentially affected by the project,
believe I can provide important information and a valuable perspective as a consulting party under
Section 106. Please include me in your distribution list for public notices of any meetings, and for the
circulation of any documents for comment.

We look forward to participating as the review and consultation process moves forward for the
Downtown Motor Hotel.

Sincerely,

L isa I g%gnhggm' ,

5255 (, Arenpe 2570/

address
[mam he1m Dcox. ne
emai

cc Advisoty Council on Histotic Preservation
State Historic Preservation Office
City of Tucson, City Councilor Steve Kozachik
Office of Environment and Energy, Region 9 U.S. Department of Housing and Urban
Development, Zach Carter
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Sally Stang, Director

City of Tucson Department Housing and Community Development
.. Box 27210

Tucson, AZ 85726-7210

Re: Downtown Motor Hotel Demolition and Proposed Development Plan
Dear Ms. Stang,

I am wiiting regarding the proposed Downtown Motor Hotel project in Tucson, Atizona and its
potential adverse effects on the surrounding historic properties and neighbothoods. As a property
owner in the surrounding Historic District, I am concerned about the undertaking's effects on historic
properties in my neighborhood and the personal economic impact that a 4 story, 44 unit property that
fails to reflect the historic context of its setting, surrounding propetties, and our neighborhood’s unique
histotic and cultural assets will have on my property.

I understand that a formal consultation has been initiated under Section 106 of the National Historic
Presetvation Act (NHPA) for the Downtown Motor Hotel. This letter setves as my formal request to
actively patticipate in the review process, as a “consulting party” under Section 106 of the NHPA,
pursuant to 36 C.F.R. § 800.2(c)(5).

Because of my knowledge and concern about histotic ptoperties potentially affected by the project, I
believe I can provide important information and a valuable perspective as a consulting party under
Section 106. Please include me in your distribution list for public notices of any meetings, and for the
circulation of any documents for comment.

We look forward to participating as the review and consultation process moves forward for the
Downtown Motor Hotel.

Sincerely,

Bl Furious 2—

Q00 W (Gl fememt
address :
TSl 2030 @ S il - Lo
email é/
cc Advisoty Council on Historic Preservation

State Historic Preservation Office

City of Tucson, City Councilor Steve Kozachik

Office of Environment and Energy, Region 9 U.S. Department of Housing and Urban
Development, Zach Carter



Sally Stang, Director

City of Tucson Department Housing and Commuunity Development
P.O. Box 27210

Tucson, AZ 85726-7210

Re: Downtown Motor Hotel Demolition and Proposed Development Plan
Dear Ms. Stang,

I am writing regarding the proposed Downtown Motor Hotel project in Tucson, Arizona and its
potential adverse effects on the surrounding historic propetties and neighborhoods. As a property
owner in the surrounding Historic District, I am concerned about the undertaking's effects on historic
properties in my neighborhood and the personal economic impact that a 4 story, 44 unit property that
fails to reflect the historic context of its setting, surrounding properties, and our netghborhood’s unique
historic and cultural assets will have on my property.

T understand that a formal consultation has been mitiated under Section 106 of the National Historic
Preservation Act (NHPA) for the Downtown Motor Hotel. ‘This letter serves as my formal request to
actively participate in the review process, as a “consulting party” under Section 106 of the NHPA,
pursuant to 36 C.F.R. § 800.2(c)(5).

Because of my knowledge and concern about historic properties potentially affected by the project, I
believe I can provide important information and a valuable perspective as a consulting party under
Section 106. Please include me in yout distribution list fot public notices of any meetings, and for the
circulation of any documents for comment.

We look forward to participating as the review and consultation process moves forward for the
Downtown Motor Hotel.

Sincerely,

Linite 74‘5/,4«&/4;,,,—-

name Randall Rodmed Holdridge

A04 5. Third Ave, 8570L
address

email

cc Advisory Council on Histotic Preservation
State Histotic Preservation Office
City of Tucson, City Councilot Steve IKozachik
Office of Environment and Energy, Region 9 U.S. Department of Housing and Urban
Development, Zach Carter
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date

Sally Stang, Director

City of Tucson Department Housing and Community Development
P.O. Box 27210

Tucson, AZ B5726-7210

Re: Downtown Motor Hotel Demolition and Proposed Development Plan
Dear Ms. Stang,

I am wtiting regarding the proposed Downtown Motor Hotel project in Tucson, Atizona and its
potential adverse effects on the surrounding historic properties and neighborhoods. As a property
owner in the surrounding Historic District, I amn concerned about the undertaking's effects on historic
properties in my neighborhood and the personal economic impact that a 4 stoty, 44 unit property that
fails to reflect the historic context of its setting, surrounding properties, and our neighborhood’s unique
histotic and cultural assets will have on my property.

I understand that a formal consultation has been initiated under Section 106 of the National Historic
Preservation Act (NHPA) for the Downtown Motor Hotel. This letter serves as my formal request to
actively patticipate in the review process, as a “consulting party” under Section 106 of the NHPA,
pursuant to 36 C.F.R. § 800.2(c)(5).

Because of my knowledge and concern about historic properties potentially affected by the project, T
believe I can provide important information and a valuable perspective as a consulting party under
Section 106. Please include me in your distribution lis¢ for public notices of any meetings, and for the
circulation of any documents for comment.

We look forward to participating as the review and consultation process moves forward for the
Downtown Motor Hotel.

Sincerely,

ﬁ”u?h gé‘#’,)h’

name

451 §. Lonvewt Toum. AL S 31)
address

UJM;JV (f, mm‘l. i q 8 A edv
email 7

cc Advisoty Council on Historic Preservation
State Historic Preservation Office
City of Tucson, City Councilor Steve Kozachik
Office of Environment and Enetgy, Region 9 U.S. Department of Housing and Urban
Development, Zach Carter
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date

Sally Stang, Director

City of Tucson Depattiment Housing and Community Development
P.O. Box 27210

" Tucson, AZ 85726-7210

Re: Downtown Motor Hotel Demolition and Proposed Development Plan
Dear Ms. Stang,

I am writing regarding the proposed Downtown Motor Hotel project in Tucson, Arizona and its
potential adverse effects on the surrounding historic properties and neighborhoods. As a propetty
owner in the surrounding Historic District, [ am concerned about the undertaking's effects on historic
properties in my neighborhood and the personal economic impact that a 4 story, 44 unit property that
fails to reflect the historic context of its setting, surrounding properties, and our neighborhood’s unique
histotic and cultural assets will have on my property.

I undetstand that a formal consultation has been initiated under Section 106 of the National Historic
Preservation Act (NHPA) for the Downtown Motor Hotel. This letter serves as my formal request to

actively participate in the review process, as a “consulting party” under Section 106 of the NHPA,
putsuant to 36 C.ILR. § 800.2(c)(5).

Because of my knowledge and concern about historic properties potentially atfected by the project, 1
believe I can provide important information and a valuable perspective as a consulting party undet
Section 106. Please include me in your distribution list for public notices of any meetings, and for the

citculation of any documents for comment.

We look forward to participatiﬂg as the review and consultation process moves forward for the
Downtown Motor Hotel.

)@?W@

‘/‘/jé’ﬁ Z?/Jff Wm ({Z% f;/7//

address

Sincerely,

email

cc Advisory Council on Historic Preservation
State Historic Preservation Office
City of Tueson, City Councilor Steve Kozachik
Office of Environment and Energy, Region 9 U.S. Department of Housing and Utban
Development, Zach Carter
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date

Sally Stang, Director

City of Tucson Department Housing and Community Development
P.O. Box 27210

Tucson, AZ 85726-7210

Re: Downtown Motor Hotel Demolition and Proposed Development Plan
Dear Ms. Stang,

I am writing regarding the proposed Downtown Motor Hotel project in Tucson, Atizona and its
potential adverse effects on the surrounding historic properties and neighborhoods. As a property
owner in the surrounding Historic District, I am concerned about the undertaking's effects on historic
properties in my neighborhood and the personal economic impact that a 4 story, 44 unit property that
fails to reflect the historic context of its setting, surrounding properties, and our neighborhood’s unique
historic and cultural assets will have on my property.

I understand that a formal consultation has been initiated under Section 106 of the National Historic
Preservation Act (NHPA) for the Downtown Motor Hotel. This letter serves as my formal request to
actively participate in the review process, as a “consulting party” under Section 106 of the NHPA,
pursuant to 36 C.F.R. § 800.2(c)(5).

Because of my knowledge and concern about historic propetties potentially affected by the project, T
believe I can provide important information and a valuable perspective as a consulting patty undet
Section 106. Please include me in your distribution list for public notices of any meetings, and for the
circulation of any documents for comment.

We look forward to participating as the review and consultation ptocess moves forward for the
Downtown Motor Hotel.

Sincerely,
St (ol 52
Sl poro | "B www@f;/
name

4 = QU‘SC‘TE S = cson, N2. 8570 (
address

Sctrro\\ 2\@ cox. NET

email

cc Advisory Council on Historic Preservation
State Histotic Preservation Office
City of Tucson, City Councilor Steve Kozachik
Office of Environment and Energy, Region 9 U.S. Department of Housing and Urban
Development, Zach Carter
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date

Sally Stang, Director

City of Tucson Department Housing and Community Development
P.O. Box 27210

Tucson, A7, 85726-7210

Re: Downtown Motor Hotel Demolition and Proposed Development Plan
Dear Ms. Stang,

I am writing regarding the proposed Downtown Motor Hotel project in Tucson, Arizona and its
potential adverse effects on the surrounding historic propetties and neighborhoods. As a property
ownet in the surtounding Historic District, I am concerned about the undertaking's effects on historic
propetties in my neighborhood and the p'ersonal economic impact that a 4 story, 44 unit property that
fails to reflect the historic context of its setting, surrounding properties, and our neighborhood’s unique
histotic and cultural assets will have on my property.

T undetstand that a formal consultation has been initiated under Section 106 of the National Historic
Preservation Act (NHPA) for the Downtown Motor Hotel. This letter serves as my formal request to
actively participate in the review process, as a “consulting party” under Section 106 of the NHPA,
pursuant to 36 C.F.R. § 800.2(c)(5).

Because of my knowledge and concern about histotic propetties potentially affected by the project,
believe I can provide important information and a valuable perspective as a consulting party under
Section 106. Please include me in your distribution list for public notices of any meetings, and for the
circulation of any documents for comment.

We look forward to participating as the review and consultation process moves forward for the
Downtown Motor Hotel.

Sincerely,
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State Historic Preservation Office

City of Tucson, City Councilor Steve Kozachik

Office of Environment and Energy, Region 9 U.S. Department of Housing and Usrban
Development, Zach Carter
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Sally Stang, Director

City of Tucson Department Housing and Community Development
P.O. Box 27210

Tucson, AZ 85726-7210

Re: Downtown Motor Hotel Demolition and Proposed Development Plan
Dear Ms. Stang,

I am writing regarding the proposed Downtown Motor Hotel project in Tucson, Arizona and its
potential advetse effects on the surrounding historic properties and neighborhoods. As a property
owner in the surrounding Historic District, I am concerned about the undertaking's effects on historic
properties in my neighborhood and the personal economic impact that a 4 story, 44 unit ptopetty that
fails to reflect the historic context of its setting, surrounding properties, and our neighborhood’s unique
historic and cultural assets will have on my property.

I understand that a formal consultation has been inittated under Section 106 of the National Historic
Preservation Act (NHPA) for the Downtown Motor Hotel. This letter serves as my formal request to
actively participate in the review process, as a “consulting party” under Section 106 of the NHPA,
pursuant to 36 C.F.R. § 800.2(c)(5).

Because of my knowledge and concern about historic properties potentially affected by the project, I
believe I can provide important information and a valuable perspective as a consulting party under
Section 106. Please include me in your distribution list for public notices of any meetings, and for the

circulation of any documents for comment.

We look forwatd to participating as the review and consultation process moves forward for the
Downtown Motor Hotel.

Sincerely,
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Sally Stang, Director

City of Tucson Department Housing and Community Development
P.O. Box 27210

Tucson, AZ 85726-7210

Re: Downtown Motor Hotel Demolition and Proposed Development Plan
Deat Ms. Stang,

I am writing regarding the proposed Downtown Motor Hotel project in Tucson, Arizona and its
potential adverse effects on the surrounding historic properties and neighborhoods. As a property
owner in the surrounding Historic District, I am concetned about the undertaking's effects on historic
properties in my neighborhood and the personal economic impact that a 4 story, 44 unit property that
fails to reflect the historic context of its setting, surrounding properties, and our neighborhood’s unique
historic and cultural assets will have on my property.

I understand that a formal consultation has been initiated under Section 106 of the National Historic
Preservation Act (NHPA) for the Downtown Motor Hotel. This letter serves as my formal request to
actively participate in the review process, as a “consulting party” under Section 106 of the NHPA,
pursuant to 36 C.F.R. § 800.2{c)(5}.

Because of my knowledge and concern about historic properties potentially affected by the project, I
believe I can provide important information and a valuable perspective as a consulting party undet
Section 106. Please include me in your distribution list for public notices of any meetings, and for the
circulation of any documents for comment.

We look forward to participating as the review and consultation process moves forward for the
Downtown Motor Hotel.

Sincerely,
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Sally Stang, Director

City of Tucson Department Housing and Community Development
P.0. Box 27210

Tucson, AZ 85726-7210

date

Re: Downtown Motor Hotel Demolition and Proposed Development Plan
Dear Ms. Stang,

I am writing regarding the proposed Downtown Motor Hotel project in Tucson, Arizona and its
potential adverse effects on the surrounding historic properties and neighborhoods. As a property
owner in the surrounding Historic District, I am concerned about the undertaking's effects on historic
propetties in my neighborhood and the personal economic impact that a 4 story, 44 unit propetty that
fails to reflect the historic context of its setting, surrounding properties, and our neighborhood’s unique
historic and cultural assets will have on my property.

I understand that a formal consultation has been initiated under Section 106 of the National Historic
Preservation Act (NHPA) for the Downtown Motor Hotel. This letter serves as my formal request to

actively participate in the review process, as a “consulting party” under Section 106 of the NHPA,
pursuant to 36 C.F.R. § 800.2(c)(5).

Because of my knowledge and concern about historic properties potentially affected by the project, I
believe I can provide important information and a valuable perspective as a consulting party under
Section 106. Please include me in your distribution list for public notices of any meetings, and for the
circulation of any documents for comment.

We look forward to participating as the review and consultation process moves forward for the
Downtown Motor Hotel.

Smcerely
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Sally Stang, Director

City of Tucson Department Housing and Community Development
P.O. Box 27210

Tucson, AZ, 85726-7210

Re: Downtown Motor Hotel Demolition and Proposed Development Plan
Dear Ms. Stang,

I am writing regarding the proposed Downtown Motor Hotel project in Tucson, Atizona and its
potential adverse effects on the surrounding historic properties and neighborhoods. As a property
owner in the surrounding Historic District, I am concerned about the undertaking's effects on historic
properties in my neighborhood and the personal economic impact that a 4 story, 44 unit property that
tails to reflect the historic context of its setting, surrounding properties, and our neighborhood’s unique
historic and cultural assets will have on my propetty.

I understand that a formal consultation has been initiated under Section 106 of the National Historic
Preservation Act (NHPA) for the Downtown Motor Hotel. This letter serves as my formal request to

actively participate in the review process, as a “consulting party” under Section 106 of the NHPA,
pursuant to 36 C.F.R. § 800.2(c)(5).

Because of my knowledge and concern about historic properties potentially affected by the project, I
believe I can provide important information and a valuable perspective as a consulting patty under
Section 106. Please include me in your distribution list for public notices of any meetings, and for the
circulation of any documents for comment.

We look forward to participating as the review and consultation process moves forward for the
Downtown Motor Hotel.

Sincerely,
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Sally Stang, Director

City of Tucson Department Housing and Community Development
P.O. Box 27210

Tucson, A7 85726-7210

Re: Downtown Motor Hotel Demolition and Proposed Development Plan
Dear Ms. Stang,

I am writing regarding the proposed Downtown Motor Hotel project in Tucson, Arizona and its
potential adverse effects on the surrounding histotic properties and neighborhoods. As a propetty
ownet in the surrounding Historic District, I am concerned about the undertaking's effects on historic
propetties in my neighborhood and the personal economic impact that a 4 stoty, 44 unit property that
fails to reflect the historic context of its setting, surrounding propetties, and out neighborhood’s unique
historic and cultural assets will have on my propetty.

I understand that a formal consultation has been initiated under Section 106 of the National Historic
Preservation Act (NHPA) for the Downtown Motor Hotel. This letter serves as my formal request to
actively participate in the review process, as a “consulting party” under Section 106 of the NHPA,
pursuant to 36 C.F.R. § 800.2(c)(5).

Because of my knowledge and concern about historic properties potentially affected by the project, I
believe I can provide important information and a valuable perspective as a consulting party undet
Section 106. Please include me in your distribution list for public notices of any meetings, and for the
circulation of any documents for comment.

We look forward to participating as the review and consultation process moves forward for the
Downtown Motor Hotel.

Sincerely,
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date

Sally Stang, Director

City of Tucson Department Housing and Community Development
P.O. Box 27210

Tucson, A7 85726-7210

Re: Downtown Motor Hotel Demolition and Proposed Development Plan
Dear Ms. Stang,

I am wtiting regarding the proposed Downtown Motor Hotel project in Tucson, Arizona and its
potential adverse effects on the surrounding historic properties and neighborhoods. As a property
owner in the surrounding Histotic District, I am concerned about the undertaking's effects on historic
properties in my neighborhood and the personal economic impact that a 4 story, 44 unit property that
fails to reflect the historic context of its setting, surrounding propetrties, and our neighborhood’s unique
historic and cultural assets will have on my propetty.

I understand that a formal consultation has been initiated undet Section 106 of the National Historic
Preservation Act (NHPA) for the Downtown Motor Hotel. This letter serves as my formal request to
actively participate in the review process, as a “consulting party” under Section 106 of the NHPA,
pursuant to 36 C.F.R. § 800.2(c)(5).

Because of my knowledge and concern about historic properties potentially affected by the project, 1
believe I can provide important information and a valuable perspective as a consulting party under
Section 106. Please include me in your distribution hist for public notices of any meetings, and for the
circulation of any documents for comment.

We look forward to participating as the review and consultation process moves forward for the
Downtown Motor Hotel.

Sincerely,
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From: "Carter, Zach R" <Zach.R.Carter@hud.gov>

To: Jody Gibbs <j.gibbsarchitect@gmail.com>, "Williams, Ramona" <Ramona.Will...
Date: 12/19/2014 3:32 PM
Subject: RE: Downtown Motor Hotel 106 Process

Attachments: Fwd: Section 106 Process - Downtown Motaor Lodge, 383 S. Stone Avenue, Tucson
Arizona

Jody,

Thank you for copying HUD on this communication. Thank you also for forwarding us your comments
submitted to the City on Nov. 20th, which includes more detailed architectural analysis (attached).

I wanted to note that some of the questions below appear to fall outside the scope of issues addressed in
the Section 106 process, which is the identification of historic properties and their unique qualities, related
to National Register criteria of significance; the analysis of the impact of federally assisted activities on
those properties; and the resolution of adverse effects. Several of the comments you've copied below are
specific to the proposal, but others relate only to interactions among various participants in the process
rather than to the project itself.

While the Section 106 lead agency has to have a process for obtaining public input, this does not
necessarily require contacting each individual property owner to determine a project's impact on those
owners, as individuals. While project information should be accessible to the interested public (such as at
the office of the Responsible Entity or online), a copy of project plans is not required to be distributed to
gach resident,

Under HUD's regulations at 24 CFR Part 58, the City must be the lead agency for the Section 106
process. This cannot be delegated to a third party. The City and SHPO determine who is a consulting
party. Consulting parties are a different, and more limited group, than interested members of the public.
It would be very unusual, and probably not administrable, to make all residents in an area consulting
parties.

I am concerned that if the Barrio Historico Historic District Advisory Board waits for the City to provide an
individualized response to each of the requests below, some of which, again, are not clearly part of the
Section 106 process, this may detract from the opportunity for the Board to provide any additional design-
and preservation-specific comments and to have those considered by the City and consulting parties. It
is important for HUD to clarify that while the Section 106 regulations at 36 CFR 800 require the City to
consider and address specific comments about these resources and effects, the Section 106 agency has
some discretion in the way it does this. Responding to comments can be done via website postings or in
discussion with commenters, and the City can respond to similar comments in more efficiently by
grouping them together.

Sincerely,

Zach Carter

Office of Environment & Energy

U.S. Dept. of Housing & Urban Development

One Sansome Street, Suite 1200

San Francisco, CA 94104-4430

415-489-6621
zach.r.carter@hud.gov<mailto:zach.r.carter@hud.gov>

(HUD environmental resources and training are available on the HUD Exchange website at
https://imvww hudexchange.info/environmental-review/)

From: Jody Gibbs [mailto:j.gibbsarchitect@gmail.com]
Sent: Friday, December 19, 2014 11:48 AM



To: Williams, Ramona; William Balak; kenbacher@earthlink.net; Mary Lou Heuett; a. hazen@cox.net; B.
Vint, mayori@tucsonaz.gov; ward1@tucsonaz.gov; ward2@tucsonaz.gov; ward3@tucsonaz.gov;
ward4@tucsonaz.gov, ward5@tucsonaz.gov; wards@tucsonaz.gov; citymanager@tucsonaz.gov;
albert.elias@tucsonaz.gov; Demion Clinco; Gary Patch; jnintzel@tucsonweekly.com;
caaliamo@azstarnet.com; Darren DaRonco; tsteller@azstarnet.com; sgassen@azstarnet.com;
tdavis@aystarnet.com; David Carter;, Carter, Zach R

Subject: Fwd: Downtown Motor Hotel 106 Process

---------- Forwarded message -—---—-—

From: Jody Gibbs <j.gibbsarchitect@gmail.com<mailto:j.gibbsarchitect@gmail. com>>
Date: Fri, Dec 19, 2014 at 12:38 PM

Subject: Downtown Motor Hotel 106 Process

To: sally stang@tucsonaz.gov<mailto:sally stang@tucsonaz.gov>

Ms. Sally Stang, Director
Housing and Community Development
City of Tucson
RE: Downtown Motor Hotel
106 Process

Dear Sally,

As you know the Barrio Historico Historic District Advisory Board voted unanimously on November 18 at a
publicly noticed meeting, "that the demolition of the historic building and the proposed construction of a
four story building at the Downtown Motor Hotel site both would cause imeparable damage to the historic
zones",

We have witnessed two very chaotic and seemingly contrived public meetings in the 108 process.
Below are some questions which | hope you will answer promptly concerning the 106 progress.

1) Could you please identify the consulting parties selected to date ? How were they selected; what role
will they play in the 106 process ?

2) Could you please identify the areas and individuals impacted by the potential demolition of the historic
Joesler building and the areas and individuals impacted by the potential construction of the four story

building ? Has this been determined and if so by whom ? How will this be determined if it has not been
determined and by whom ?

3) What is the schedule of the of the meetings of the consulting parties and are their meetings public and
clearly noticed ? Have meetings already occurred ?

4) What is the schedule of the 106 process in total ?

3) Will the 106 process involve mitigation of the impact of the proposed four story building on the two
historic districts as well as mitigation of the impact of the loss of the historic Joesler building ? Will other
alternatives be considered that do not require construction of the four story building and the demolition of
the historic Joesler building?

6) Many people in Barrio Historico faver rehabilitating the historic Downtown Motor Hotel into low income
housing and not constructing the four story building. If the historic Joesler building were rehabilitated into
low income housing there would be nothing to mitigate - no impact by loss of the historic building and no
impact on the historic districts of the four story building. Will the 106 Process consider the alternative of
converting the existing historic Joesler building into low income housing as a means of eliminating the
negative impact of the construction of the four story building on the Historic Districts and the negative
impact of the destruction of the 1941 Joesler building ?

7) Itis my understanding that the developer paid approximately $625,000 for the property and it is also
my understanding that the developer is applying for $800,000 in Home funds for this project.




Is the developer or anyone else maintaining that the existing historic Joesler building cannot be
rehabilitated into low income housing even if the $600,000 in Home funds is received and the effective
cost of acquisition of the property is approximately only $25,000 ?

8) Would you please email me a copy of the Eric Means Construction Company study or comments
regarding the feasibility of rehabilitation of the existing historic Joesler building if such exists ?

Could you please send me a copy of the developer's application for Home funds and the comments of
City staff on this preposal ?

9) At the second public meeting the developer said they weren't interested in reducing the number of units
or height or number of cars,

ls mitigation to proceed on that basis of what the developer wants or on the basis of correcting the
compatibility of the four story building with its historic neighbors ? The Criteria for such compatibility listed
in section 5.8.6 of the City's Unified Development Cade and defined within the code.

10) The proposed development is surrounded by Barrio Historico on the west and Armory Park on the
north,east, and south.

The architectural dividing line between Armory Park and Barrio Historico is not precise. There are
Victorian Revival buildings (typical of Armory Park) in the Barrio Historico Histeric District, and there are
one story adobes buildings (typical of Barrio Historico) located in the Armory Park Historic District.
Examples of both of these conditions can be found across the street from the proposed development and
in the same block of the proposed development.

Given these conditions and the location of the project, the impact of the four story buitding and the impact
of the demolition of the historic Joesler building both greatly effect both the Barrio Historico Historic
District and the Armory Park Historic District. In fact because the proposed development is in between the
two historic districts it could reasonably be said that the development equally impacts both historic
districts. Can you identify for me which of the consulting parties represents Armory Park and which of the
consulting parties represents Barrio Historico ?

11) Could you clarify if all property owners and residents in Barrio Historico and Armory Park have been
informed of the potential demolition of the historic Joesler building and of the potential four story building
and have they been advised that these two events negatively impact three cultural resources: 1) the
historic listed1941 Joesler building, 2) the character of the Barrio Historico Historic District itself and the

historic buildings within it, 3) the character of the Armory Park Historic District itself and the historic
buildings within it ?

Have all the residents and property owners in Barrio Historico and Armory Park received elevations and
renderings of the proposed four story building showing the project in the context of its historic neighbors ?
12) I am informed that Jonathan Mabry has stated that the Barrio Historico residents support this project
because Pedro Gonzales of the Barrio Viejo Neighborhood Association sent a letter saying so.

There is no evidence that the Barrio Viejo Neighborhood Association is representative of Barrio Historico.
The Barrio Viejo Neighborhood Association is required legally to provide annual meeting reports to the
City and to notify neighborhood residents and property owners (through City mailed notices) of bi-annual
meetings for the election of officers. The Barrio Viejo Neighborhood Association has filed nothing with the
City for over six years - no notice of a meeting to discuss this project, no notice of any meetings, no notice
of elections, no minutes, nothing.

The Department of the City that deals with Neighborhood Associations is none other than the Office of
Integrated Planning in which Jonathan Mabry works. Therefore it is inexcusable that Jonathan Mabry
would say that an organization without noticed meetings and without noticed elections can be considered
representative. You and he have overwhelming evidence that many residents in Barrio Historico oppose
the construction of the four story building and the destruction of the historic Joesler building because of
their negative impacts on the Historic District. Likewise you have evidence that many people support the
rehabilitation of the historic building into low income housing.

In talking to Pedro it is clear that the details of the four story project were never explained to him nor was
the possibility of converting the historic Joesler building into fow income housing.



Unfortunately in both 106 public meetings City staff allowed considerable time for false accusations that
opponents of the four story building were opponents of low income housing despite ample evidence to the
contrary. If you have any evidence of opposition to low income housing on that site form persons in Barrio
Historico or Armory Park please send me a copy. Likewise if you have a letter from Pedro Gonzales
supporting the four story building please send me a copy.

13) The proposed four story building has a density of about 88 units per acre and is four stories tall. There
are no four story buildings in either Armory Park or Barrio Historico and none with a density of 88 units
per acre.

Do you plan to notify the residents and property owners in each district with an email or letter showing
them the proposed four story building in context with its historic neighbors and clarifying that there is
nothing of this height and density in either historic district; and also explaining that the project proposes to
demolish a listed historic building designed by Josiah Joesler ?

14) On May 13 of this year Jonathan Mabry wrote a letter to the developer of this project stating that he
had reviewed the plans proposed by the developer and that there was no additional negative impact upon
any historical or cultural resource beyond the demolition of the historic Joesler building. That statement is
false. The four story building has a very negative impact upon both the Armory Park and the Barrio
Historico Historic Districts, which are both major the cultural and historic resources in the City.

Mabry's letter was then used by the developer to induce the Arizona State Preservation Office to enter a
Memorandum of Agreement dated August 4 which repeats the false statement that the proposed four
story building causes no negative impact on historic and cultural resources beyond the damage caused
by the demolition of the historic Joesler building. Further that Memorandum falsely states that the new
proposed four story building is "compatible with the characteristics of the National Register district' and is
comparable in "scale" with several adjacent contributing buildings. Those statements are also false.
Mabry's letter was no doubt submitted by the developer in their application for federal Internal Revenue
Service Section 42 Low Income Housing Tax Credits (administered by the Arizona State Department of
Housing), and in the the developer's application for federal Home Funds (administered by the the City of
Tucson). Both the developer and the City know or should have known that Mabry's statements were false.
The proposed project negatively impacts three cultural and historic resources: 1) the listed historic 1941
Joesler building 2) the Barrio Historico Historic District and 3) the Armory Park Historic District. The
making and including of false statements in applications for $600,000 federal Home funds and in the

pursuit of an ever larger amount of funds generated by federal IRS Section 32 program are probably
ilegal.

15) The Barrio Historico Historic District Advisory Board on September 17 voted unanimously that the four
story "proposed building is not compatible with its surrounding historically zoned neighbors in height,
street scape, setbacks, site utilization, roof type type, exterior wall materials, proportions, projections and
recessions,doors, windows, riiythm, building form, and details". The vote was conducted by the
examination of each criteria for compatibility listed in the Code.

Other parties in the City Historic Review Process are required to review the project similarly per section
5.8.5 and section 5.8.6 of the Code. Unfortunately, and seemingly contrary to law, this has not occurred.
Instead such other parties have equivocated, spoken incompletely, spoken incorrectly, or remained silent.
This includes the the City Preservation Officer Jonathan Mabry, the Planning and Development Service
Department of the City, the Armory Park Historic District Advisory Board, and the Tucson - Pima County
Historic Commission Plans Review Subcommittee. If you have a clear evaluation of this project by any
those parties done with a vote on each criteria listed in the Code, please send me a copy. f you don't

have such evaluations, clearly made, in accordance with City Code sections 5.8.5 and 5.8.6, why don't
you ?

16} As you know the Memorandum of Agreement signed August 4 between the developer and the
Arizona State Historic Preservation Office was ruled invalid.

As you may also know Jonathan Mabry refused repeated requests from myself and others to provide
information on this project prior to August 4. He maintained that the City had no records on the project.



Likewise the developer refused to provide information to me saying that it was premature and plans were
not adequately defined. We now know from records received from the State that both the developer and
the City were speaking falsely.

Mabry's refusal to provide records in his possession on this project appears to violate both State and
Federal laws pertaining to public access to information.

Given this regrettable history of no transparency and apparent violation of law by the City would you
consider running an ad in the newspaper (Star or Weekly) showing the plans and all elevations of the
proposed building and its relationship to the historic buildings in Armory Park and Barrio Historico along
with notification and information regarding the potential demolition of a building by well known Tucson
architect Josiah Joesler ?

Or would you consider running even small ads in the Star or Weekly directing the public to a website
showing the full plans and elevations of the proposed building in context with its historic neighbors in both
Armory Park and Barrio Historico (along with the criteria in the Code which is supposed to be used to
determine compatibility), and request public input on the impact of the proposed four story project on the
three historical and cultural resources: 1) the listed historic 1941 Joesler building 2) the historic buildings
and character of the Barrio Historico Historic District

and 3) the historic buildings and character of the the Armory Park HMistoric District ?

17) Because of the City's prior misconduct and because the City is not an "arm's length" independent
third party there is a conflict of interest in having the City act as the "designated authority” to conduct the
106 process concerning this project. Would you consider removing the City as the "designated authority"
in favor of an independent third party ?

18) I am told that at last Friday's meeting of the Tucson Pima County Historic Commission that Jonathan
Mabry reported that the decision had already been made to demolish the historic Joesler building, and
repeating the false statement that Barrio Historico neighborhood supports the four story building and the
demolition of the historic Joesler building. Has such a decision already been made ? And if so by whom ?
19} Does your office not have any Mayor and Council policy guidelines

flow income home housing projects requesting Home Funds - for example:

a) the developer is asking for $600,000 in public Home funds
and yet the housing will revert to market rate rentals owned by the developer after a limited
time period. Have the Mayor and Council policy issued no guidelines requiring Home
Funds to be spent on projects that will remain low income housing ?
b) the proposed project is not for the poorest in our City but rather
for persons making approximately $14,000 or more. Have the
Mayor and Council not issued policy guidelines to your department
to address housing of the neediest (for example homeless
children or battered women or the poorest elderly and
handicapped) with Home funds ?

¢) Have the Mayor and Council not issued policy guidelines regarding the housing

standards to be met in projects using City administered

Home funds ? For example in the proposed project, there are no private outdoor spaces

and no private balconies. There are no large common green spaces. The project has

units with no naturat light and no windows in the living and dining rooms. There is

no through ventilation.
20) Last Thursday, December 11, the Barrio Historico Historic District Advisory Board voted to request
"consulting status” to the 106 pracess for themselves and for all residents and for all property owners in
the Barrio Historico Historic District. Frankly, it would also be good idea for all the residents and property
owners in Armory Park. People want democratic control of their lives and their neighborhoods. They don't
need intermediary parties to speak for them. They can speak for themselves. Can "consulting status” be
extended to all residents and property owners in the two historic districts ? Who would make that decision
n

Your assistant had requested that | meet with you today, however it seems more appropriate that you



respond to the above questions first. | will share your answers with members of the Advisory Board and
will other persons in the neighborhood, and then get back to you.

Sincerely,
Jody Gibbs, Property Owner, Barrio Historico Historic District
Co-chair, Barrio Histerico Historic District Advisory Board



22 December 2014
DOWNTOWN MOTOR HOTEL
Section 106

Mitigating the Adverse Effect
Alternatives to the proposed design

1
RESTORE THE BUILDING AS LOW-INCOME OR SECTION 8 HOUSING.

This is a historic building surrounded by historic neighborhoods. Contrary to the
developers and SHPO's biased and collusive findings, this property is perfect for
restoration. It is a well built, solid, masonry building. With the courtyard converted from
asphait to green space it would make for a beautiful place to live and would have the
least impact to the historic buildings and neighborhoods surrounding it.

Parking should only be allowed in the rear of the building with parking access from
Russeil Avenue only.

We understand that this does not accomplish what the developer wants, but another
smaller, say 20 unit building could easily be built on one of the many, many vacant lots
lining Stone and 6th to 22nd St.

Smaller buildings with less density would integrate people into our neighborhoods, not
segregate them.

One of the biggest complaints about the developers proposal is the density ratio on
such a small footprint. There is no green space or balconies and the living areas have
no windows.

We repeat, the living areas have no windows. This is inhumane design at its worst.

Bethel Development Inc., a for profit enterprise, has failed to create quality living
environments for the citizens of Tucson. It has done little or nothing to mitigate the
longterm damage to the historic fabric that makes our neighborhoods one of the most
interesting and beautiful places to live.

2]
DOWNSCALE THE CURRENT PROPOSAL

The current proposal has a 4 story building in an historic area that has NO FOUR
STORY BUILDINGS. The buildings in the neighborhoods and properties that surround



the Downtown Motor Hotel are two story Victorian, one or two story brick or one story
adobe. The current plan is completely out of context and scale to its surroundings. The
developer claims they have listened to the neighborhood concerns and changed the
designs to accommodate them. They have not changed the scale, density of units or
parking considerations at all.

If they must destroy the building, then build only a two story structure that doesn’t loom
over and look down into neighboring properties. Again, additional units could be built on
another lot.

3]
CHANGE THE MATERIALS

As planned, this is a wood frame building on a historic block where there are no wood
frame buildings at all. None at all. The building should be brick and/or built with
materials that echo the surrounding historic properties. It should have substance and
character.

4]
ADD GREEN SPACE, BALCONIES AND WINDOWS.

With the right design, windows in the living areas could easily be added. The developer
has failed in their architectural planning to find a creative, innovative way to better the
design plan. There are architects in Barrio Historico who have sent design alternatives
and sketches to the developer encouraging them to sit down and discuss creative
alternatives.

The developer never responded to their input.

5]
BUILD THE STREETSCAPE TO SCALE

Saving a small portion of the existing building might hinder, rather than help, more
appropriate design alternatives. What about historical, context designed buildings 1o the
street with a green space behind them and a lower density building at the aliey?

What about adding a floor of apartments to the Casa Vincente building so the overall
project height can be lowered, balconies and windows added?

Think outside of this literal box.

6]
INCLUDE THE NEIGHBORING PROPERTY OWNERS IN MITIGATION



None of the immediate neighbors have been included in any design or mitigation
process. No one has ever been contacted by mail by the developer or the city or state to
participate in the Section 106 process. These are the people who will be most affected
by this monster building. This will affect their lives and property values for years and
decades to come. They deserve a voice at the table.

7]
ADDRESS PARKING ISSUES

The current plan has 44 units with only 29 parking spaces. While the developer has
obtained a variance, they cannot guarantee that all residents will not have vehicles. We
live in a car-centric city and society. it would be nice to hope that everyone will use
alternative transportation, but it will simply not be the case for years to come. A parking
agreement shouid be made with neighboring tandowners to assure that there will be
access to more parking...the Casa Vincente parking lot, for example.

if ground floor parking is built, residents should only be allowed entrance and exit off of
Russell Avenue. This will lessen the impact on Stone and the accompanying traffic,
noise and pollution that this high density building would bring. It would aiso ailow for
green space in the front of the building.

Permeable parking lot surfaces if any spaces are exterior.

8]
MAKE THIS PROCESS TRANSPARENT

It has been very difficult to access and obtain information pertaining to this project.
There should be much more transparency and communication. Could a website
be set up? We would be happy to build an facilitate such a site.

9
RESTORE WOMANKRAFT GALLERY

This Victorian mansion that is directly across the street and would be highly impacted by
this development. This is a non-profit women'’s art collective.

10]
LANDSCAPE STONE AVENUE

From 13th Street to 18th Street with trees and lighting.



1]
BURY UTILITY LINES

To enhance the historic fabric and nature of the neighborhoods, bury all of the existing
utility lines to improve the streetscape and lessen visual clutter.

12]
NEGOTIATE A LAND SWAP

The city could force a land swap and take possession of the DMH and repurpose it as
Section 8 housing. It could also be resold for development as a Motor Hotel. There are
many vacant lots along the Stone/6th Avenue corridor that would be much better suited
for the developers proposal.

Again, smaller buildings of say 20 units, rather than monster buildings, would better suit
the neighborhood and people would be integrated, rather than segregated.

Swap Stair fower Jo Jord s .



CONSULTING PARTIES WE WOULD LIKE IN THE SECTION 106 PROCESS

Gary Patch

Darren Clark

Designers / Live across the street from the DMH on Simpson
Within view of site

PatriciaStanley

Jeff Stanley

Live on Stone, across the street
Within view of site

WomanKraft
Directly across the street from the development.
Within view of site

Danny

Katja Fritzche

Live on Stone next to the Stanley’s
Within view of site

Stephen Paul

Elaine Paul

Live on Simpson Street
Within view of site

Mary Lou Huett
Lives on Stone one door south from DMH
Within view of site

Philipp Neher
Architect with Rick Joy Architects
Has great creative insight into design and mitigation

Ken Scoville
Tucson Historian
Has dealt with many issues around historic sites and development

Jody Gibbs
Architect / Board member of the Barrio Historico Preservation Zone Advisory Board

Demion Clinco
Tucson Historic Preservation Foundation

Bilt Dillon
Lives on Stone in National Trust property / in view of site
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date

Sally Stang, Director

City of Tucson Department Housing and Community Development
P.O. Box 27210

Tucson, AZ 85726-7210

Re: Downtown Motor Hotel Demolition and Proposed Development Plan
Dear Ms. Stang,

I am writing regarding the proposed Downtown Motot Hotel project in Tucson, Arizona and its
potential adverse effects on the surrounding histotic properties and neighborhoods. As a propetty
owner in the surrounding Historic District, I am concerned about the nndertaking's effects on historic
properties in my neighborhood and the petsonal economic impact that a 4 story, 44 unit property that
fails to reflect the historic context of its setting, surrounding properties, and our neighbothood’s unique
histotic and cultural assets will have on my property.

I understand that a formal consultation has been initiated under Section 106 of the National Historic
Preservation Act (NHPA) for the Downtown Motor Hotel. This letter serves as my formal request to
actively participate in the review process, as a “consulting party” under Section 106 of the NHPA,
pursuant to 36 C.E.R. § 8§00.2(c}(5).

Because of my knowledge and concern about historic properties potentially atfected by the project, I
believe I can provide important information and a valuable perspective as a consulting party undet
Section 106. Please include me mn your distribution list for public notices of any meetings, and for the
circulation of any documents for comment.

We look forward to participating as the review and consultation process moves forward for the
Downtown Motor Hotel.

Sincerely,

SANOAH  LEA

naimne

S8 S dm e Ko
address

sSLEALF5 @G ﬁﬂnwl M,Ll

email

ce Advisory Council on Historic Presetvation
State Historic Preservation Office
City of Tucson, City Councilor Steve Kozachik
Office of Environment and Energy, Region 9 U.S. Department of Housing and Urban
Development, Zach Carter
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date

Sally Stang, Director

City of Tucson Department Housing and Community Development
P.O. Box 27210

Tucson, A7 8§5726-7210

Re: Downtown Motor Hotel Demolition and Proposed Development Plan
Dear Ms. Stang,

I am writing regarding the proposed Downtown Motor Hotel project in Tucson, Arizona and its
potential adverse effects on the surrounding historic properties and neighborhoods. As a property
owner in the surtounding Historic District, T am concerned about the undertaking's effects on historic
propetties in my neighborhood and the personal economic impact that a 4 story, 44 unit propetty that
fails to reflect the historic context of its setting, surrounding properties, and out neighborhood’s unique
historic and cultural assets will have on my property.

I understand that a formal consultation has been initiated under Section 106 of the National Flistoric
Preservation Act (INHPA) for the Downtown Motor Hotel. This letter serves as my formal request to
actively participate in the review process, as a “consulting party” under Section 106 of the NHPA,
pursuant to 36 C.F.R. § 800.2(c)(5).

Because of my knowledge and concern about historic properties potentially affected by the project, I
believe I can provide important information and a valuable perspective as a consulting party under
Section 106. Please include me in your distribution list for public notices of any meetings, and for the
circulation of any documents for comment.

We look forward to participating as the review and consultation process moves forward for the
Downtown Motor Hotel.

Sincerely,
CQ&\H‘& /“/( Z?Dé’bk and Gaurm E *Lze?gb/,
53 4. é,*w?,m SE.
address
foerza- w.’cj'oQ /{é“XL':C{'_S ,Joi'obls . oM
email
ce Advisoty Council on Historic Preservation

State Historic Preservation Office

City of Tucson, City Councilor Steve Kozachik

O¢ffice of Environment and Energy, Region 9 U.S. Department of Housing and Urban
Development, Zach Carter
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date

Sally Stang, Director

City of Tucson Department Housing and Community Development
P.O. Box 27210

Tucson, AZ 85726-7210

Re: Downtown Motor Hotel Demolition and Proposed Development Plan
Dear Ms. Stang,

I am writing regarding the proposed Downtown Motor Hotel project in Tucson, Arizona and its
potential adverse effects on the surrounding historic properties and neighborhoods. As a property
ownet in the surrounding Historic District, I am concerned about the undertaking's effects on historic
properties in my neighborhood and the personal economic impact that a 4 story, 44 unit property that
fails to reflect the histotic context of its setting, surrounding propetties, and our neighborhood’s unique
historic and cultural assets will have on my property.

T undetstand that a formal consultation has been initiated under Section 106 of the National Historic
Preservation Act (NHPA) for the Downtown Motor Hotel. This letter serves as my formal request to
actively participate in the review process, as a “consulting party” under Section 106 of the NHPA,
pursuant to 36 C.F.R. § 800.2(c}(5).

Because of my knowledge and concern about historic properties potentially affected by the project, T
believe I can provide important information and a valuable perspective as a consulting party under
Section 106. Please include me in your distribution list for public notices of any meetings, and for the
circulation of any documents for comument.

We look forward to participating as the review and consultation process moves forwatd for the
Downtown Motor Hotel.

Sincerely,
ch\(‘; gvxrrv'\(:mg k\l
name
address
?vw’mam%k; Cﬁc?@msnwm
email
cc Advisory Council on Historic Presetvation

State Historic Preservation Office

City of Tucson, City Councilor Steve Kozachik

Office of Environment and Hnergy, Region 9 U.S. Department of Housing and Urban
Development, Zach Carter



Sally Stang, Director

City of Tucson Department Housing and Community Development
P.O. Box 27210

Tucson, AZ 85726-7210

Re: Downtown Motor Hotel Demolition and Proposed Development Plan
Dear Ms. Stang,

I am writing regarding the proposed Downtown Motor Hotel project in Tucson, Atrizona and its
potential adverse effects on the surrounding historic propetties and neighborhoods. As a property
owner in the surrounding Historic District, I am concerned about the undertaking's effects on historic
properties in my neighborhood and the personal economic impact that a 4 story, 44 unit propetty that
tails to reflect the historic context of its setting, surrounding properties, and our neighbothood’s unique
historic and cultural assets will have on my property.

T understand that a formal consultation has been initiated under Section 106 of the National Histotic
Preservation Act (NHPA) for the Downtown Motor Hotel. This letter setves as tmy formal request to
actively participate in the review process, as a “consulting party” under Section 106 of the NHPA,
pursuant to 36 C.F.R. § 800.2(c)(5).

Because of my knowledge and concern about historic properties potentially affected by the project, [
believe I can provide important information and a valuable perspective as a consulting party under
Section 106. Please include me in your distribution list for public notices of any meetings, and for the
circulation of any documents for comment.

We look forward to participating as the review and consultation process moves forward for the
Downtown Motor Hotel.

Sincerely,
T S T
(A A ol S
W {,’,-D W Lﬂ / | ;,‘/"i/
* ! L L
|
name Y !
address
| [ _— by | 4 1
-t | I ! \ 17 0 |
w T \ 16 1011 S 2 urdd | ale o Nl
WT Wor-ov s wirtisio ry . com
email
cc Advisory Council on Historic Preservation

State Historic Preservation Office

City of Tucson, City Councilor Steve Kozachik

Office of Environment and Energy, Region 9 U.S. Department of Housing and Urban
Development, Zach Carter



Sally Stang, Director

City of Tucson Department Housing and Community Development
P.O. Box 27210

Tucson, AZ §5726-721(

Re: Downtown Motor Hotel Demolition and Proposed Development Plan
Dear Ms. Stang,

I am writing regarding the proposed Downtown Motor Hotel project in Tucson, Arizona and its
potential adverse effects on the surrounding historic properties and neighborhoods. As a property
owner in the surrounding Historic District, I am concerned about the undertaking's effects on histotic
properties in my neighborhood and the personal economic impact that a 4 story, 44 unit propetty that
fails to teflect the historic context of its setting, surrounding properties, and out neighborhood’s unique
historic and cultural assets will have on my property.

T understand that a formal consultation has been initiated under Section 106 of the National Historic
Preservation Act (NHPA) for the Downtown Motor Hotel. This letter serves as my formal request to
actively patticipate in the review process, as a “consulting party” under Section 106 of the NHPA,
pursuant to 36 C.F.R. § 800.2(c)(5).

Because of my knowledge and concern about historic properties potentially affected by the project, I
believe I can provide important information and a valuable perspective as a consulting party under
Section 106. Please include me in your distribution list for public notices of any meetings, and for the
circulation of any documents for cominent.

We look forward to participating as the review and consultation process moves forward for the
Downtown Motor Hotel.

Sincerely,

I

q‘,.wf i ¥ . s
N AT/E B E N

!

name

address

cc Advisory Council on Historic Presetvation
State Historic Preservation Office
City of Tucson, City Councilor Steve Kozachik
Otfice of Environment and Fnergy, Region 9 U.S. Department of Housing and Urban
Development, Zach Carter
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date

Sally Stang, Director

City of Tucson Department Housmg and Community Development
P.O. Box 27210

Tucson, AZ 85726-7210

Re: Downtown Motor Hotel Demolition and Proposed Development Plan
Dear Ms. Stang,

I am writing regarding the proposed Downtown Motor Hotel project in Tucson, Arizona and its
potential advetse effects on the surrounding historic properties and neighborhoods. As a propetty
owner in the surrounding Historic District, I am concerned about the undertaking's effects on historic
properties in my neighborhood and the personal economic impact that a 4 story, 44 unit property that
fails to reflect the historic context of its setting, surrounding properties, and our neighbothood’s unique
historic and cultural assets will have on my property.

T understand that a formal consultation has been initiated under Section 106 of the National Historic
Preservation Act (NHPA) for the Downtown Motor Hotel. This letter setves as my fortnal request to
actively patticipate in the review process, as a “consulting party” under Section 106 of the NHPA,
pursuant to 36 C.F.R. § 800.2(c}(5).

Because of my knowledge and concern about historic properties potentially affected by the project, I
believe I can provide important information and a valuable perspective as a consulting patty under
Section 106. Please include me in your distribution list for public notices of any meetings, and for the
circulation of any documents for comment.

We look forward to patticipating as the review and consultation process moves forward for the
Downtown Motor Hotel.

Sincerely,

L] <o

r(amc

address

Kalloopmagin @ aol. Cltle
email l
cc Advisory Council on Historic Preservation

State Historic Preservation Office

City of Tucson, City Councilor Steve Kozachik

Office of Environment and Enerpy, Region 9 U.S. Department of Housing and Urban
Development, Zach Catter
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date

Sally Stang, Director

City of Tucson Department Housing and Community Development
P.O. Box 27210

Tucson, AZ 85726-7210

Re: Downtown Motor Hotel Demolition and Proposed Development Plan
Dear Ms. Stang,

I am writing regarding the proposed Downtown Motor Hotel project in Tucson, Arizona and its
potential adverse effects on the surrounding historic properties and neighborhoods. As « property
owner in the surrounding Historic District, I am concerned about the undertaking's effects on historic
properties in my neighborhood and the personal economic impact that a 4 story, 44 unit property that
fails to reflect the historic context of its setting, surrounding properties, and our neighborhood’s unique
historic and cultural assets will have on my property.

I understand that a formal consultation has been initiated under Section 106 of the National Historic
Preservation Act (NHPA) for the Downtown Motor Hotel. This letter serves as my formal request to
actively participate in the review process, as a “consulting party” under Section 106 of the NHPA,
pursuant to 36 C.F.R. § 800.2(c){(5).

Because of my knowledge and concern about historic properties potentially affected by the project, I
believe I can provide important information and a valuable perspective as a consulting party under
Section 106. Please include me in your distribution list for public notices of any meetings, and for the

circulation of any documents for comment.

We look forward to participating as the review and consultation process moves forwatd for the
Downtown Motor Hotel.

Sincerely,

T P T N o Sy
Y poanah Yy TR TR il
name . J
Hig SN WL TV A et}
address

AL L 3550€ S ey 20 Comaa ) cone
email ™ i -

cc Advisory Council on Histotic Preservation
State Historic Preservation Office
City of Tucson, City Councilor Steve Kozachik
Oftice of Envitonment and Energy, Region 9 U.S. Department of Housing and Urban
Development, Zach Carter
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date

Sally Stang, Director

City of Tucson Department Housing and Community Development
P.O. Box 27210

Tucson, AZ 85726-7210

Re: Downtown Motor Hotel Demolition and Proposed Development Plan
Dear Ms. Stang,

I am writing regarding the proposed Downtown Motor Hotel project in Tucson, Arizona and its
potential adverse effects on the surrounding historic properties and neighborhoods. As a property
owner i the surrounding Historic District, I am concerned about the undertaking's effects on histotic
properties in my neighborhood and the personal economic impact that a 4 story, 44 unit property that
tails to reflect the historic context of its setting, surrounding properties, and our neighborhood’s unique
historic and cultural assets will have on my property.

I understand that a formal consultation has been initiated under Section 106 of the National Historic
Preservation Act (NHPA) for the Downtown Motor Hotel. This letter serves as my formal request to
actively participate in the review process, as a “consulting party” under Section 106 of the NHPA,
pursuant to 36 C.F.R. § 800.2(c)(5).

Because of my knowledge and concern about histotic properties potentially affected by the project, 1
believe I can provide important information and a valuable perspective as a consulting party under
Section 106. Please include me in your distribution list for public notices of any teetings, and for the
circulation of any documents for comment.

We look forward to participating as the review and consultation process moves forward for the
Downtown Motor Hotel.

Sincerely,

Ty Ly )
!& e P Ve e

natne

796 S 9% Ao
address

KPPEARS oD Covile T
ermail

cc Advisory Council on Historic Preservation
State Historic Presetrvation Office
City of Tucson, City Councilor Steve Kozachik
Office of Environment and Energy, Region 9 U.S. Department of Housing and Urban
Development, Zach Carter
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date

Sally Stang, Director

City of Tucson Department Housing and Community Development
P.O. Box 27210

Tucson, A7 85726-7210

Re: Downtown Motor Hotel Demolition and Proposed Development Plan
Dear Ms. Stang,

I am writing regarding the proposed Downtown Motor Hotel project in Tucson, Arizona and its
potental adverse effects on the surrounding historic properties and neighborhoods. As a property
owner in the surrounding Historic District, I am concerned about the undertaking's effects on historic
properties in my neighborhood and the personal economic impact that a 4 stoty, 44 unit property that
fails to reflect the histotic context of its setting, surrounding properties, and our neighborhood’s unique
histotic and cultural assets will have on my property.

T understand that a formal consultation has been mnitiated under Section 106 of the National Historic
Preservation Act (NHPA) for the Downtown Motor Hotel. This letter serves as my formal request to
actively patticipate in the review process, as a “consulting party” under Section 106 of the NHPA,
pursuant to 36 C.E.R. § 800.2(c)(5).

Because of my knowledge and concern about historic properties potentially affected by the project, 1
believe I can provide important information and a valuable perspective as a consulting party under
Section 106. Please include me in your distribution list for public notices of any meetings, and for the
circulation of any documents for comiment.

We look forward to participating as the review and consultation process moves forwatd for the
Downtown Motor Hotel.

Sincerely,

HW /e /ﬁ"“""”‘-ﬁ%

A W,ZJJf /Ww‘ /M ., &&70/

address

AMe 1206 ©  pmail, Lor?
email O

cc Adwvisory Council on Historic Preservation

State Historic Preservation Office

City of Tucson, City Councilor Steve Kozachik

Office of Environment and Energy, Region 9 U.S. Department of Housing and Urban
Development, Zach Carter
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date

Sally Stang, Director

City of Tucson Department Housing and Community Development
P.O. Box 27210

Tucson, AZ 85726-7210

Re: Downtown Motor Hotel Demolition and Proposed Development Plan
Dear Ms. Stang,

I am writing regarding the proposed Downtown Motor Hotel project in Tucson, Arizona and its
potential adverse effects on the surrounding historic properties and neighborhoods. As a propetty
owner in the surtounding Historic District, I am concerned about the undertaking's effects on historic
properties in my neighborhood and the personal economic impact that a 4 story, 44 unit propetty that
fails to reflect the historic context of its setting, surrounding propetrties, and out neighbothood’s unique
historic and cultural assets will have on my property.

I understand that a formal consultation has been initiated under Section 106 of the National Historic
Preservation Act (NHPA) for the Downtown Motor Hotel. This letter serves as my formal request to
actively participate in the review process, as a “consulting party” under Section 106 of the NHPA,
pursuant to 36 C.IF.R. § 800.2(c)(5).

Because of my knowledge and concern about historic properties potentially affected by the project, 1
believe I can provide important information and a valuable perspective as a consulting party under
Section 106, Please taclude me in your distribution list for public notices of any meetings, and for the
crculation of any documents for comment.

We look forward to participating as the review and consultation process moves forward for the
Downtown Motor Hotel.

Smeerely,
ot l rate i
name

1L e 4T s l"Dc%@u/_,A(mwMA 25710

address

KRIMORY PARK

email

cc Advisory Coundil on Historic Preservation
State Historic Preservation Office
City of Tucson, City Councilor Steve ISozachik
Office of Environment and Energy, Region 9 U.S. Department of Housing and Utban
Development, Zach Carter
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Sally Stang, Ditrector

City of Tucson Department Housing and Community Development
P.O. Box 27210

Tucson, AZ 85726-7210

Re: Downtown Motor Hotel Demolition and Proposed Development Plan
Dear Ms. Stang,

[ am writing regarding the proposed Downtown Motor Hotel project in Tucson, Arizona and its
potential adverse effects on the surrounding histotic properties and neighborhoods. As a property
owner in the surrounding Historic District, I am concerned about the undertaking's effects on historic
properties in my neighborhood and the personal economic impact that a 4 story, 44 unit property that
fails to reflect the historic context of its setting, surrounding properties, and out neighborhood’s unique
historic and cultural assets will have on my propetty.

I understand that a formal consultation has been initiated under Section 106 of the National Historic
Preservation Act (NHPA) for the Downtown Motor Hotel. This letter setves as my formal request to
actively patticipate in the review process, as a “consulting party” under Section 106 of the NHPA,
pursuant to 36 C.F.R. § 800.2(c)(5).

Because of my knowledge and concern about historic properties potentially affected by the project, I
believe I can provide important information and a valuable perspective as a consulting party undet
Section 106. Please include me in your distribution list for public notices of any meetings, and for the
circulation of any documents for comment.

We look forward to participating as the review and consultation process moves forward for the
Downtown Motor Hotel.

Sincetely,

9 A
address

email

cc Advisory Council on Histotic Preservation
State Historic Preservation Office
City of Tucson, City Councilor Steve Kozachik
Office of Environment and Energy, Region 9 U.S. Depattment of Housing and Urban
Development, Zach Carter
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date

Sally Stang, Director

City of Tucson Department Housing and Community Development
P.O. Box 27210

Tucson, AZ 85726-7210

Re: Downtown Motor Hotel Demolition and Proposed Development Plan
Dear Ms. Stang,

I am writing regarding the proposed Downtown Motor Hotel project in Tucson, Atizona and its
potential adverse effects on the surrounding historic properties and neighborhoods. As a property
owner in the surrounding Historic District, I am concerned about the undertaking's effects on historic
properties in my neighborhood and the personal economic impact that a 4 story, 44 unit property that
fails to reflect the historic context of its setting, surrounding properties, and our neighborhood’s unique
historic and cultural assets will have on my property.

T understand that a formal consultation has been initiated under Section 106 of the National Historic
Preservation Act (NHPA) for the Downtown Motor Hotel. This letter serves as my formal request to
actively patticipate in the review process, as a “consulting party” under Section 106 of the NHPA,
pursuant to 36 C.F.R. § 800.2(c)(5).

Because of my knowledge and concern about historic properties potentially affected by the project, I
believe I can provide important mformation and a valuable perspective as a consulting patrty under
Section 106. Please include me in your distribution list for public notices of any meetings, and for the
circulation of any documents for comment.

We look forward to participating as the review and consultation process moves forward for the
Downtown Motor Hotel.

Sincerely,

TheNature (%) M. Bruce Crossman
Conservancy e 512 S. 3rd Ave,, Apt. 7
Tucson AZ 85701-2400

email

ce Advisory Council on Histotic Preservation
State Historic Preservation Office
City of Tucson, City Councilor Steve Kozachik
Office of Environment and Energy, Region 9 U.S. Department of Housing and Urban
Development, Zach Carter
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date

Sally Stang, Director

City of Tucson Department Housing and Community Development
P.O. Box 27210

Tucson, AZ 85726-7210

Re: Downtown Motor Hotel Demolition and Proposed Development Plan
Dear Ms. Stang,

I am writing regarding the proposed Downtown Motor Hotel project in Tucson, Arizona and its
potential adverse effects on the surrounding historic properties and neighborhoods. As a property
owner in the surrounding Historic District, I am concerned about the undettaking's effects on historic
properties in my neighborhood and the personal economic impact that a 4 story, 44 unit property that
fails to reflect the historic context of its setting, sutrounding properties, and our neighborhood’s unique
historic and cultural assets will have on my property.

[ understand that a formal consultation has been initiated under Section 106 of the National Historic
Preservation Act (NHPA) for the Downtown Motor Hotel. This letter serves as my formal request to
actively participate in the review process, as a “consulting party” under Section 106 of the NHPA,
pursuant to 36 C.F.R. § 800.2(c)(5).

Because of my knowledge and concern about historic properties potentially affected by the project, I
believe I can provide important information and a valuable perspective as a consulting party under
Section 106. Please include me in your distribution list for public notices of any meetings, and for the
circulation of any documents for comment.

We look forward to participating as the review and consultation process moves forward for the
Downtown Motor Hotel.

Sincerely,

W\ \q/l\qb- Pobeet J. K. ;UC?‘ST@”U

Lf L{U 3 C; ' (“Q f-’CiC‘lc;x C_‘ta& { C Legees T Lessm /’q 2 B SH4L 3

address

email

cc Advisoty Council on Histotic Preservation
State Historic Preservation Office
City of Tueson, City Councilor Steve Kozachik
Office of Environment and Energy, Region 9 U.S. Department of Housing and Urban
Development, Zach Carter



ono 1% 5)0/’;7(

date

Sally Stang, Director

City of Tucson Department Housing and Community Development
P.O. Box 27210

Tucson, AZ 8§5726-7210

Re: Downtown Motor Hotel Demolition and Proposed Development Plan
Dear Ms. Stang,

I am writing regarding the proposed Downtown Motor Hotel project in Tucson, Atizona and its
potential adverse effects on the sutrounding historic properties and neighborhoods. As a propetty
owaer in tire surrounding Historic District, I am concerned about the undertaking’s etfects on historic
properties in my neighborhood and the personal economic impact that a 4 story, 44 unit propetty that
fails to reflect the historic context of its setting, surrounding properties, and our neighborhood’s unique
historic and cultural assets will have on my property.

I understand that a formal consultation has been initiated under Section 106 of the National Historic
Preservation Act (NHPA) for the Downtown Motor Hotel. This letter serves as my formal request to
actively participate in the review process, as a “consulting party” under Section 106 of the NHPA,
pursuant to 36 C.FR. § 800.2(c)(5).

Because of my knowledge and concern about historic properties potentially affected by the project, I
believe I can provide important information and a valuable perspective as a consulting party under
Section 106. Please include me in your distribution list for public notices of any meetings, and for the
circulation of any documents fot comment.

We look forward to participating as the review and consultation process moves forward for the
Downtown Motor Hotel.

Sincerely,
T , i [ i . / 5
herese de Vof  + St A&QV\SU’J g
name 0
392 S. Comvent fe.  $$70/
address

]
tdovel e@»:} e e ¢,
email -
e Advisory Council on Historic Preservation

State Historic Preservation Office

City of Tucson, City Councilor Steve Kozachik

Office of Environment and Enetgy, Region 9 U.S. Department of Housing and Urban
Development, Zach Catter
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date

Sally Stang, Director

City of Tucson Department Housing and Community Development
P.O. Box 27210

Tucson, AZ 85726-7210

Re: Downtown Motor Hotel Demolition and Proposed Development Plan
Dear Ms. Stang,

I am wtiting regarding the proposed Downtown Motor Hotel project in Tucson, Arizona and its
potential adverse effects on the surrounding historic properties and neighborhoods. As a property
owner in the surrounding Historic Disttict, I am concetned about the undertaking's effects on histotic
propetties in my neighborhood and the personal economic impact that a 4 story, 44 unit property that
fails to reflect the historic context of its setting, surrounding properties, and our neighborhood’s unique
historic and cultural assets will have on my property.

I understand that a formal consultation has been initiated under Section 106 of the National Historic
Preservation Act (NHPA) for the Downtown Motor Hotel. This letter serves as my formal request to
actively participate i the review process, as a “consulting party” under Section 106 of the NHPA,
pursuant to 36 C.I.R. § 800.2(c}(5).

Because of my knowledge and concern about historic properties potentially affected by the project, 1
believe I can provide important information and a valuable perspective as a consulting party undet
Section 106. Please include me in yout distrtbution list for public notices of any meetings, and for the
circulation of any documents for comment.

We look forward to participating as the review and consultation process moves forward for the
Downtown Motor Hotel.

Sincerely,
C had Kouts
name [\4
2d4 s (b Ave.
address
QW&?@ W1Co.con
email J
ce Advisoty Council on Historic Preservation

State Historic Preservation Office

City of Tucson, City Councilot Steve Kozachik

Office of Envitonment and Energy, Region 9 U.S. Department of Housing and Urban
Development, Zach Carter
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date

Sally Stang, Directot

City of Tucson Department Housing and Community Development
P.O. Box 27210

Tucson, AZ 85726-7210

Re: Downtown Motor Hotel Demolition and Proposed Development Plan
Dear Ms. Stang,

I am writing regarding the proposed Downtown Motor Hotel project in Tucson, Atizona and its
potential adverse effects on the surrounding historic properties and neighborhoods. As a property
owner in the surrounding Historic District, I am concerned about the undertaking's effects on historic
properties in my neighborhood and the personal economic impact that a 4 story, 44 unit property that
fails to reflect the historic context of its setting, surrounding properties, and our neighborhood’s unique
historic and cultural assets will have on my property.

[ understand that a formal consultation has been initiated under Section 106 of the National Historic
Preservation Act (NHPA) for the Downtown Motor Hotel. This letter serves as my fortnal request to
actively participate in the review process, as a “consulting party” under Section 106 of the NHPA,
pursuant to 36 C.F.R. § 800.2{c)(5).

Because of my knowledge and concern about historic properties potentially affected by the project, 1
believe I can provide important information and a valuable perspective as a consulting patty under
Section 106. Please include me in your distribution list for public notices of any meetings, and for the
circulation of any documents for comment.

We look forward to participating as the review and consultation process moves forward for the
Downtown Motor Hotel.

Sincerely, W M
t

Terren soN 12410 Y

name

330 S. 38Abp Ave &S0
address

d’eacoau ie féa.r-s(;;,@ @ g mau , . Covna
ernail S
cC Advisory Council on Historic Preservation

State Historic Preservation Office

City of Tucson, City Councilor Steve Kozachik

Office of Environment and Energy, Regton 9 U.S. Department of Housing and Urban
Development, Zach Carter
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date

Sally Stang, Director

City of Tucson Depattment Housing and Community Development
P.O. Box 27210

Tucson, AZ 85726-7210

Re: Downtown Motor Hotel Demolition and Proposed Development Plan
Dear Ms. Stang,

1T am writing regarding the proposed Downtown Motor Hotel project in Tucson, Arizona and its

potential adverse effects on the sutrounding histotic properties and neighborhoods. As a property
owner in the surrounding Historic Disttict, I am concerned about the undertaking’s effects on historic
propettics in my neighborhood and the personal economic impact that a 4 story, 44 unit property that
tails to reflect the historic context of its seiting, surrounding properties, and our neighbgrhood’s unique

historic and cultural assets will have on my propetty. % g &g Z !,4 2

I understand that a formal consultation has been initiated under Section 106 of the National Historic
Preservation Act (NHPA) for the Downtown Motor Hotel. This letter serves as my formal request to

actively participate in the review process, as a “consulting party” under Section 106 of the NHPA,
pursuant to 36 C.I'.R. § 800.2(c)(5).

Because of my knowledge and concern about historic properties potentially affected by the project, [
believe I can provide important mformation and a valuable perspective as a consulting party under
Section 106. Please include me in yout distribution list for public notices of any meetings, and for the
circulation of any documents for comment.

We look forward to participating as the review and consultation process moves forward for the
Downtown Motor Hotel.

Sincetely,

//MM [M wcukw

name [

773 9. B Av T570\

address

This prepe

-

emﬂ.ﬂ GjA

cc Advisory Council on Historic Preservation
State Historic Preservation Office
City of Tucson, City Councilor Steve Kozachik
Office of Environment and Energy, Region 9 U.S. Department of Housing and Utban
Development, Zach Carter
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date

Sally Stang, Director

City of Tucson Department Housing and Community Development
P.O. Box 27210

Tucson, AZ 85726-7210

Re: Downtown Motor Hotel Demolition and Proposed Development Plan
Dear Ms. Stang,

I am writing regarding the proposed Downtown Motor Hotel project in Tucson, Atizona and its
potential adverse effects on the surrounding historic properties and neighbothoods. As a property
owner in the surrounding Historic District, I am concerned about the undertaking's effects on historic
properties in my neighborhood and the personal economic impact that a 4 stoty, 44 unit propetty that
fails to reflect the historic context of its setting, surrounding properties, and our neighborhood’s unique
historic and cultural assets will have on my propetty.

[ understand that a formal consultation has been initiated under Section 106 of the National Historic
Preservation Act (NHPA) for the Downtown Motor Hotel. This letter serves as my formal request to
actively participate in the review process, as a “consulting party” under Section 106 of the NHPA,
pursuant to 36 C.F.R. § 800.2(c)(5).

Because of my knowledge and concern about historic properties potentially affected by the project,
believe I can provide important information and a valuable perspective as a consulting party under
Section 106. Please include me in your distribution list for public notices of any meetings, and for the

circulation of any documents for comment.

We look forward to participating as the review and consultation process moves forward for the
Downtown Motor Hotel.

Sincerely,
I{’"‘ZU)LJJQM)P‘:‘JL{;A:(’C: S'lwf""@ﬂ o"“)ﬂeij q' Cuﬁt.::j 57, m'y ?rdt-i\\t.ce_._
nam
5 8 (’d M: ng— 5(
U

address
Tatder  AZ- S50

email

1'{0”7 w"\i"ﬁé‘gj/‘%l Lop

cc Advisory Council on Historic Presetvation
State Historic Preservation Qffice
City of Tucson, City Councilor Steve Kozachik
Office of Environment and Energy, Region 9 U.S. Department of Housing and Utban
Development, Zach Carter
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date

Sally Stang, Director

City of Tucson Department Housing and Community Development
P.O. Box 27210

Tucson, AZ 85726-7210

Re: Downtown Motor Hotel Demolition and Proposed Development Plan
Dear Ms. Stang,

I am writing regarding the proposed Downtown Motor Hotel project in Tucson, Atizona and its
potential adyerse effects on the surrounding historic properties and neighborhoods. As a property
owner in the'surrounding Historic District, T am concerned about the undertaking's effects on historic
properties in my nelghborhood and the personal economic impact that a 4 story, 44 unit property that
tails to reflect the historic context of its setting, surrounding properties, and out neighborhood’s unique
historic and cultural assets will have on my property.

I understand that a formal consultation has been initiated under Section 106 of the Nationzal Historic
Preservation Act (NHPA) for the Downtown Motor Hotel. This letter setves as my formal request to

actively participate in the review process, as a “consulting party” under Section 106 of the NHPA,
pursuant to 36 C.F.R. § 800.2(c)(5).

Because of my knowledge and concern about historic properties potentially affected by the project, 1
believe I can provide important information and a valuable perspective as a consulting party under
Section 106. Please include me in your distribution list for public notices of any meetings, and for the
circulation of any documents for comment.

We look forward to participating as the review and consultation process moves forward for the
Downtown Motor Hotel.

Sincerely,

b f&s/af

naine

_ — ://c"?d'eluz-a’ a;?"é*f"oy
510 o gent P, Toosn A2 8570 (MO aly!

Pix A &SGCJV
/véém‘éa/ net

email

cc Advisoty Council on Historic Preservation
State Historic Preservation Office
City of Tucson, City Councilot Steve IKozachik
Office of Environment and Iinergy, Region 9 U.S. Department of Housing and Urban
Development, Zach Carter
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date

Sally Stang, Director

City of Tucson Department Housing and Community Development
P.O. Box 27210

Tucson, AZ 85726-7210

Re: Downtown Motor Hotel Demolition and Proposed Development Plan
Dear Ms. Stang,

I am writing regarding the proposed Downtown Motor Hotel project in Tucson, Atizona and its
potential adverse effects on the surrounding historic properties and neighborhoods. As a property
owner in the surrounding Historic District, I am concerned about the undertaking's effects on historic
properties in my neighborhood and the personal economic impact that a 4 story, 44 unit property that
fails to reflect the historic context of its setting, surrounding properties, and our neighborhood’s unique
historic and cultural assets will have on my property.

T understand that a formal consultation has been initiated under Section 106 of the National Historic
Preservation Act (NHPA) for the Downtown Motor Hotel. This letter serves as my formal request to
actively patticipate in the review process, as a “consulting party” under Section 106 of the NHPA,
pursuant to 36 C.F.R. § 800.2(c){5).

Because of my knowledge and concern about historic properties potentially affected by the project, [
believe I can provide important information and a valuable perspective as a consulting party under
Section 106. Please include me in your distribution list for public notices of any meetings, and for the
circulation of any documents fotr comment.

We look forward to participating as the review and consultation process moves forward for the
Downtown Motor Hotel.

Sincerely,

address

PBernai 8w Coe Nel
email

cc Advisory Council on Historic Preservation
State Historic Preservation Office
City of Tucson, City Councilor Steve Kozachik
Office of Environment and Energy, Region 9 U.S. Department of Housing and Urban
Development, Zach Carter
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date

Sally Stang, Ditector

City of Tucson Department Housing and Community Development
P.O. Box 27210

Tucson, AZ 85726-7210

Re: Downtown Motor Hotel Demolition and Proposed Development Plan
Dear Ms. Stang,

I am writing regarding the proposed Downtown Motot Hotel project in Tucson, Arizona and its
potential adverse effects on the surrounding historic properties and neighborhoods. As a propetty
owner i the surrounding Historic District, I am concerned about the undertaking's effects on historic
properties in my neighborhood and the petsopal economic impact that a 4 story, 44 unit propetty that
fails to reflect the historic context of its setting, surrounding properties, and our. neighborhood’s unique
historic and cultural assets will have on my property.

I understand that a formal consultation has been mitiated under Section 106 of the National Historic
Preservation Act (NHPA) for the Downtown Motor Hotel. This letter serves as my formal request to
actively participate in the review process, as a “consulting party” under Section 106 of the NHPA,
pursuant to 36 C.F.R. § 800.2(c)(5).

Because of my knowledge and concern about historic properties potentially affected by the project, I
believe I can provide important information and a valuable perspective as a consulting party under
Section 106. Please mclude me in your distribution list for public notices of any meetings, and for the
citculation of any documents for comment.

We look forward to participating as the review and consultation process moves forward for the
Downtown Motor Hotel.

Sincerely,
name ) T W z&n —CLQ_ (N
3 W - LS
__ s devellapor of ans
address -/W\g:tw\ v
5’1 ham;u -& .l”el"é e+ SN

-
email /ﬁzjk{rh /k% % {« |
e B{_M <
cC Advisory Council on Historic Preservation
State Historic Preservation Office
City of Tucson, City Councilor Steve Kozachik

Office of Environment and Energy, Region 9 U.S. Department of Housing and Utban
Development, Zach Carter
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date

Sally Stang, Director

City of Tucson Department Housing and Community Development
P.O. Box 27210

Tucson, AZ 85726-7210

Re: Downtown Motor Hotel Demolition and Proposed Development Plan
Dear Ms. Stang,

I am writing regarding the proposed Downtown Motor Hotel project in Tucson, Atizona and its
potential adverse effects on the surrounding historic properties and neighborhoods. As a property
owner in the surrounding Historic District, I am concerned about the undertaking's effects on historic
properties in my neighborhood and the personal economic impact that a 4 story, 44 unit property that
fails to reflect the historic context of its setting, surrounding properties, and our neighborhood’s unique
historic and cultural assets will have on my property.

T undetstand that a formal consultation has been inttiated under Section 106 of the National Historic
Preservation Act (INHPA) for the Downtown Motor Hotel. This letter serves as my formal request to
actively participate in the review process, as a “consulting patty” under Section 106 of the NHPA,
putsuant to 36 CF.R. § 800.2(c)(5).

Because of my knowledge and concern about historic properties potentially affected by the project, I
believe I can provide mmportant information and a valuable perspective as a consulting party under
Section 106. Please inclade me in your distribution list for public notices of any meetings, and for the

citculation of any documents for comment.

We look forward to participating as the review and consultation process moves forward for the
Downtown Motor Hotel

Sincerely, [U P A EL M(JLH/‘Z—“@

j TR RPYs 11 Mo bm@)%
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address

email

ce Advisory Council on Historic Preservation
State Historic Preservation Office
City of Tucson, City Councilor Steve Kozachik
Office of Environment and Energy, Region 9 U.S. Department of Housing and Urban
Development, Zach Carter
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date

Sally Stang, Director

City of Tucson Department Housing and Community Development
P.O. Bax 27210

Tucson, AZ 85726-7210

Re: Downtown Motor Hotel Demolition and Proposed Development Plan
Dear Ms. Stang,

I am writing regarding the proposed Downtown Motor Hotel project in Tucson, Arizona and its
potential adverse effects on the sutrounding historic properties and neighborhoods. As a property
owner in the surrounding Historic District, I am concerned about the undertaking's effects on historic
properties in my neighborhood and the personal economic impact that a 4 story, 44 unit propetty that
fails to reflect the historic context of its setting, surrounding properties, and our neighborhood’s unique
historic and cultural assets will have on my property.

I understand that a formal consultation has been initiated under Section 106 of the National Historic
Preservation Act (NHPA) for the Downtown Motor Hotel. This letter serves as my formal request to
actively participate in the review process, as a “consulting party” under Section 106 of the NHPA,
pursuant to 36 C.I'.R. § 800.2(c)(5).

Because of my knowledge and concern about histotic properties potentially affected by the project, I
believe I can provide important information and a valuable perspective as a consulting party under
Section 106. Please include me in your distribution list for public notices of any meetings, and for the
circulation of any documents for comment.

We look forward to participating as the review and consultation process moves forward for the

Downtown Motor Hotel.
T ST
vi S

Sincerely, |

Hucrare Bevius

name

BAG 5. A™ A

address

MUEViad ]l @ JUeriton Ak

email

cc Advisory Council on Historic Preservation
State Historic Preservation Office
City of Tucson, City Councilor Steve Kozachik
Office of Environment and Energy, Region 9 U.S. Department of Housing and Urban
Development, Zach Carter
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date

Sally Stang, Director

City of Tucson Department Housing and Community Development
P.O. Box 27210

Tucson, AZ 85726-7210

Re: Downtown Motor Hotel Demolition and Proposed Development Plan

Dear Ms. Stang,
e —
I am wtiting regarding the proposed Downtown Motor Hotel project in Tucson, Arizona and its
potential adverse effects on the surrounding historic properties and neighborhoods. As a property
owner in the surrounding Historic District, I am concerned about the undertaking's effects on historic
propetties in my neighborhood and the personal economic impact that a 4 story, 44 unit property that
fails to reflect the historic context of its setting, surrounding properties, and our neighborhood’s unique

historic and cultural assets will have on my property.

I understand that a formal consultation has been initiated under Section 106 of the National Histotic
Preservation Act (NHPA) for the Downtown Motor Hotel. This letter serves as my formal request to
actively participate in the review process, as a “consulting party” under Section 106 of the NHPA,
pursuant to 36 C.F.R. § 800.2(c)(5).

Because of my knowledge and concern about historic properties potentially affected by the project, 1
believe I can provide important information and a valuable petspective as a consulting party under
Section 106. Please include me in your distribution list for public notices of any meetings, and for the
circulation of any documents for comment.

We look forward to participating as the review and consultation ptocess moves forward for the

D‘owntown Motor Hotel. (O M} //) /”) P }f')/) fi, | (*Z,t
e - 512 5 4P Aee.
Mary € Terollo Tucson /_ AL

2989 . Skel#on @wj;m Cercle
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Office of Environment and Energy, Region 9 U.S. Department of Housing and Urban

Development, Zach Carter Kj P i,f,) & Ef} !ﬁi'}!ﬁ ) C
;f-f)_}e@(ﬂ? “ -



CITY OF TUCSON
HOUSING & COMMUNITY DEVELOPMENT DEPARTMENT
ADMINISTRATION DIVISION

City of Tucson Responses to concerns raised regarding the Section 106 Process as it relates to the
Downtown Motor Apartments application for federal HOME funds.

e The square footage of the proposed apartments is greater than average in Tucson and does
not equate to warehousing people, shoe-boxing, or higher density than Pima County jail.

e The project’s parking plan has been approved by Planning & Development Services.

e The City cannot answer as to what HUD has read.

e The developer completed all notification requirements for a project outside of a Historic
Preservation Zone.

e The Barrio Historico Historic District Advisory Board’s vote is taken into consideration
as public comment as each Historic District Advisory Board’s function is limited to
activities within its historic district. This project lies outside of Barrio Historico’s
historic district.

e A Section 106 Process is only necessary if federal funds are being used in a project;
activity can occur prior to the consideration or application for federal funds.

e The developer has made modifications to the design setting back the front elevation so it
no longer hangs over the remaining front buildings.

e Questions regarding the Unified Development Code should be addressed with the
Planning and Development Services Department.

e Architects often have differing opinions

e The teleconference call with HUD on 10/15/14 was a technical assistance session which
is not a public meeting.

e The property is in the Armory Park Historic District but is not in a Historic Preservation
Zone (HPZ) and therefore HPZ rules do not apply.

e The City cannot answer to the developers’ choice of property.

e The July 2014 Memorandum of Agreement between the Arizona State Historic
Preservation Office and the developer is not applicable to the developers’ application for
the HOME Investment Partnership funding loan from the City.

e The City cannot answer to the opinions of the developer’s attorney.

e The City cannot answer to the opinions of the AZ SHPO.

e The City received requests from multiple individuals requesting to be “consulting
parties;” those individuals will be added to the email list for information and their
comments will be considered and responded to as part of the interested “public.”

ESUALHOUNG

310 N. Commerce Park Loop - P. O. Box 27210 Tucson, AZ 85726-7210
(520) 791-4171 FAX (520) 791-5407 TDD (520) 791-5481
http://www.tucsonaz.gov/hcd HCDAdmin@tucsonaz.gov
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e Asof 12/24/14 the following have been identified as “Consulting Parties:”

o The Arizona State Historic Preservation Office — as required by regulation

o The Tucson Historic Preservation Foundation — as the largest private organization
preserving and celebrating the distinctive and irreplaceable historic resources of
Tucson, Pima County and Southern Arizona.

o The Tucson Pima County Historical Commission, Plans Review Subcommittee —
as a representative of local government and participating organization in
Programmatic Agreement between the City of Tucson, the Arizona State Historic
Preservation Office, and the Advisory Council on Historic Preservation.

o The Armory Park Historic Zone Advisory Board-although the subject property is
not in the Armory Park Historic Preservation Zone it is in the Armory Park
Historic District.

o The Armory Park Neighborhood Association-as the neighborhood association in
which the subject property is located.

ESUALHOUNG

Administration 310 N. Commerce Park Loop P. O. Box 27210 Tucson, AZ 85726-7210
(520) 791-4171 FAX (520) 791-5407 TDD (520) 791-5481
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HOUSING & COMMUNITY DEVELOPMENT DEPARTMENT
ADMINISTRATION DIVISION

December 24, 2014

RE: Section 106 Process

Dear Friends;

Thank you for your correspondence requesting to be a consulting party in the Section 106 process
as it pertains to the Downtown Motor Hotel project.

Unfortunately, you have not been designated as a ‘consulting party’ in this process. However,
each of your comments, letters and correspondence will be reviewed and considered as part of
the Public Comment portion of this process. They will also be posted online for viewing. This
information and all other information regarding this process and project are available for viewing
at http://hed.tucsonaz.gov/hed/whats-new

Please note; there will be no mail communication regarding this process or project. If you wish to
receive email correspondence that could possibly go out to other interested parties pertaining to
the Section 106 process, please contact Ramona Williams at 520-837-6959 or
ramona.williams@tucsonaz.gov to be added to the list.

Sincerely,

JUR
Sally Stang, Director—

Housing & Community Development Departmen t

ETT
i

310 N. Commerce Park Loop - P. O. Box 27210 Tucson, AZ 85726-7210
(520)791-4171  FAX (520) 791-5407 TDD (520) 791-5481
http://www.tucsonaz.gov/hed HCDAdmin@tucsonaz.gov
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From: Ramona Williams

To: : Williams, Ramona
cC: Sally Stang; Williams, Teresa
Subject: Section 106 Process

Attachments: Williams, Ramona.vef

Friends,

Thank you for your correspondence regarding the Section 106 process as it pertains to the
Downtown Moter Hotel project.

Unfortunately, you have hot been designated as a consulting party.

However, each of your comments, letters and correspondence will be reviewed and considered as
part of the Public Comment portion of this process. They will also be posted online for viewing. This
information and all other information regarding this process and project are available for viewing at
http://hed.tucsonaz.gov/hed/whats-new

Thank you,

Ramona Williams

Executive Assistant to

Sally Stang, Director

City of Tueson

Housing & Community Dev. Dept.
310 N Commerce Park Loop
Tucson, AZ 85745
ramona.williams@tucsonaz.gov
phi(520)837-6959




madter 111

i1 20

date

Sally Stang, Director

City of Tucson Department Housing and Community Development
P.0O. Box 27210

Tucson, AZ 85726-7210

Re: Downtown Motor Hotel Demolition and Proposed Development Plan
Dear Ms. Stang,

I am writing regarding the proposed Downtown Motor Hotel project 10 Tucson, Arizona and 1ts
potential adverse effects on the surrounding historic properties and neighborhoods. As a property
owner in the surrounding Historic District, I am concerned about the undertaking's effects on historic
properties in my neighborhood and the personal economic impact that a 4 story, 44 unit property that
fails to reflect the historic context of its setting, surrounding properties, and our neighborhood’s unique
historic and cultural assets will have on my propetty.

I understand that a formal consultation has been initiated under Section 106 of the National Historic
Preservation Act (NHPA) for the Downtown Motor Hotel. This letter serves as my formal request to
actively participate in the review process, as a “consulting party” under Section 106 of the NHPA,
pursuant to 36 C.F.R. § 800.2{(c)(5).

Because of my knowledge and concern about historic properties potentially affected by the project, 1
believe I can provide important information and a valuable perspective as a consulting party under
Section 106. Please include me in your distribution list for public notices of any meetings, and for the
circalation of any documents for comment.

We look forward to patticipating as the review and consultation process moves forward for the
Downtown Motor Hotel.

Since!rd} FAN A 5
jﬁ”-{{)é% F%Q}E@ES

name  QWIRLY QLE 594 6 'W’} AVQ
Q N akima @\\R Tacayma WA 93403
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cc Advisoty Council on Historic Preservation
State Historic Preservation Office
City of Tucson, City Councilor Steve Kozachik
Office of Environment and Energy, Region 9 U.S. Departtment of Housing and Urban
Development, Zach Carter
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From: Mary Lou Heuett <mlheuett@gmail.com>

To: Ramona Williams <Ramona. Williams@tucsonaz.gov>
Date: 12/28/2014 1:13 PM

Subject: Re: Section 106 Process

Ms, Williams,

The form email was interesting but not unexpected as the 106 process you
are conducting is a closed sham process and the developer will change
nothing. They have already made that clear. They went into both

106 processes not giving a damn about the people around them. They only
care about the money they will make in the long run when the big box is
turned over in 10-20 years for market rate housing. Your current 106 has
has about as much integrity as the first 106 process conducted by the City
of Tucson for this project. In other words there is none. This is another
process conducted by the City of Tucson as a check the box the decisions
were already made. This 106 process and the last was and is window
dressing for the developer. Saving a tiny portion of the building, the sign
for the Downtowner , a little architectural model and few architectural
drawings by by U of A students is not adequate mitigation for the total

loss of this histeric building to a big box intrusion that affects the

entire area around it. This building sets the stage for more big box

projects in both Armory Park and Barrio Historico. You have not and will
not consider the indirect impacts to the properties around you. Because the
City and the developer do not give a damn. The archteictural study the
developer recently has conducted by a high priced architect is a sham. This
architect is expensive and has little or no expereince in low cost

housing. So please don't parade this study as definitative it is just a
another study that is not independent and continues to give the developer
what he wants. It might be nice if the people who are suposed to be
consulted and are part of the 106 process such as it is are invited to

the meetings and informed as to where and when they are at.

Mary Lou Heuett
419 /417 So. Stone

On Wed, Dec 24, 2014 at 2:34 PM, Ramona Williams <
Ramona. Williams@tucsonaz.gov> wrote:

> Friends,

> Thank you for your correspondence regarding the Section 106 process as it
> pertains to the Downtown Motor Hotel project.

>

> Unfortunately, you have not been designated as a consuiting party.

> However, each of your comments, letters and correspondence will be

> reviewed and considered as part of the Public Comment portion of this

> process. They will also be posted online for viewing. This information and
> all other information regarding this process and project are available for
> viewing at http://hed.tucsonaz.govihed/whats-new

> Thank you,

-

> Ramona Williams

> Executive Assistant to

> Sally Stang, Director

> City of Tucsen

> Housing & Community Dev. Dept.
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HCDAdmin - Letter of support, downtown motor lodge project

C

From: Randy Peterson <randy@kxci.org>

To: "HCDAdmin@tucsonaz.gov" <hcdadmin@tucsonaz.gov>
Date: 01/02/2015 10:08 AM

Subject: Letter of support, downtown motor lodge project

Attachments: Letter of Support on Downtown Motor Lodge Project.doc

HCD department staff,

Please see my attached letter in support of Compass Affordable Housing's project to bring low-
income housing to the old motor lodge area on South Stone. Thank you for the opportunity to share
my thoughts in support of this worthy project. Happy New Year,

Randy Peterson

KXCI General Manager
Become a member at KXCl.org

file://C:\Users\Rwillia2\AppData\Local\Temp\XPgrpwise\54 AG6E0SCHDOM2CSPO210... 01/05/2015



1/2/15

To: Housing and Community Development Department,
City of Tucson

From: Randy Peterson,
General Manager, KXCI-FM Community Radio
10+ downtown resident

Re: Downtown Motor Lodge project

To Whom It May Concern,

I am writing a quick note today to demonstrate my support for the 44-unit affordable
housing project slated for 383 South Stone Avenue, which | believe will provide both
desperately needed affordable housing and a stimulus to the redevelopment of the
neighborhood, removing a blighted eyesore in the process.

The project, for military veterans and low-income persons, has been designed to
provide access to public transportation and amenities that support a residential,
neighborhood-based lifestyle, being conveniently located to shopping, schools, health
care and other public and private services (as well as a number of downtown-based
non-profit organizations).

As | understand it, the project offers tenants a library and computer room, private
outdoor areas, secured parking and bicycle storage. All of this is important to low
income persons that work downtown.

With respect to the historic district, the construction would remove rundown blighted
structures that diminish the quality and character of the neighborhood, while still
preserving the two front buildings along South Stone, as well as the vintage street sign.
Compass Affordable Housing has pro-actively worked with the neighborhood to truly

make this project a win-win-win for all, and | view the project as a positive addition to the
neighborhood.

| strongly support this project and encourage the full support of the City of Tucson as
the responsible entity awarding federal funds.

If you have any questions or need any additional information, please feel free to contact
me at randysthename@hotmail.com.

Randy Peterson
PO BOX 1211
Tucson AZ 85702



From: Richard Brittain <rgbrittain@msn.com>

To: <HCDAdmin@tucsonaz.gov>
Date: 01/02/2015 10:18 AM
Subject: Dowhtown Motor Hotel

| object to the destruction of the Joestler Historic Motor Hotel and the redevelopment as proposed.

Richard G. Brittain

581 South Meyer Avenue
Tucson 85701

884-8226



From: Hannah Glasston <hannah@ethertongallery.com>

To: <HCDAdmin@tucsonaz.gov>
Date: 01/02/2015 9:35 PM
Subject: Downtown Motor Hotel

To Those Concerned,

I have spoken at two meetings regarding my opposition to the current plan for the historic
Joesler-designed Downtown

Motor Hotel property, but wanted to note that in an email to you if you are collecting comments from here
only.

Thank you for holding open public process meetings; | wish [ had been informed earlier so that | could
have had

early input. As you know, our inner city neighborhoods are under siege. Those of us who have lived and
worked in

historic neighborhoods for many years value our relationship with our neighbors and friends and are
invested in

historic preservation so that we may have the quality of life we enjoy.

I'am the person who edited the well-received, Tucson Preservation Foundation award-winning, Historic
Neighborhoads Map. |

enjoyed the enthusiasm of those involved, from the city to the Drachman Institute to University Medical
Center and

all of the neighborhoods and now citizens and businesses who have enjoyed it and been influenced by it.
[ have long been

interested in and supportive of our cherished historic neighborhoods and buildings.

What | am not interested in is the old "us versus them" attitude that was prevalent here among developers
for many

years as a way to split interests. 1 am a supporter of low-income housing, recognize the dire need for it in
this city

as well as across this country and will always support the right project done in the right way.
Unfortunately, | do not

believe this is the right project for this neighborhood and | don't think the plans are well thought out. | look
forward to

better options: more creativity, lower profile building and something that fits in spatially and aesthetically
with a neighborhood

that has worked long and hard to accommodate people of all needs.

Thank you and | also look forward to increased awareness by the city of its people who live in the
neighborhoods affected by the

various zonings, buildings, and decisions which will be coming in the next many years. Tucson is my
long-time home--| live in a

historic district and own property in three other historic districts. My life and work is here and | intend to
continue to try and

protect the city, the values, and the future of the city | call home. | hope you will do the same.

Many thanks,

Hannah Glasston
hannahglasston@cox.net



January 1, 2015

Sally Stang, Director

City of Tucson Department of Housing and Community Development
PO Box 27210

Tucson, Arizona 85726-7210

RE: Proposed Development Plan for Downtown Motor Hotel Site
Dear Ms. Stang,

| am not a fan of the Downtown Motor Inn because of its current state and clientele. It is a wart and
removal would not be a bad thing.

| am appalled at the prospect of a 44 unit, 4 story development on that site. It would tower above
adjacent property and have a negative impact on the surrounding neighborhood. It is an incongruous
intrusion and inconsistent with the adjacent streetscape. These types of intrusions destroy the fabric of
a neighborhood. | know about this type of intrusion. | live across the street from a disastrous site built in
the 1950’s or 60’s...the Bel Air Apartments. This atrocity towers above adjacent buildings and was
converted to section 8 housing. It has a rolling stream of tenants with no commitment to the
neighborhood. But | digress.

The issue is intrusive non conforming structures with elevated density that alter the neighborhood
visually and materially.

| have lived in and maintained historic buildings for over 40 years. | give lectures to my Environmental
Health classes (UA CPH 375 and 575) on buildings, development, transportation and air pollution and
their relationship to human health. | am a member of the International Indoor Air Quality Academy and
have knowledge of LEED, and Smart Growth principles. As proposed, this building is a mistake. It
destroys the “sense of place” important to urban revival for Tucson’s future and fails at integrating with
existing structures.

In my concern for retaining some aspect of Tucson as a healthy, livable place with a substantial history, |
am willing to participate in meetings in a consulting capacity as offered under 36 CFR 800.2 (c)(5).

Let’s not destroy what we all love.

Mary Kay O’Rourke
420 East 18" St. Tucson 85701

MKOR@email.arizona.edu

(CC) Advisory Council on Historic Preservation

State Historic Preservation Office

City of Tucson, City Councilor Steve Kozachik

Office of Environmental Energy, Region 9 US Dept. Housing and Urban Development (Zach Carter)
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December 30, 2014

Dear Ms. Stang,

Regarding the historic Downtown Motor Hotel, we have now collected over 100 letters
from the‘residents of Barrio Historico Historic District and Armory Park Historic District
asking to be included in the Section 106 process. Please add these to those we have

sent previously.

Many residents [none] have yet to be informed of this development by mail and we are
astonished by your email that disempowered all of those citizens - who sent formal 106
letters - from inclusion in the mitigation process. The City of Tucson has only identified
four consulting parties for their biased and closed 106 review - there are no
representatives from the property owners or individuals within sight of and directly
impacted by this monster building. From what the developer presented at the two sham
public 106 meetings, there has been almost no Adverse Effect mitigation whatsoever.
The building is still 4 stories, there is no green space, the living areas have NO windows
and the parking is totally inadequate. The building, as designed, will destroy a historic,
nationally registered building and will harm and highly damage the fabric and nature of

these two important, historic neighborhoods.

That you have not invited a single person from Barrio Historico [directly across from the

site] to the mitigation table is beyond fathomable.



We feel we have done more than the city, siate, neighborhood associations and
developer combined [0 help make people awars of this hideous building that would
severely impact the historic fabric of our neighborhoods. Therefore, we ask, once again,
1o be included as Section 108 participants so that we can represent the hundreds of
people in Barrio Historico and Aﬁmry Fark who oppose and will be forever impacted by

this project.

Thank You,

Gary Patch
Darren Clark

Concerned Citizens of Barrio Historico and Armory Park

National Register of Historic Places Districts / Tucson, Arizona

ce  Adwvisory Conneil on Historie Preservation
state Historie % servation Ciffice
{ g%%’ of Tuczon, City Councilor Steve Kozadl
{ m’“ﬁ ice of B 1.?{*.%..%.;53.53;5‘& and Hnergy, Region o U5, Department of Housing and
Urban Development, Zach Carter




Sally Stang, Director

City of Tucson Department Housing and Community Development
P.O. Bex 27210

Tucson, AZ 85726-7210

Re: Downtown Motor Hotel Demolition and Proposed Development Plan
Dear Ms. Stang,

I am wiiting regarding the proposed Downtown Motor Hotel project in Tucson, Arizona and its
potential adverse effects on the surrounding historic properties and neighborhoods. As a property
owner in the surrounding Historic District, I am concerned about the undertaking's effects on histotic
properties in my neighborhood and the personal economic impact that a 4 story, 44 unit property that
fails to reflect the historic context of its setting, surrounding properties, and our neighborhood’s unique
histotic and cultutal assets will have on my property.

[ understand that a formal consultation has been initated under Section 106 of the National Histotic
Preservation Act (NHPA) for the Downtown Motor Hotel. This letter serves as my formal request to
actively participate in the review process, as a “consulting party” under Section 106 of the NHPA,
putsuant to 36 C.F.R. § 800.2(c)(5).

Because of my knowledge and concern about historic properties potentially affected by the project, I
believe I can provide important information and a valuable perspective as a consulting party under
Section 106. Please include me in your distribution list for public notices of any meetings, and for the

circulation of any documents for comment.

We look forward to participating as the review and consultation process moves forward for the
Downtown Motot Hotel.

Sincerely,

: '
ﬁ o ten u e

name

. -~ . é ﬁ{s' =:;':'::
address
¥ ‘,#" o : TN b oa A n{—’
g‘,_‘w\\({- ‘6‘ ‘Z’_vf_,. ‘ ﬁ (‘(k»_ﬂf) g.‘.‘ (:3 }{A‘ ﬁé.;}.w"
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email
cc Advisory Council on Histotic Preservation

State Historic Preservation Office

City of Tucson, City Councilot Steve Kozachik

Office of Environment and Energy, Region 9 U.S. Department of Housing and Utban
Development, Zach Carter
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date

Sally Stang, Director

City of Tucson Department Housing and Community Development
P.O. Box 27210

Tucson, AZ 85726-7210

Re: Downtown Motor Hotel Demolition and Proposed Development Plan
Dear Ms. Stang,

I am writing regarding the proposed Downtown Motor Hotel project in Tucson, Arizona and its
potential adverse effects on the surrounding historic properties and neighborhoods. As a property
owner in the surrounding Historic District, I am concerned about the undertaking's effects on historic
properties m my neighborhood and the personal economic itnpact that a 4 story, 44 unit property that
fails to reflect the histotic context of its setting, surrounding properties, and our neighbothood’s unique
historic and cultural assets will have on my property.

T understand that a formal consultation has been initiated under Section 106 of the National Historic
Preservation Act (NHPA) for the Downtown Motor Hotel. This letter setves as tmy formal request to
actrvely participate in the review process, as a “consulting party” under Section 106 of the NHPA,
pursuant to 36 C.F.R. § 800.2(c)(5).

Because of my knowledge and concern about historic properties potentially affected by the project,
believe I can provide important information and a valuable petspective as a consulting party under
Section 106. Please include me in yout distribution list for public notices of any meetings, and for the
circulation of any documents for comment.

We look forward to participating as the review and consultation process moves forward for the
Downtown Motor Hotel.

Sincerely,

%ﬂ)@m/

rname /

cc Advisory Council on Historic Preservation
State Historic Preservation Office
City of Tucson, City Councilor Steve Kozachik
Oftice of Environment and Energy, Region 9 U.S. Department of Housing and Urban
Development, Zach Carter
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Sally Stang, Director

City of Tucson Department Housing and Community Development
P.O. Box 27210

Tucson, AZ 85726-7210

Re: Downtown Motor Hotel Demolition and Proposed Development Plan
Dear Ms. Stang,

I am writing regarding the proposed Downtown Motor Hotel project in Tucson, Arizona and its
potential adverse effects on the surrounding historic properties and neighbothoods. As a property
owner in the surrounding Historic District, I am concerned about the undertaking's effects on historic
properties in my neighborhood and the personal economic impact that a 4 story, 44 unit property that
fails to reflect the historic context of its setting, surrounding propetties, and out neighborhood’s unique
historic and cultural assets will have on my property.

T understand that a formal consultation has been initiated under Section 106 of the National Historic
Preservation Act (NHPA) for the Downtown Motor Hotel. This letter setves as my formal request to
actively participate in the review process, as a “consulting party” under Section 106 of the NHPA,
pursuant to 36 C.F.R. § 800.2(c)(5).

Because of my knowledge and concern about histotic properties potentially affected by the project, I
believe I can provide important information and a valuable perspective as a consulting party under
Section 106. Please include me in your distribution list for public notices of any meetings, and for the

circulation of any documents for comment.

We look forward to participating as the review and consultation process moves forward for the
Downtown Motor Hotel.

Sincerely,

sevv B walvel s

name
270 g. \Yn <T
address
email
cc Advisoty Council on Historic Preservation

State Histotic Preservation Office

City of Tucson, City Councilor Steve Kozachik

Office of Environment and Enetgy, Region 9 U.S. Department of Housing and Urban
Development, Zach Carter
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Sally Stang, Director

City of Tucson Department Housing and Community Development
P.O. Box 27210

Tucson, AZ, 85726-7210

Re: Downtown Motor Hotel Demolition and Proposed Development Plan
Dear Ms. Stang,

I am writing regarding the proposed Downtown Motor Hotel project in Tucson, Atizona and its
potential adverse effects on the surrounding historic properties and neighborhoods. As a property
ownet in the sutrounding Historic District, I am concerned ahout the undertaking's effects on historic
properties in my neighborhood and the personal economic impact that a 4 story, 44 unit property that
fails to reflect the historic context of its setting, surrounding properties, and our neighborhood’s unique
histotic and cultural assets will have on my property.

I understand that a formal consultation has been initiated under Section 106 of the National Historic
Preservation Act (NHPA) for the Downtown Motor Hotel. This letter serves as my formal request to
actively patticipate in the review process, as a “consulting party” under Section 106 of the NHPA,
pursuant to 36 C.IF.R. § 800.2(c)(5).

Because of my knowledge and concern about historic properties potentially affected by the project, I
believe I can provide important information and a valuable perspective as a consulting party under
Section 106. Please include me in your distribution list for public notices of any meetings, and for the
circulation of any documents for comment.

We look forward to participating as the review and consultation process moves forward for the
Downtown Motor Hotel.

Sincerely,

(\ i "/) s \
| .-?.,—M,«é;/f “F

name

VY S Steve Ale
address

oy ﬁﬁf-’@r@?ﬁ( OL . Com

enfail

cc Advisory Council on Historic Preservation
State Historic Preservation Office
City of Tucson, City Councilor Steve Kozachik
Office of Envitonment and Energy, Region 9 U.S. Department of Housing and Urban
Development, Zach Carter
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Sally Stang, Director

City of Tucson Department Housing and Community Development
P.O. Box 27210

Tucson, AZ 85726-7210

Re: Downtown Motor Hotel Demolition and Proposed Development Plan
Dear Ms. Stang,

I am writing regarding the proposed Downtown Motor Hotel project in Tucson, Arizona and its
potential adverse effects on the surrounding historic properties and neighborhoods. As a property
ownet in the surrounding Historic District, T am concerned about the undertaking's effects on historic
properties in my neighborhood and the personal economic impact that a 4 story, 44 unit property that
fails to reflect the historic context of its setting, surrounding propetties, and our neighborhood’s unique
histotic and cultural assets will have on my property.

T understand that a formal consultation has been initiated under Section 136 of the National Historic
Presetrvation Act (NHPA) for the Downtown Motor Hotel. This letter serves as my formal request to
actively patticipate n the review process, as a “consulting party” under Section 106 of the NHPA,
pursuant to 36 C.I'R. § 800.2(c)(5).

Because of my knowledge and concern about historic properties potentially affected by the project, 1
believe 1 can provide important information and a valuable perspective as a consulting party under
Section 106. Please include me in your distribution list for public notices of any meetings, and for the
citculation of any documents for comment.

We look forward to participating as the review and consultation process moves forward for the
Downtown Motor Hotel.

Sincerely,

e,

H P
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name
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address C .
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email’
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cc Advisory Council on Historic Preservation
State Historic Preservation Office
City of Tucson, City Councilor Steve Kozachik
Office of Environment and BEnergy, Region 9 U.S. Department of Housing and Urban
Development, Zach Carter



Oep 19, %1%

date

Sally Stang, Director

City of Tucson Department Housing and Community Development
P.O). Box 27210

Tucson, AZ 85726-7210

Re: Downtown Motor Hotel Demolition and Proposed Development Plan
Dear Ms. Stang,

I am writing regarding the proposed Downtown Motor Hotel project in Tucson, Arizona and its
potential adverse effects on the surrounding historic properties and neighbothoods. As a property
owner in the surrounding Historic District, I am concerned about the undertaking's effects on historic
properties in my neighborhood and the personal economic impact that a 4 story, 44 unit property that
fails to reflect the historic context of its setting, surrounding properties, and our neighborhood’s unique
historic and cultural assets will have on my property.

I understand that a formal consultation has been initiated under Section 106 of the National Historic
Preservation Act (NHPA) for the Downtown Motor Hotel. This letter serves as my formal request to
actively participate 1n the review process, as a “consulting party” under Section 106 of the NHPA,
pursuant to 36 C.F.R. § 800.2{c)(5).

Because of my knowledge and concern about historic properties potentially affected by the project, I
believe I can provide important information and a valuable perspective as a consulting party under
Section 106. Please include me in your distribution list for public notices of any meetings, and for the
circulation of any documents for comment.

We look forward to participating as the review and consultation process moves forward for the
Downtown Motor Hotel.

s} ) ij
hj}" v

Jeray -

w POLORES CANwON

name ﬁ ‘ 6‘ : i
@17 Couth 47 pve Tueser A L8570

address

email

cc Advisory Council on Historic Preservation

State Historic Preservation Office

City of Tucson, City Councilor Steve Kozachik

Office of Environment and Energy, Region 9 U.S. Department of Flousing and Urban
Development, Zach Carter
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Sally Stang, Director

City of Tucson Department Housing and Community Development
P.0O. Box 27210

Tucson, AZ 85726-7210

Re: Downtown Motor Hotel Demolition and Proposed Development Plan
Dear Ms. Stang,

I am writing regarding the proposed Downtown Motor Hotel project in Tucson, Atrizona and its
potential adverse effects on the surrounding historic properties and neighborhoods. As a property
owner in the surrounding Historic District, I am concerned about the undertaking's effects on historic
properties in my neighbothood and the personal economic impact that a 4 story, 44 unit property that
fails to reflect the historic context of its setting, surrounding properties, and our neighborhood’s unique
historic and cultural assets will have on my property.

T understand that a formal consultation has been initiated under Section 106 of the National Historic
Presetvation Act (NHPA) for the Downtown Motor Hotel. This letter serves as my formal tequest to
actively participate in the review process, as a “consulting party” under Section 106 of the NHPA,
pursuant to 36 C.F.R. § 800.2(c)(5).

Because of my knowledge and concern about historic properties potentially affected by the project, 1
believe T can provide important information and a valuable perspective as a consulting party under
Section 106. Please include me in your distribution list for public notices of any meetings, and for the
circulation of any documents for comment.

We look forwasd to patticipating as the teview and consultation process moves forward for the
Downtown Motor Hotel. ‘ ) 7 A ~

The pvEposed) SpHreelve hra Ho HIFe o
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ce Advisory Counci on Historic Preservation
State Historlc Preservation Office
City of Tucson, City Councilor Steve Kozachik
Office of Environment and Energy, Region 9 U.S. Department of Housing and Urban
Development, Zach Carter
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Sally Stang, Director

City of Tucson Department Housing and Community Development
P.O. Box 27210

Tucson, A7, 85726-7210

Re: Downtown Motor Hotel Demolition and Proposed Development Plan
Dear Ms. Stang,

I am writing regarding the proposed Downtown Motor Hotel project in Tucson, Arizona and its
potenttal adverse effects on the surrounding historic properties and neighborhoods. As a property
owner in the surrounding Historic District, I am concerned about the undertaking's etfects on historic
properties in my neighborhood and the personal economic impact that a 4 story, 44 unit propetty that
fails to reflect the historic context of its setting, surrounding properties, and our neighborhood’s unique
historic and cultural assets will have on my property.

I understand that a formal consultation has been initiated under Section 106 of the National Historic
Preservation Act (NHPA) for the Downtown Motor Hotel. This letter serves as my formal request to
actively participate in the review process, as a “consulting party” under Section 106 of the NHPA,
putsuant to 36 C.F.R. § 800.2(c)(5).

Because of my knowledge and concern about historic properties potentially affected by the project, 1
believe I can provide important information and a valuable perspective as a consulting party under
Section 106. Please include me in your distribution list for public notices of any meetings, and for the
circulation of any documents for comment.

We look forward to participating as the review and consultation process moves forward for the
Downtown Motor Hotel.

Sincerely,
C/fzf-/-\r (& B/ {—f/
92 W Sy ew St
address
TC? (2] @ é;m/gr,g O
email
cc Advisory Council on Historic Preservation

State Histotic Preservation Office

City of Tucson, City Councilor Steve Kozachik

Office of Environment and Energy, Region 9 U.S. Department of Housing and Utban.
Development, Zach Carter
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Sally Stang, Director

City of Tucson Department Housing and Community Development
P.O. Box 27210

Tucson, AZ 85726-7210

Re: Downtown Motor Hotel Demolition and Proposed Development Plan
Dear Ms. Stang,

I am writing regarding the proposed Downtown Motor Hotel project in Tucson, Artzona and its
potential adverse effects on the surrounding historic properties and neighborhoods. As a property
owner in the surrounding Historic District, I am concerned about the undertaking's effects on historic
properties in my neighborhood and the personal economic impact that a 4 story, 44 unit property that
fails to reflect the historic context of its setting, surrounding properties, and out neighborhood’s unique
historic and cultural assets will have on my propetty.

I understand that a formal consultation has been initiated under Section 106 of the National Histotic
Preservation Act (NHPA) for the Downtown Motor Hotel. This letter serves as my formal request to
actively participate in the review process, as a “consulting party” under Section 106 of the NHPA,
pursuant to 36 C.F.R. § 800.2(c)(5).

Because of my knowledge and concern about historic properties potentially affected by the project, I
believe I can provide important information and a valuable perspective as a consulting party under
Section 106. Please include me in your distribution list for public notices of any meetings, and for the
circulation of any documents for comment.

We look forward to participating as the review and consultation process moves forward for the
Downtown Motor Hotel.

Sincerely,

TSRAL. NAyaeerTe

name
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email

cc Advisoty Council on Histotic Preservation
State Historic Preservation Office
City of Tucson, City Councilor Steve Kozachik
Office of Environment and Energy, Region 9 U.S. Department of Housing and Urban
Development, Zach Carter
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Sally Stang, Director

City of Tucson Department Housing and Community Development
P.O. Box 27210

Tucson, AZ 85726-7210

Re: Downtown Motor Hotel Demolition and Proposed Development Plan
Dear Ms. Stang,

I am writing regarding the proposed Downtown Motor Hotel project in Tucson, Arizona and its
potential adverse effects on the surrounding historic properties and neighborhoods. As a property
owner in the surrounding Historic District, I am concerned about the undertaking's effects on historic
properties in my neighborhood and the personal economic impact that a 4 story, 44 unit property that
fails to reflect the historic context of its setting, surrounding properties, and our neighborhood’s unique
historic and cultural assets will have on my property.

I undetstand that a formal consultation has been initated undet Section 106 of the National Historic
Preservation Act (INHPA) for the Downtown Motot Hotel. This letter serves as my formal request to
actively participate in the teview process, as a “consulting party” wnder Section 106 of the NHPA,
pursuant to 36 C.F.R. § 800.2(c)(5).

Because of my knowledge and concern about historic properties potentially affected by the project, |
believe I can provide important information and a valuable perspective as a consulting party under
Section 106. Please include me in your distribution list for public notices of any meetings, and for the
circulation of any docurnents for comiment.

We look forward to participating as the review and consultation process moves forward for the
Downtown Motor Hotel.

Sincerely,
m A r \/ 7)9—;\ _g ra 2. /
nm% [ V‘/ﬂsf* S;m/ﬂjon Tleson 2 3’5701
address
pa b @ @& brovle.com
email
cc  Advisory Council on Historic Preservation

State Historic Preservation Office

City of Tucson, City Councilor Steve Kozachik

Office of Environment and Energy, Region 9 U.S. Department of Housing and Urban
Development, Zach Carter
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Sally Stang, Director

City of Tucson Department Housing and Community Development
P.O. Box 27210

Tuecson, AZ 85726-7210

Re: Downtown Motor Hotel Demolition and Proposed Development Plan
Dear Ms. Stang,

I am writing regarding the proposed Downtown Motor Hotel project in Tucson, Arizona and its
potential adverse effects on the surrounding historic properties and neighborhoods. As a property
owner in the surrounding Historic District, I am concerned about the undertaking's effects on histotic
properties in my neighborhood and the personal economic impact that a 4 story, 44 unit property that
fails to reflect the historic context of its setting, surrounding properties, and our neighborhood’s unique
historic and cultural assets will have on my property.

I understand that a formal consultation has been initiated under Section 106 of the National Historic
Preservation Act (NHPA) for the Downtown Motor Hotel. This letter serves as my formal request to
actively participate in the review process, as a “consulting party” under Section 106 of the NHPA,
pursuant to 36 C.FR. § 800.2(c)(5).

Because of my knowledge and concern about historic properties potentially affected by the project, 1
believe I can provide important information and a valuable perspective as a consulting party under
Section 106. Please include me in your distribution list for public notices of any meetings, and for the
circulation of any documents for comment.

We look forward to participating as the review and consultation process moves forward for the
Downtown Motor Hotel.
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email

cc Advisoty Council on Histotic Preservation
State Historic Preservaton Office
City of Tucson, City Councilor Steve Kozachik
Office of Environment and Energy, Reglon 9 U.S. Department of Housing and Urban
Development, Zach Carter
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Sally Stang, Director

City of Tucson Department Housing and Community Development
P.O. Box 27210

Tucson, AZ 85726-7210

Re: Downtown Motor Hotel Demolition and Proposed Development Plan
Dear Ms. Stang,

I am writing regarding the proposed Downtown Motor Hotel project in Tucson, Arizona and its
potential adverse effects on the surrounding historic properties and neighborhoods. As a property
owner in the surrounding Historic District, I am concerned about the undertaking's effects on historic
properties in my neighborhood and the personal economic impact that a 4 stoty, 44 unit property that
fails to reflect the historic context of its setting, surrounding properties, and our neighborhood’s unique
historic and cultural assets will have on my property.

T undetstand that a formal consultation has been initiated under Section 106 of the National Historic
Preservation Act (NHPA) for the Downtown Motot Hotel. This letter serves as my formal request to
actively participate in the review process, as a “consulting party” under Section 106 of the NHPA,
putsuant to 36 C.F.R. § 800.2(c)(5).

Because of my knowledge and concern about historic properties potentially affected by the project, I
believe I can provide important information and a valuable perspective as a consulting party under
Section 106. Please include me in your distribution list for public notices of any meetings, and for the
“circulation of any documents for comment.

We look forward to participating as the review and consultation process moves forward for the
Downtown Motor Hotel.

Sincerely,
&M@
Coapbton 3 Lo ¢[/TeL
name
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State Historic Preservation Office

City of Tucson, City Councilor Steve Kozachik

Office of Environment and Energy, Region 9 U.S. Department of Housing and Urban
Development, Zach Carter
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Sally Stang, Director

City of Tucson Department Housing and Community Development
P.O. Box 27210

Tucson, A7, 85726-7210

Re: Downtown Motor Hotel Demolition and Proposed Development Plan
Dear Ms. Stang,

I am writing regarding the proposed Downtown Motor Hotel project in Tucson, Arizona and its
potential adverse effects on the surrounding historic properties and neighborhoods. As a property
owner in the surrounding Historic District, I am concerned about the undertaking's effects on historic
properties in my neighborhood and the personal economic impact that a 4 story, 44 unit property that
fails to reflect the historic context of its setting, surrounding properties, and our neighborhood’s unique
historic and cultural assets will have on my property.

I understand that a formal consultation has been initiated under Section 106 of the National Historic
Preservation Act (NHPA) for the Downtown Motor Hotel. This letter serves as my formal request to
actively participate in the review process, as a “consulting party” under Section 106 of the NHPA,
pursuant to 36 C.F.R. § 800.2(c)(5).

Because of my knowledge and concern about historic properties potentially affected by the project, 1
believe I can provide important information and a valuable perspective as a consulting party under
Section 106. Please include me in your distribution list for public notices of any meetings, and for the
circulation of any documents for comment.

We look forward to participating as the review and consultation process moves forward for the
Downtown Motor Hotel.

Sincerely,

fob Msllon NANVCY WARSHAWS K
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cc Advisory Council on Historic Preservation

State Historic Preservation Office

City of Tucson, City Councilor Steve Kozachik

Office of Environment and Energy, Region 9 U.S. Department of Housing and Urban
Development, Zach Carter
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Sally Stang, Director

City of Tucson Department Housing and Community Development
P.O. Box 27210

Tucson, A7 85726-7210

Re: Downtown Motor Hotel Demolition and Proposed Development Plan
Dear Ms. Stang,

T am writing regarding the proposed Downtown Motor Hotel project in Tucson, Arizona and its
potential adverse effects on the surrounding historic properties and neighborhoods. As a property
owner in the surrounding Historic District, I am concerned about the undettaking's effects on historic
properties in my neighborhood and the personal economic impact that a 4 story, 44 unit property that
fails to reflect the historic context of its setting, surrounding properties, and our neighborhood’s unique
historic and cultural assets will have on my property.

I understand that a formal consultation has been initiated under Section 106 of the National Historic
Preservation Act (NHPA) for the Downtown Motor Hotel. This letter serves as my formal request to
actively participate in the review process, as a “consulting party” under Section 106 of the NHPA,
pursuant to 36 C.F.R. § 800.2(c)(5).

Because of my knowledge and concern about historic properties potentially affected by the project, 1
believe I can provide impottant information and a valuable perspective as a consulting party under
Section 106. Please include me in your distribution list for public notices of any meetings, and fot the
circulation of any documents for comment.

We look forward to patticipating as the review and consultation process moves forward for the
Downtown Motor Hotel.
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Sally Stang, Director

City of Tucson Department Housing and Community Development
P.O. Box 27210

Tucson, A7, 85726-7210

Re: Downtown Motor Hotel Demolition and Proposed Development Plan
Dear Ms. Stang,

I am wiiting regatding the proposed Downtown Motor Hotel project in Tucson, Arizona and its
potential adverse effects on the surrounding historic properties and neighborhoods. As a property
owner in the surrounding Histotic District, I am concerned about the undertaking's effects on historic
properties in my neighborhood and the personal economic impact that a 4 story, 44 unit property that
fails to reflect the historic context of its setting, surrounding properties, and our neighborhood’s unique
histotic and cultural assets will have on my property.

T understand that a formal consultation has been initiated under Section 106 of the National Historic
Preservation Act (NHPA) for the Downtown Motor Hotel. This letter serves as my formal request to
actively participate in the review process, as a “consulting party” under Section 106 of the NHPA,
pursuant to 36 C.F.R. § 800.2(c)(5).

Because of my knowledge and concern about historic properties potentially affected by the project, I
believe I can provide important information and a valuable perspective as a consulting party under
Section 106. Please include me in your distribution list for public notices of any meetings, and for the
circulation of any documents for comment.

We look forward to patticipating as the review and consultation process moves forward for the
Downtown Motor Hotel.

Sincerely, ‘
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Sally Stang, Director

City of Tucson Department Housing and Community Development
P.O. Box 27210

Tucson, AZ 85726-7210

Re: Downtown Motor Hotel Demolition and Proposed Development Plan
Deat Ms. Stang,

I am writing regarding the proposed Downtown Motor Hotel project in Tucson, Arizona and its
potential adverse effects on the surrounding historic properties and neighborhoods. As a property
owner in the surrounding Historic District, I am concerned about the undertaking’s effects on histotic
properties in my neighborhood and the personal economic mmpact that a 4 story, 44 unit property that
fails to reflect the histotic context of its setting, surrounding properties, and our neighborhood’s unique
histotic and cultural assets will have on my property.

I understand that a formal consultation has been mitiated under Section 106 of the National Historic
Preservation Act (INHPA) for the Downtown Motor Hotel. This letter serves as my formal request to
actively participate in the review process, as a “consulting party” under Section 106 of the NHPA,
pursuant to 36 C.F.R. § 800.2(c)(5).

Because of my knowledge and concetn about historic properties potentially affected by the project, I
believe I can provide important information and a valuable perspective as a consulting party under
Section 106. Please include me in your distribution list for public notices of any meetings, and fot the
circulation of any documents for comment.

We look forward to participating as the teview and consultation process moves forward for the
Downtown Motor Hotel.

Sincerely,
. 7 !/’ ,} )
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Sally Stang, Director

City of Tucson Department Housing and Community Development
P.O. Box 27210

Tucson, AZ 85726-7210

Re: Downtown Motor Hotel Demolition and Proposed Development Plan
Dear Ms. Stang,

I am writing regarding the proposed Downtown Motor Hotel project in Tucson, Arizona and its
potential adverse effects on the surrounding historic properties and neighborhoods. As 2 property
owner in the surrounding Historic District, I am concerned about the undertaking's effects on historic
properties in my neighborhood and the personal economic impact that a 4 story, 44 unit property that
fails to reflect the historic context of its setting, surrounding properties, and our neighborhood’s unique
historic and cultural assets will have on my propetty.

I understand that a formal consultation has been initiated under Section 106 of the National Historic
Preservaton Act (NHPA) for the Downtown Motor Hotel. This letter serves as my formal request to
actvely participate in the review process, as a “consulting party” under Section 106 of the NHPA,
pursuant to 36 C.F.R. § 800.2(c}(5).

Because of my knowledge and concern about historic properties potentially affected by the project, |
believe 1 can provide important information and a valuable perspective as a consulting party under
Section 106. Please include me in your distribution list for public notices of any meetings, and for the
citculation of any documents for comment.

We look forward to participating as the review and consultation process moves forward for the
Downtown Motor Hotel.

Sincerely,
: ‘ T ROBLES & GLONA GeEE
423 SeuTH STEAV.
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MOTIES € COMCAST, NET
email
cc Advisotry Council on Histotic Preservation.

State Historic Preservation Office

City of Tucson, City Councilor Steve Kozachik

Office of Environment and Energy, Region 9 U.S. Department of Housing and Urban
Development, Zach Carter
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Sally Stang, Director

City of Tucson Department Housing and Community Development
P.O. Box 27210

Tucson, AZ 85726-7210

Re: Downtown Motor Hotel Demolition and Proposed Development Plan
Dear Ms. Stang,

I am writing regarding the proposed Downtown Motor Hotel project in Tucson, Atizona and its
potential adverse effects on the sutrounding historic properties and neighbothoods. As a property
owner in the surrounding Historic District, | am concetned about the undertaking's effects on historic
properties in my neighborhood and the personal economic impact that a 4 story, 44 unit property that
fails to reflect the historic context of its setting, surrounding properties, and our neighborhood’s unique
historic and cultural assets will have on my property.

I understand that a formal consultation has been mitiated under Section 106 of the National Historic
Preservation Act (NHPA) for the Downtown Motor Hotel. This letter serves as my formal request to

actively participate in the review process, as a “consulting party” under Section 106 of the NHPA,
pursuant to 36 C.F.R. § 800.2(c)(5).

Because of my knowledge and concern about historic properties potentially affected by the project, 1
believe I can provide important information and a valuable perspective as a consulting party undet
Section 106. Please include me in your distribution list for public notices of any meetings, and for the
circulation of any documents for comment.

We look forward to participating as the review and consultation process moves forward for the
Downtown Motor Hotel.

Sincerely,

Tonsdle Praudhy
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Office of Environment and Energy, Region 9 U.S. Department of Housing and Urban
Development, Zach Carter
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Sally Stang, Director

City of Tucson Depattment Housing and Community Development
P.O. Box 27210

Tucson, AZ 85726-7210

Re: Downtown Motor Hotel Demolition and Proposed Development Plan
Dear Ms. Stang,

I am writing regarding the proposed Downtown Motor Hotel project in Tucson, Arizona and its
potential adverse effects on the surrounding historic properties and neighborhoods. As a property
ownet in the surrounding Histotic District, T am concerned about the undertaking's effects on historic
properties in my neighborhood and the personal economic impact that a 4 story, 44 unit property that
fails to reflect the historic context of its setting, surrounding properties, and our neighborhood’s unique
historic and cultural assets will have on my property.

I understand that a formal consultation has been initiated under Section 106 of the National Histortc
Preservation Act (NHPA) for the Downtown Motor Hotel. This letter serves as my formal request to
actively participate in the teview process, as a “consulting party” under Section 106 of the NHPA,
pursuant to 36 C.F.R. § 800.2(c)(5).

Because of my knowledge and concern about historic properties potentially affected by the project, 1
believe I can provide important information and a valuable perspective as a consulting party under
Section 106. Please include me in your disttibution list fot public notices of any meetings, and for the
circulation of any documents for comment.

We look forward to participating as the review and consultation process moves forwatd for the
Downtown Motor Hotel.

Sincgrely,
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Office of Environment and Energy, Region 9 U.S. Department of Housing and Urban
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Sally Stang, Director

City of Tucson Department Housing and Community Development
P.O. Box 27210

Tucson, AZ. 85726-7210

Re: Downtown Motor Hotel Demolition and Proposed Development Plan
Dear Ms. Stang,

I am wiriting regarding the proposed Downtown Motor Hotel project in Tucson, Arizona and its
potential advetse effects on the suttounding historic propetties and neighborhoods. As a property
owner in the surrounding Historte District, I am concerned about the undertaking's effects on historic
properties in my neighbothood and the personal economic impact that a 4 story, 44 unit property that
fails to reflect the historic context of its setting, surrounding properties, and our neighborhood’s unique

historic and cultural assets will have on my property.

{ understand that a formal consultation has been initiated under Section 106 of the National Historic
Preservation Act (NHPA) for the Downtown Motor Hotel. This letter setves as my formal request to

actively participate in the review process, as a “consulting party” under Section 106 of the NHPA,
pursuant to 36 C.F.R. § 800.2(c}(5).

Because of my knowledge and concern about historic properties potentially affected by the project, I
believe I can provide important information and a valuable perspective as a consulting party uader
Section 106. Please include me in your distribution list for public notices of any meetings, and for the
circulation of any documents for comment.

We look forwatd to participating as the review and consultation process moves forward for the
Downtown Motor Hotel.

S8 E /.?#\ S %Csfbm

address

Sicerely,
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cc Advisory Council on Historic Preservation
State Histotic Preservation Office
City of Tucson, City Councilor Steve Kozachik
Office of Environment and Enerpy, Region 9 U.S. Department of Housing and Utrban
Development, Zach Carter
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Sally Stang, Director

City of Tucson Department Housing and Community Development
P.O. Box 27210

Tucson, AZ 85726-7210

Re: Downtown Motor Hotel Demolition and Proposed Development Plan
Dear Ms. Stang,

I am writing regarding the proposed Downtown Motor Hotel project in Tucson, Arizona and its
potential adverse effects on the surrounding historic properties and neighborhoods. As a property
owner in the surrounding Historic District, I am concerned about the undertaking's effects on historic
properties in my neighborhood and the personal economic impact that a 4 story, 44 unit property that
fails to teflect the historic context of its setting, surrounding properties, and our neighbothood’s unique
historic and cultural assets will have on my property.

I understand that a formal consultation has been initiated under Section 106 of the National Historic
Preservation Act (NHPA) for the Downtown Motor Hotel. This letter serves as my formal request to
actively participate in the review process, as a “consulting party” under Section 106 of the NHPA,
pursuant to 36 C.F.R. § 800.2(c)(5).

Because of my knowledge and concern about historic properties potentially affected by the project, I
believe I can provide important information and a valuable perspective as a consulting party undet
Section 106. Please include me in your distribution list for public notices of any meetings, and for the

circulation of any documents for comment.

We look forward to participating as the review and consultation process moves forward for the
Downtown Motor Hotel.

Simcerely,
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State Historic Preservation Office

City of Tucson, City Councilor Steve Kozachik

Office of Environment and Energy, Region 9 U.S. Department of Housing and Urban
Development, Zach Carter
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Sally Stang, Director

City of Tucson Department Housing and Community Development
P.O. Box 27210

Tucson, AZ 85726-7210

Re: Downtown Motor Hotel Demolition and Proposed Development Plan
Dear Ms. Stang,

I am writing regatrding the proposed Downtown Motor Hotel project in Tucson, Arizona and its
potential advetse effects on the sutrounding historic properties and neighborhoods. As a property
owner in the surrounding Historic District, I am concerned about the undertaking's effects on historic
properties in my neighborhood and the personal economic impact that a 4 story, 44 unit property that
fails to reflect the historic context of its setting, surrounding properties, and our neighborhood’s unique
historic and cultural assets will have on my property.

I understand that a formal consultation has been initiated under Section 106 of the National Historic
Preservation Act (NHPA) for the Downtown Motor Hotel. This letter serves as my formal request to
actively participate in the teview process, as a “consulting party” under Section 106 of the NHPA,
pursuant to 36 C.I'.R. § 800.2(c)(5).

Because of my knowledge and concern about histotic properties potentially affected by the project, I
believe I can provide important information and a valuable perspective as a consulting party under
Section 106. Please include me in your distribution list for public notices of any meetings, and for the
circulation of any documents for comment.

We look forward to participating as the review and consultation process moves forward for the
Downtown Motor Hotel.

(//’ -
Sincerely, M M)

Frzanme. Pa—rarsua
name

2o S. 4™ Ave
address T ncar A2Z. B57a(

(:b' N QG .cawm
email

cC Advisory Council on Historic Presetvation
State Historic Preservation Office
City of Tucson, City Councilor Steve Kozachik
Office of Envitonment and Energy, Region 9 U.S. Depattment of Housing and Urban
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Sally Stang, Director

City of Tucson Department Housing and Community Development
P.O. Box 27210

Tucson, A7 85726-7210

Re: Downtown Motor Hotel Demolition and Proposed Development Plan
Dear Ms. Stang,

I am writing regarding the proposed Downtown Motor Hotel project in Tucson, Arizona and its
potential adverse effects on the sutrounding historic properties and neighborhoods. As a propetty
owner in the surrounding Historic District, I am concerned about the undertaking's effects on histotic
properties in my neighborhood and the personal economic impact that a 4 story, 44 unit property that
tatls to reflect the historic context of its setting, surrounding properties, and our neighborhood’s unique
historic and cultural assets will have on my property.

T understand that a formal consultation has been initiated under Section 106 of the National Historic
Preservation Act (NHPA) for the Downtown Motor Hotel. This letter serves as my formal request to
actively participate in the review process, as a “consulting party” under Section 100 of the NHPA,
pursuant to 36 C.F.R. § 800.2(c)(5).

Because of my knowledge and concern about historic properties potentially affected by the project, |
believe I can provide important information and a valuable perspective as a consulting party under
Section 106. Please include me in your disttibution list for public notices of any meetings, and for the
circulation of any documents for comment.

We look forward to participating as the review and consultation process moves forward for the
Downtown Motor Hotel.

Sincerely,
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cc Advisory Council on Historic Preservation
State Historic Preservation Office
City of Tucson, City Councilor Steve Kozachik
Office of Environment and Energy, Region 9 U.S. Department of Housing and Urban
Development, Zach Carter
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Sally Stang, Director

City of Tucson Department Housing and Community Development
P.O. Box 27210

Tucson, AZ 85726-7210

Re: Downtown Motor Hotel Demolition and Proposed Development Plan
Dear Ms. Stang,

I am writing regatding the proposed Downtown Motot Hotel project in Tucson, Arizona and its
potential adverse effects on the surrounding historic properties and neighborhoods. As a property
owner in the surrounding Historic District, I am concerned about the undertaking's effects on historic
propetties in my neighbothood and the personal economic impact that a 4 story, 44 unit property that
fails to reflect the historic context of its setting, surrounding properties, and our neighborhood’s unique
historic and cultural assets will have on my property.

I understand that a formal consultation has been initiated under Section 106 of the National Historic
Preservation Act (NHPA} for the Downtown Motor Hotel. This letter serves as my formal request to
actively participate in the review process, as a “consulting party” under Section 106 of the NHPA,
pursuant to 36 C.F.R. § 800.2(c)(5).

Because of my knowledge and concern about historic properties potentially affected by the project, I
believe I can provide important information and a valuable perspective as a consulting party under
Section 106. Please include me in your distribution list for public notices of any meetings, and for the

circulation of any documents for comment.

We look forward to patticipating as the review and consultation process moves forward for the
Downtown Motor Hotel.

Sincerely,
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cc Advisory Council on Historic Preservation
State Historic Preservation Office
City of Tucson, City Councilor Steve Kozachik
Office of Environment and Energy, Region 9 U.S. Department of Housing and Urban
Development, Zach Carter
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Sally Stang, Director

City of Tucson Department Housing and Community Development
P.0O. Box 27210

Tucson, AZ 85726-7210

Re: Downtown Motor Hotel Demolition and Proposed Development Plan
Dear Ms. Stang,

I am writing regarding the proposed Downtown Motor Hotel project in Tucson, Atizona and its
potential adverse zffects on the surrounding historic properties and neighborhoods. As & property
ownet in the surrounding Historic District, I am concerned about the undertaking's effects on historic
properties in my neighborhood and the personal economic impact that a 4 story, 44 unit property that
fails to reflect the historic context of its setting, surrounding propetties, and our neighborhood’s unique
historic and cultural assets will have on my property.

I understand that a formal consultation has been initiated under Section 106 of the National Historic
Preservation Act (NHPA) for the Downtown Motor Hotel. This letter setves as my formal request to
actively patticipate in. the teview process, as a “consulting patty” undet Section 106 of the NHPA,
putrsuant to 36 C.F.R. § 800.2(c)(5).

Because of my knowledge and concetn about historic properties potentially affected by the project, I
believe I can provide important information and a valuable perspective as a consulting party under
Section 106. Please include me in your distribution list for public notices of any meetings, and for the

circulation of any documents for comment.

We look forward to participating as the review and consultation process moves forward for the
Downtown Motor Hotel.

Sincerely,
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State Historic Preservation Qffice
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Office of Environment and Energy, Region 9 U.S. Department of Housing and Urban
Development, Zach Carter
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Sally Stang, Director

City of Tucson Department Housing and Community Development
P.03. Box 27210

Tucson, AZ 85726-7210

Re: Downtown Motor Hotel Demolition and Proposed Development Plan
Dear Ms. Stang,

I am writing regarding the proposed Downtown Motor Hotel project in Tucson, Atizona and its
potential adverse effects on the surrounding historic properties and neighborhoods. As a property
owner i the surrounding Historic District, I am concerned about the undertaking's effects on historic
properties in my neighborhood and the personal economic impact that a 4 story, 44 unit property that
fails to reflect the historic context of its setting, surrounding properties, and our neighborhood’s unique
historic and cultural assets will have on my property.

Tunderstand that a formal consultation has been initiated undet Section 106 of the National Historic
Preservation Act (NHPA) for the Downtown Motor Hotel. This letter serves as my formal request to
actively participate in the review process, as a “consulting party” under Section 106 of the NHPA,
putsuant to 36 C.F.R. § 800.2(c)(5).

Because of my knowledge and concern about historic properties potentially atfected by the project, T
believe I can provide important information and a valuable perspective as a consulting party under
Section 106. Please include me in your distribution list for public notices of any meectings, and for the
circulation of any documents for comment.

We look forward to participating as the review and consultation process moves forward for the
Downtown Motor Hotel.

Sincerely,  =F2Z W
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State Historic Preservation Office
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Office of Environment and Energy, Region 9 U.S. Department of Housing and Utban
Development, Zach Carter
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January 6, 2015

Demion Clinco, President

Tucson Historic Preservation Foundation
P.O. Box 40008

Tucson, AZ 85717

Subject: Section 106 Process - Downtown Motor Hotel
Dear Mr. Clinco,

Thank you for your correspondence dated December 22, 2014 concerning the Section 106
Process for the Downtown Motor Hotel. In this letter and in your letter dated December 5, 2014,
you indicated that you are concerned about the public notification and participation in the two
public meetings that were held earlier this year (Oct 28 and Nov 20). As stated in my previous
letter, we did send out over 350 emails to interested parties in which many are residents located
near the Downtown Motor Hotel. We also posted the meeting notifications on our website and
via the City Clerk’s office. We had over 50 citizens attend the first meeting and over 30 attend
the second. At each meeting, there were times when citizens became passionate about their
concerns, whether it was in support of the project or in opposition, and we believed it was
important to allow them to be heard. We did take notes and we also asked participants to write
down their concerns so that we could properly post them on our web site. As of today, we have
over 100 comments. And this request for comments was and has been continually repeated that
anyone from the public can forward their comments and concerns to us at
HCDAdmin@tucsonaz.gov should they not feel comfortable speaking at the meetings or if they
were unable to attend.

Concerning your invitation to the December 10, 2014 meeting of consulting parties sent to you
on December 1, 2014; in your email response dated December 3, 2014 you were clear that you
understood the intent of the meeting was a part of the Section 106 process and the invitation was

for consulting parties. Also, this fact was clarified in our discussion during the meeting on
December 10, 2014,

Also during the December 10" meeting, we did establish the follow up meecting date and time to
be 12/18/14 at 4:30pm unless otherwise notified. The meeting was initiated by your statement
that you wanted to have time to go back to your organization to discuss the issue. We taltked at
length about the timing of the meeting in that you had a THPF meeting scheduled at the end of
the week, the TPCHP Plans Review Subcommittee had a meeting the following day and Mr. Burr
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Qe January 6, 2015

indicated that the Armory Park Neighborhood Association had a meeting that week too. Perhaps
the message was lost in discussing that Helen Erickson’s situation was complicated by the fact
that the TPCHP is a public body that requires 24 hour notice of the agenda which was a problem
in that their meeting was scheduled for 12/11/14. She was unable to discuss this item officially
at their 12/11/14 meeting but an announcement was made requesting that individual members
send additional mitigation suggestions directly to me. We waited for you for an hour on the 18%
as we were expecting you since you did not notify us that you could not attend. Of course we
will be glad to meet with you concerning any suggestions from your organization.

In regards to your concern about the Area of Potential Effect, the APE was determined by the
City’s Office of Historic Preservation but based on discussions with the consulting parties and

from the public comments, it will be a topic of discussion during our consultation with AZ
SHPO.

I do apologize that in our response to you on December 9, 2014 was erroneous. We clearly
answered how interested parties were notified and did not answer the question that was asked
“How consulting parties have been identified?” We have determined a list of consulting parties in

accordance with 36 CFR 800.2 (¢), As of 12/24/14, the following have been identified as
“Consulting Parties™:

o The Arizona State Historic Preservation Office — as required by regulation

o The Tucson Historic Preservation Foundation — as the largest private organization preserving and
celebrating the distinctive and irreplaceable historic resources of Tucson, Pima County and Southern
Arizona.

o The Tucson Pima County Historical Commission, Plans Review Subcommittee —as a
representative of local government and participating organization in Programmatic Agreement
between the City of Tucson, the Arizona State Historic Preservation Office, and the Advisory
Council on Historic Preservation.

o The Armory Park Historic Zone Advisory Board-although the subject property is not in the
Armory Park Historic Preservation Zone it is in the Armory Park Historic District.

o The Armory Park Neighborhood Association-as the neighborhood association in which the
subject property is located.

Sincerely,

Via email: demion.clinco@preservetucson.org & demionc@yahoo.com
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CATEGORIES OF
COMMENTS
REGARDING THE
DOWNTOWN MOTOR
APARTMENTS

From October 28" meeting



CATEGORIES

¢ PRESERVATION OF EXISTING BUILDING

e |LAND SWAP

® BUILDING HEIGHT

® SECTION 106 PROCESS (City Staff will respond)
® SIZE/DESIGN OF PROPOSED APARTMENTS

® SIZE/DESIGN OF PROPOSED BUILDING

® RENTS/UTILITIES

¢ PUBLIC OUTREACH

® PARKING




1.

® 2.
® 3.

4.
5
¢ 6.

PRESERVATION OF
EXISTING BUILDING

LOSS OF HISTORIC CHARACTER

1950s +/- The carports were enclosed. The motel rooms went from
19 to 29 units

Original rooms were designed as motel rooms attached to a carport

Original rooms and carports, which have been enclosed, have been
converted into small apartments with small kitchenettes

Original Motel room sizes: 270 sf per room
Original Carports: 187 sf per carport

Original building: Motel rooms: 19 rooms, Carport spaces: 19
carports

Kitchenettes were added to small motel rooms and converted
carports




PRESERVATION OF
EXISTING BUILDING e

LOSS OF HISTORIC CHARACTER

® 9. Horizontal railing replaced with non code compliant Wrought Iron
vertical railing

® 10. Addition to the lobby. New construction to the Lobby was built on the
City’s sidewalk right-of-way

® 11. Flagstones were added to the 2 front building. This represented a lost
of historic fabric

® 12. Removal of all Landscape Elements in the central drive
® 13. Roof damage over 40% of existing roofs
® 14, Water damage and mold on and in walls

® 15. Lead paint and asbestos abatement required

Fire and Structural damage at 2 story building




LAND SWAP

® Prohibited by Program Regulations
® Not economically feasible for either City or Developer

® Project as designed, where designed, is allowed by all
local codes and ordinances

® Strong community support for project as currently
located




SURROUNDING BUILDING
HEIGHT CONTEXT
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SIZE/DESIGN OF
PROPOSED APARTMENTS

® One (1) BR, one (1) BA units are 692 gsf

® Two (2) BR, one (1) BA units are 856 gsf




2 BR 2BA Plan (856 SF)
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1 BR 1 BA Plan (692 SF)




Community and Office Space
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SIZE/DESIGN OF
PROPOSED BUILDING

Within allowable side-yard setback limits (5’; 0’ allowed)
Within allowable height limits (could build to 75’)

Within allowable density limits

Building has been stepped back from original design
Roof line has changed from hip roof to parapet

Building has been moved in from property lines
Overhanging balconies were removed from front
Additional articulation added to rear of building

Rear yard setback increases from 0’ to 20’



INITIAL PROPOSED DESIGN




Initial Proposed Design
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Revised Building Elevation
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Revised Building Elevation




RENTS AND UTILITIES

® Rents are affordable to households with incomes at or
below 60% of Area Median Income, depending upon
household size

® Affordable housing is in critical short supply, especially
near the downtown core of Tucson

RENTS INCLUDE ALL UTILITIES




PARKING

® Project is located in the Downtown In-Fill Incentive
District

® City of Tucson approved an Individual Parking Plan

® Parking needs have been studied and adequate,
secure parking has been provided under the podium
and is hidden from street view




Public Outreach

All required public meetings were attended; all required notifications were
made; no rezoning was Iinitiated; project is not in an HPZ; the following
meetings were Courtesy Public Meetings and not required by City of Tucson:

January 17, 2014 Courtesy neighborhood meeting with representatives of the
Historic Committee from Armory Park and Ward 6 on site

April 11, 2014 Courtesy Presentation to Office of Integrated Planning, Armory
Park Neighborhood Association, Council Member Steve Kozachik, and other
interested citizens

August 6th, 2014 Courtesy Public Presentation at Ward 6 Office

October 7th, 2014 Courtesy Public Meeting to present design changes




DMA - Incorporated Public Comments

®  Roof style was changed from peaked to flat - lowering overall building height
®  Stepped-back the west elevation for architectural interest, diversity, and scale
®  Windows were changed from horizontal sliders to Low-E single-hung design

® Balconies were re-designed and reduced to eliminate elements projecting
over existing building 1-story structures

® Added articulation to building elevations for architectural interest, diversity, and
scale




DMA - Incorporated Public Comments

Building materials will vary for architectural interest, diversity, and scale
Color palette to reflect existing Stone Avenue aesthetic

Added pocket landscaping at Stone Avenue frontage and to the interior
of the site to enhance resident experience

Repair and refurbish the existing two 1-story buildings that will remain

Repair and keep existing Downtown Motor Hotel sign




SUMMARY

¢ THE DOWNTOWN MOTOR APARTMENTS IS A WELL
CONCEIVED, AFFORDABLE MULTI-FAMILY HOUSING
DEVELOPMENT NEAR THE DOWNTOWN CORE DEVEVOPED
BY TWO EXPERIENCED FIRMS, COMPASS AFFORDABLE
HOUSING AND BETHEL DEVELOPMENT, INC.

¢ THE DOWNTOWN MOTOR APARTMENTS HAS A BROAD BASE
OF COMMUNITY SUPPORT EVIDENCED BY THE NUMBER OF
POSITIVE LETTERS AND COMMENTS RECEIVED

¢ DOWNTOWN MOTOR APARTMENTS LOOKS FORWARD TO
BEING A POSITIVE INFLUENCE IN THE NEIGHBORHOOD AND
WORKING CLOSELY WITHALL ITS NEIGHBORS TO INSURE
THE VERY BEST OUTCOME FOR ALL




CITY OF TUCSON

HOUSING & COMMUNITY DEVELOPMENT DEPARTMENT
ADMINISTRATION DIVISION

City of Tucson Responses to concerns raised regarding the Section 106 Process as it relates to the
Downtown Motor Apartments application for federal HOME funds.

e The City’s Section 106 Process began on October 14, 2014 upon forwarding of the
HOME application to HCD Project Coordinator, Glenn Fournie by program staff as part
of the Environment Review process.

e The criteria used to select projects for HOME funding is contained in the City/County
HOME application procedures that are available on our website at:
http://hcd.tucsonaz.gov/files/hed/Procedures_for Requesting HHOME_Funds_Finall5-1 1—
11.pdf

e All activities and consultations prior to 10/14/14 were not related to the City’s
requirement to conduct a Section 106 review related to HOME funds.

e On October 23, 2014 notification of the first public meeting scheduled on October 28,
2014 relating to the Section 106 process required because of the application for HOME
funds was emailed (copy of email list is available) and posted in the City Clerk’s office in
accordance with City notification procedures.

o The email notification was sent to:
= List of interested partiesfrom previous meetings/activities
= Area Neighborhood Associations
= Historic Districts
=  Mayor and Council

e Notification was not sent to property owners surrounding the project as it was not
required, however area neighborhood associations on file received notice to be distributed

to members in accordance with their procedures.

o The presentation of information related to design is being provided by the developer at
the November 20, 2014 meeting.

e Public input is ongoing

e The City is having cross-departmental and cross-organizational discussions on how to
improve the Section 106 process

il@
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