Plesse Sign n .
State lanil / City of Scettsdale Opon House ﬂﬂﬂlllﬂ
April 25, 2002

PLEASE PRINT LEGIBLY -- AND IF AVAILABLE, PLEASE INCLUDE YOUR E-MAIL -- We will
include your address on future communications related to this topic.

Name Mailing address City and Zip Code E-Mail Phone (optional)
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Please Sign Tn
State Land / Clty of Scettsidale Onen House Meating
Aprll 25, 2002

PLEASE PRINT LEGIBLY -- AND IF AVAILABLE, PLEASE INCLUDE YOUR E-MAIL -- We will
include your address on future communications related to this topic.

Name Mailing address City and Zip Code E-Mail Phone (optional)
9

£ e
/A"L/m [ w4 75 G 22— ST E Erupscl & ok bl-SeFess~ /73 ¢
/’@4NJQ_ 24! QPQUQQI 7972 E SZEJEN AL 11T D

O Ci“t@ctv\. /‘{‘/ZX Moi"ﬂc ga’ﬁsdfl/p AG 5)325‘{ GCHM@\LMMJ(O&

CTR 22577

Skoilo, " o
9/7’ I feulleh 2 9H95 W IETHY o JTI DAL 12 £S5 260 NIV EES & oSS S2 o
//%M/ ’3/@&16%3 720 = JSARISH DR SCa TIEpDACE” SO yvg-oz 5y
oy S LAUN WHITE 21243 Ny (W - 55262  HEO - 502-0(F/
Suski AoAcke . 1486 E. BAIADA gD Seottsd A 5555 cdnpack@ ecdlnk  nets
s aancls) o oagm 2705 @0 G2 Y Sce N5 AeIegs s YgB S TS US S
Y SHeiNouey @ psal. (om

Onece Iy CIEs 23] & Horned Ocol _Seaffsdebe S 265
//-'%a ye=tf /fla/é/,f5 e, 1= Harnedd ol T Sem il Al G5 26 2

\EenH Ll Ger 87 € 1 laeySmirad Je. e “
iy (G  ET £ ////pgt, hpmend 2. v 7
orie Cogme wres s ayane B . 4
/CX'T{7 Z—OU Q.u.m Wy {075—() t’ Cw—gd(é‘-‘/dﬂ “],) XhPZ/ﬁ/S"

TANTF FRROT T Rosoad N 7357 Sl SO AN



Please Sign In .
$tate Land / Clty of Scotisdale Open House lootlml
April 25, 2002 -

PLEASE PRINT LEGIBLY -- AND IF AVAILABLE, PLEASE INCLUDE YOUR E-MAIL -- We will
include your address on future communications related to this topic.

Name Mailing address City and Zip Code E-Mail Phone {optional)
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LEGIBLY -- AND IF AVAILABLE, PLEASE INCLUDE YOUR E-MAIL -- We will
ddress on future communications related to this topic.

Mailing address City and Zip Code E—Majl Phone (optional)
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Please Sign Tn
State Lands Nelghherheod Meeting
May 16, 2002

PLEASE PRINT LEGIBLY -- AND IF AVAILABLE, PLEASE INCLUDE YOUR E-MAIL -- We will
include your address on future communications related to this topic.

City and Zip Code E-Mail Phone (optional)
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e Sign In .
s lands Nelghherhesd Mooting
§ 16, 2002

EASE PRINT LEGIBLY -- AND IF AVAILABLE, PLEASE INCLUDE YOUR E-MAIL -- We will
aclude your address on future communications related to this topic.

iame Mailing address City and Zip Code E-Mail Phone (optional)
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Cafarella, Robert

From: Cafarella, Robert

Sent: Friday, March 29, 2002 8:44 AM

To: '‘Daniel Basinger'

Subject: RE: State Lands Follow up *

Dan, I think we are on the same page, I just did not explain myself fully or clearly.

One of the reasons the city will not show the 3500+ acres that are the subject of the
general plan amendment as open space is because of the correct reason you gave. In their
infinite wisdom, state legislatures passed a law stating that if a municipality desired to
show a particular area as open space on the general plan, the underlying zoning needed to
be at least 1 home per acre.

The purpose of the general plan amendment is to update the existing land use pattern in
the general plan for the area that was developed in the 1980s. The existing general plan
shows a golf course, commercial sites and some other uses that may not be appropriate
today given the direction Scottsdale has taken and the desires of the community in the
surrounding area. These uses exist in the current general plan.

In terms of highest and best use, sure, if you speak with the State you will get one
opinion, if you speak with citizens in the area you will get another. This is the very
reason Scottsdale agreed to partner with the State on this process- to make sure citizens
views are given full consideration. Having said this, the State needs to be treated
fairly and similar to any other land owner. This is often misunderstood. It is necessary
for a realistic land use pattern to be proposed.

The city's purpose is to modify the existing General Plan to be more consistent with
citizens' desires in this area, while providing the State with an acceptable, defensible
land use plan for the land.

We have made it clear in preliminary meetings with the State that there is not support or
a need for Lone Mountain Parkway. We have also told them that any commercial designation
is problematic.

I hope this additional information helps.

~~~~~ Original Message—-—--~-—

From: Daniel Basinger (mailto:dabasinger@mindspring.com]
Sent: Thursday, March 28, 2002 4:48 PM

To: Cafarella, Robert

Subject: Re: State Lands Follow up

Bob,
Thanks for your reply!

I understand about the current/new General Plan and the zoning issues. My
concern is that 1f acreage is reclassified to open space that 1 house/acre
will become the default zoning -~ and as you mentioned, the zoning is more
restrictive now (1 house/3 acre, 1 house/5 acre).

I am also concerned about some of the commercial uses contemplated by the
General Plan. Once these things are set in the GP, it is easier to get
underlying zoning changed.

So, what is the "Highest & Best" use of this land? It depends on who is
speaking. Clearly more dense residential and light commercial will provide
more funds to the State Land Trust. It is just as clear that Scottsdale,
and the citizens want the land preserved.



My fear, is that altering the GP to open-space will allow for greater
density, if the City of Scottsdale can not purchase the land on the Land
Commissioner's schedule.

There are some other problems with the GP that should be checked: 1) Lone
Mountain Parkway, 2) Commercial areas near Legend Trails, etc.

But the question remains is that if we alter the GP are we opening ourselves
for unwanted problems, density, and development?

Thanks again for your reply.
Dan

————— Original Message ---~-

From: "Cafarella, Robert"” <rcafarella@ci.scottsdale.az.us>
To: <dabasinger@mindspring.com>

Sent: Thursday, March 28, 2002 10:12 AM

Subject: State Lands Follow up

> Dan, first thanks for attending the open house. T wanted to follow up on
> your comment card.
>

> It is the strong intent of the City Council to acquire all of the State
> Trust land so it can be preserved in a natural state, Citizens have

> expressed strong support for this over the years. There is a process to
get

to the preservation of the land.

As you probably are aware, the city petitioned the State back in 1998, to
reclassify all 16,600 acres of State land in the area as suitable for
congervation. In late 2001, the State Land Commissioner issued an Order
reclassifying all but approximately 3,500 acres as suitable for
conservation.

VVVVVVYVVYV

The land that is the subject of the update of the General Plan that the
open

> house was about, 1is this 3,500 acres of State Trust land. As you saw at
the

meeting, the existing General Plan shows 2 range of uses for this 3,500+
acres. The existing land use plan was developed back in the 1980s. Much
has changed in Scottsdale since then.

The purpose of the update is to consider modifications to the General Plan
Map to reflect these changes. There will not be any changes to the
xisting

zoning on this land through this process. Existing zoning of 1 home per
five acres in some locations, 1 home per three acres in other areas, and 1
home per one acre in still other areas will remain. Through this process,
only the land uses shown in the General Plan will be modified for the
reasons explained above.

Please don't hesitate to contact me if you have any additional questions.

VVVVVVVVVDOVYVYVVYVYV



Cafarella, Robert

To: ljansick@aotl.com
Subject: McDowell Sonoran Preserve

Larry, Matteo Moric forwarded your e-mail to me regarding the above. You asked if there is anything you can do to assist
in the effort to preserve the State Trust lands. It would be most helpful and timely if you got involved in the McDowell
Sonoran Land Trust, a private not for profit organization that has been the city's partner in creating the Preserve. Cariais
the executive director. You can contact the Trust at 480-998-7971 or preserve@msit.org.

Regarding the State Lands general plan amendment, we need your support when the Planning Commission considers
the amendment this Summer and the City Council considers the same in October. We need to get the amendment
behind us so we can focus on the much more important task of developing a strategy for acquiring all 16,600 acres of
State Trust land.

Thanks for your interest.



Cafarella, Robert

From: Cafarella, Robert

Sent: Thursday, March 28, 2002 3:58 PM
To: "Jackcandie@msn.com'

Subject: State Lands Follow up

Richard and Jennifer, first thank you for attending the open house and welcome to Scotisdale! Being new to the area, |
wanted to give you some background on this issue.

Back in 1998, the city petitioned the State to reclassify all 16,600 acres of State land in the area as suitable for
conservation under a program called the Arizona Preserve Initiative (APY). In late 2001, the State Land Commissioner
issued an Order reclassifying ali but approximately 3,500 acres as suitable for conservation. (The AP! allows
municipalities and others to petition the State to reclassify as suitable for conservation State Trust lands. The State must
determine whether the iand is eligible based on specific criteria.)

A short primer on State Trust land. At statehood, the Federal Government gave the State millions of acres of land. In
the federal enabling act that gave this land to Arizona and in the State Constitution, it was made law that this land must
be sold for its highest and best use to support state institutions. Many thought the millions of acres of State Trust iand,
thousands of acres of which are located on the periphery of Arizona's metropolitan areas, were park land. it is not. State
Trust iand needs to be thought of the sare way one thinks of private land.

The land that is the subject of the update of the General Plan that the open house was about, is this 3,600 acres of State
Trust iand. As you saw at the meeting, the existing General Plan shows a range of uses for this 3,500+ acres. The
existing land use plan was developed back in the 1980s. Much has changed in Scottsdale since then. The purpose of
the update is to consider modifications to the General Pian Map to reflect the these changes.

The medifications to the General Plan that are developed through this process will not (cannot) show the 3500+ as open
space. An economical use needs to be indicated. The city's purpose is to modify the existing General Plan to be more
consistent with citizens' desires in this area, while providing the State with an acceptable, defensible land use plan for the
land.

The City Council is committed to acquiring all the State Trust land in the planned Preserve boundary, including the 3,500
+ acres that were not reclassified. The land use shown on the General Plan Map through this process and the city's
interest in acquiring the land, need to be kept separate.

How will the land be preserved. Scottsdale voters approved a .2% sales tax increase in 1995 to purchase land within a
16,460 acre geographic area (generally the McDowell Mountains and surrounding desert). In 1988 Scottsdale voters
approved an expansion in the geographic area, adding 19,000 acres, where the sales tax could be used to acquire land
for the Preserve. There was not a concurrent request for additional funding. The city has been using proceeds from the
1995 tax to purchase thousands of acres of private land in the expanded boundary. The existing tax has been stretched
through extreme creativity and tough negotiations with land owners as far as it can go. There is not capacity in the
existing tax to purchase most of the State Trust land in the expanded boundary..

A two prong approach will be used to overcome the funding shortfall. First, there is a statewide effort by a broad mix of
interest groups to prepare a citizens' initiative to go to Arizona voters in 2004 that would propose change in the State
laws that apply to State Trust lands. The benefit to Scottsdale is that the cost of a large part of the State Trust land
Scottsdale is interested in acquiring, couid be much less expensive. | strongly encourage you to get involved with the
effort to change State law. You can get more information by contacting Carla of the McDoweil Sonoran Land Trust at
preserve@msit.org or 480-898-7971.

The second approach is Scottsdale must consider, and voters must approve, additional funding. it is anticipated this
funding will need to be in place next year.

Please dor't hesitate to contact me if you have any additional questions.



Cafarella, Robert

From: Cafarella, Robert

Sent: Thursday, March 28, 2002 3:00 PM
To: ‘Arizholly@aol.com'

Subject: State Lands Foliow up

Holly, first thanks for attending the open house. | wanted to follow up on your comment card.

t am not sure what Parcel A refers to, but | will assume it includes State Trust land that is the subject of the General Plan
amendment. 1t is the intent of the City Council to acquire all of the State Trust land in the area for inclusion in the
McDowell Sonoran Preserve. Citizens have expressed strong support for this over the years. There is a process to get
to the preservation of the land.

As you probably are aware, the city petitioned the State back in 1998, to reclassify all 16,600 acres of State tand in the
area as suitable for conservation. In late 2001, the State Land Commissioner issued an Order reclassifying alt but
approximately 3,500 acres as suitable for conservation.

The land that is the subject of the update of the General Plan that the open house was about, is this 3,500 acres of State
Trust fand. As you saw at the meeting, the existing General Plan shows a range of uses for this 3,500+ acres. The
existing iand use plan was developed back in the 1980s. Much has changed in Scottsdale since then. The purpose of
the update is to consider modifications to the General Plan Map to reflect the these changes. A good example of the
changes that have occurred is today citizens that live in the area are not supportive of and do not want to see
commercial uses.

The modifications to the General Plan that are developed through this process will not (cannot) show the 3500+ as open
space. An economical use needs to be indicated. The city's purpose is to modify the existing General Plan to be more
consistent with citizens' desires in this area, while providing the State with an acceptable, defensibie land use plan for the
land.

The City Council is committed to acquiring all the State Trust land in the planned Preserve boundary, including the 3,500
+ acres that were not reclassified. The land use shown on the General Plan Map through this process and the city's
interest in acquiring the iand, need to be kept separate.

How will the land be preserved. As you know, Scottsdale voters approved a .2% sales tax increase in 1895 to purchase
land within a 16,460 acre geographic area (generally the McDowell Mountains and surrounding desert). in 1998
Scottsdale voters approved an expansion in the geographic area, adding 19,000 acres, where the sales tax could be
used to acquire land for the Preserve. There was not a concurrent request for additional funding. The city has been
using proceeds from the 1995 tax to purchase thousands of acres of private fand in the expanded boundary. The
existing tax has been stretched through extreme creativity and tough negotiations with land owners as far as it can go.
There is not capacity in the existing tax to purchase most of the State Trust land in the expanded boundary..

A two prong approach will be used to overcome the funding shortfall. First, there is a statewide effort by a broad mix of
interest groups to prepare a citizens' initiative to go to Arizona voters in 2004 that would propose change in the State
laws that apply to State Trust lands. The benefit to Scottsdale is that the cost of a large part of the State Trust land
Scottsdale is interested in acquiring, could be much less expensive. | strongly encourage you to get invoilved with the
effort to change State law. You can get more information by contacting Carla of the McDowell Sonoran Land Trust at
preserve@msit.org or 480-898-7971. .

The second approach is Scottsdale must consider, and voters must approve, additional funding. it is anticipated this
funding will need to be in place next year.

Please don't hesitate to contact me if you have any additional questions.



Cafarella, Robert

From: Cafarella, Robert

Sent: Thursday, March 28, 2002 2:14 PM
To: ‘wmagoon@primenet.com’
Subject: State Lands Follow up

Will and Heidi, first, thanks for attending the open house. | wanted to follow up on your comment cards.

As usual, thanks for your thoughtful and detailed comments. | believe it fair to say most agree Lone Mountain Parkway
and specific commercial sites should be removed from the General Plan. We have strongly suggested this to the State
in preliminary meetings we have had with them. We also have discussed with the State creating a buffer around Legend
Trails since the General Plan will show residential uses in the State Land that was not reclassified. | will pass on the
comment regarding the trail. Thank you.

As you know, it is the intent of the City Council to acquire all of the State Trust land for inclusion in the McDowell
Sonoran Preserve. Citizens have expressed strong support for this over the years. There is a process to get to the
preservation of the land.

As you also know, the city petitioned the State back In 1998, to reclassify all 16,600 acres of State land in the area as
suitable for conservation. In late 2001, the State Land Commissioner issued an Order reclassifying all but approximately
3,500 acres as suitable for conservation.

The land that is the subject of the update of the General Plan that the open house was about, is this 3,500 acres of State
Trust iand. As you saw at the meeting, the existing General Plan shows a range of uses for this 3,500+ acres. The
existing land use plan was developed back in the 1980s. Much has changed in Scottsdale since then. The purpose of
the update is to consider modifications to the General Plan Map to reflect the these changes. The issues with Lone
Mountain Parkway and commercial are a good examples of things that have changed over time. These were
considered important when the plan for this area was developed.

The modifications to the General Plan that are developed through this process will not {cannot) show the 3500+ as open
space. An economical use needs to be indicated. The city’s purpose s to modify the existing General Plan to be more
consistent with citizens' desires in this area, while providing the State with an acceptable, defensible iand use plan for the
land.

The City Council is committed to acquiring all the State Trust land in the planned Preserve boundary, including the 3,500
+ acres that were not reclassified. The land use shown on the General Plan Map through this process and the city’s
interest in acquiring the {and, need to be kept separate.

How will the land be preserved. As you know, Scottsdale voters approved a .2% sales tax increase in 1995 to purchase
land within a 16,460 acre geographic area (generally the McDowell Mountains and surrounding desert). In 1898
Scottsdale voters approved an expansion in the geographic area, adding 19,000 acres, where the sales tax could be
used to acquire land for the Preserve. There was not a concurrent request for additional funding. The city has been
using proceeds from the 1995 tax to purchase thousands of acres of private land in the expanded boundary. The
existing tax has been stretched through extreme creativity and tough negotiations with land owners as far as it can go.
There is not capacity in the existing tax to purchase most of the State Trust land in the expanded boundary..

A two prong approach will be used to overcome the funding shortfall. First, there is a statewide effort by a broad mix of
interest groups to prepare a citizens' initiative to go to Arizona voters in 2004 that would propose change in the State
laws that apply to State Trust lands. The benefit to Scottsdale is that the cost of a large part of the State Trust land
Scottsdale is interested in acquiring, could be much less expensive. | strongly encourage you to continue to work with
Carla in the effort to change State law.

The second approach is Scottsdale must consider, and voters must approve, additional funding. [t is anticipated this
funding will need to be in place next year.

Please don't hesitate to contact me if you have any additional questions.



Cafarella, Robert

From: Cafarella, Robert

Sent: Thursday, March 28, 2002 1:23 PM
To: ‘Amybdone@aol.com'

Subject: State Lands Follow up

Amy, first thanks for attending the open house. | wanted to follow up on your comment card.

I am not sure what Parcel A refers to, but | will assume it includes State Trust land that is the subject of the General Plan
amendment. It is the intent of the City Council to acquire all of the State Trust land in the area for inclusion in the
McDowell Sonoran Preserve. Citizens have expressed strong support for this over the years. There is a process to get
to the preservation of the land.

As you probably are aware, the city petitioned the State back in 1998, to reclassify all 16,600 acres of State land in the
area as suitable for conservation. In late 2001, the State Land Commissioner issued an Qrder reclassifying all but
approximately 3,500 acres as suitable for conservation.

The land that is the subject of the update of the General Plan that the open house was about, is this 3,500 acres of State
Trust land. As you saw at the meeting, the existing General Plan shows a range of uses for this 3,500+ acres. The
existing land use plan was developed back in the 1980s. Much has changed in Scottsdale since then. The purpose of
the update is to consider modifications to the General Plan Map to reflect the these changes. A good example of the
changes that have occurred is today citizens that five in the area are not supportive of and do not want to see
commercial uses.

The modifications to the General Plan that are developed through this process will not (cannot) show the 3500+ as open
space. An economical use needs to be indicated. The city's purpose is to modify the existing General Plan to be more
consistent with citizens' desires in this area, while providing the State with an acceptable, defensible land use plan for the
land.

The City Council is committed to acquiring all the State Trust land in the planned Preserve boundary, including the 3,500
+ acres that were not reclassified. The land use shown on the General Pian Map through this process and the city's
interest in acquiring the land, need to be kept separate.

How will the land be preserved. As you know, Scottsdale voters approved a .2% sales tax increase in 1995 to purchase
land within a 16,460 acre geographic area (generally the McDowell Mountains and surrounding desert). In 1998
Scottsdale voters approved an expansion in the geographic area, adding 19,000 acres, where the sales tax could be
used to acquire land for the Preserve. There was not a concurrent request for additional funding. The city has been
using proceeds from the 1995 tax to purchase thousands of acres of private land in the expanded boundary. The
existing tax has been stretched through extreme creativity and tough negotiations with land owners as far as it can go.
There is not capacity in the existing tax to purchase most of the State Trust iand in the expanded boundary..

A two prong approach will be used to overcome the funding shortfall. First, there is a statewide effort by a broad mix of
interest groups to prepare a citizens' initiative to go to Arizona voters in 2004 that would propose change in the State
laws that apply to State Trust lands. The benefit to Scottsdale is that the cost of a large part of the State Trust land
Scottsdale is interested in acquiring, could be much less expensive. | strongly encourage you to get involved with the
effort to change State law. You can get more information by contacting Carla of the McDowell Sonoran Land Trust at
preserve@mesit.org or 480-998-7971.

The second approach is Scottsdale must consider, and voters must approve, additional funding. It is anticipated this
funding will need to be in place next year.

Please don't hesitate to contact me if you have any additional questions.



Cafareila, Robert

From: Cafarella, Robert

Sent: Thursday, March 28, 2002 1:18 PM
To: ‘Mhernan652@aol.com’

Subject: State Lands Follow up

Michael, first thanks for attending the open house. | wanted to follow up on your comment card.

I am not sure what Parcel A refers to, but | will assume it includes State Trust land that is the subject of the General Plan
amendment. It is the intent of the City Council to acquire all of the State Trust land in the area for inclusion in the
McDowell Sonoran Preserve. Citizens have expressed strong support for this over the years. There is a process to get
to the preservation of the land.

As you probably are aware, the city petitioned the State back in 1998, to reclassify all 16,600 acres of State land in the
area as suitable for conservation. In late 2001, the State Land Commissioner igsued an Order reclassifying all but
approximately 3,500 acres as suitable for conservation.

The land that is the subject of the update of the General Plan that the open house was about, is this 3,500 acres of State
Trust land. As you saw at the meeting, the existing General Plan shows a range of uses for this 3,500+ acres. The
existing land use plan was developed back in the 1980s. Much has changed in Scottsdale since then. The purpose of
the update is to consider modifications to the General Plan Map to reflect the these changes.

The modifications to the General Plan that are developed through this process will not (cannot) show the 3500+ as open
space. An economical use needs 10 be indicated. The city's purpose is to modify the existing General Plan to be more
consistent with citizens' desires in this area, while providing the State with an acceptable, defensible land use plan for the
land.

The City Council is committed to acquiring all the State Trust land in the planned Preserve boundary, including the 3,500
+ acres that were not reclassified. The land use shown on the General Plan Map through this process and the city's
interest in acquiring the land, need to be kept separate.

How will the land be preserved. As you know, Scottsdale voters approved a .2% sales tax increase in 1995 to purchase
land within a 16,460 acre geographic area (generally the McDowell Mountains and surrounding desert). In 1898
Scottsdale voters approved an expansion in the geographic area, adding 19,000 acres, where the sales tax could be
used to acquire land for the Preserve. There was not a concurrent request for additional funding. The city has been
using proceeds from the 1995 tax to purchase thousands of acres of private land in the expanded boundary. The
existing tax has been stretched through extreme creativity and tough negotiations with land owners as far as it can go.
There is not capacity in the existing tax to purchase most of the State Trust land in the expanded boundary..

A two prong approach will be used to overcome the funding shortfall. First, there is a statewide effort by a broad mix of
interest groups to prepare a citizens' initiative to go to Arizona voters in 2004 that would propose change in the State
laws that apply to State Trust lands. The benefit to Scottsdale is that the cost of a large part of the State Trust land
Scottsdale is interested in acquiring, could be much less expensive. | strongly encourage you to get involved with the
effort to change State law. You can get more information by contacting Carla of the McDowell Sonoran Land Trust at
preserve@mslt.org or 480-998-7971.

The second approach is Scottsdale must consider, and voters must approve, additional funding. It is anticipated this
funding will need to be in place next year.

Please don't hesitate to contact me if you have any additional questions.



Cafarella, Robert

From: Cafareila, Robert

Sent: Thursday, March 28, 2002 10:40 AM
To: 'PHXGRPINTL@aol.com'

Subject: State Lands Follow up

Joan and Steve, first thanks for attending the open house. | wanted to follow up on your comment card.

I believe it fair to say most agree Lone Mountain Parkway should be removed from the General Plan, We have strongly
suggested this to the State in preliminary meetings we have had with them.

Regarding your other comment to preserve the land around Legend Trails. The intent of the City Council is to preserve
all of the State Trust land. Citizens have expressed strong support for this over the years. There is a process to get to
the preservation of the land.

As you probably are aware, the city petitioned the State back in 1998, to reclassify all 16,600 acres of State land in the
area as suitable for conservation. In late 2001, the State Land Commissioner issued an Order reclassifying all but
approximately 3,500 acres as suitable for conservation.

The land that is the subject of the update of the General Plan that the open house was about, is this 3,500 acres of State
Trust land. As you saw at the meeting, the existing General Plan shows a range of uses for this 3,500+ acres. The
existing land use plan was developed back in the 1980s. Much has changed in Scottsdale since then. The purpose of
the update is to consider modifications to the General Plan Map to reflect the these changes. The issue with Lone
Mountain Parkway is a good example of things that have changed over time. It was considered an important
transportation improvement when the plan for this area was developed.

The modifications to the General Plan that are developed through this process will not (cannot) show the 3500+ as open
space. An economical use needs to be indicated. The city's purpose is to modify the existing General Plan to be more
consistent with citizens' desires in this area, while providing the State with an acceptable, defensible land use plan for the
land.

The City Council is committed to acquiring all the State Trust land in the planned Preserve boundary, including the 3,500
+ acres that were not reclassified. The land use shown on the General Plan Map through this process and the city's
interest in acquiring the land, need to be kept separate.

How will the land be preserved. As you know, Scottsdale voters approved a .2% sales tax increase in 1995 to purchase
land within a 16,460 acre geographic area (generally the McDowell Mountains and surrounding desert). In 1998
Scottsdale voters approved an expansion in the geographic area, adding 19,000 acres, where the sales tax could be
used to acquire land for the Preserve. There was not a concurrent request for additional funding. The city has been
using proceeds from the 1995 tax to purchase thousands of acres of private land in the expanded boundary. The
existing tax has been stretched through extreme creativity and tough negotiations with land owners as far as it can go.
There is not capacity in the existing tax to purchase most of the State Trust land in the expanded boundary..

A two prong approach will be used to overcome the funding shortfall. First, there is a statewide effort by a broad mix of
interest groups to prepare a citizens' initiative to go to Arizona voters in 2004 that would propose change in the State
laws that apply to State Trust lands. The benefit to Scottsdale is that the cost of a large part of the State Trust land
Scottsdale is interested in acquiring, could be much less expensive. 1 strongly encourage you to get involved with the
effort to change State law. You can get more information by contacting Carla of the McDowell Sonoran Land Trust at
preserve@msit.org or 480-998-7971.

The second approach is Scottsdale must consider, and voters must approve, additional funding. It is anticipated this
funding will need to be in place next year.

Please don't hesitate to contact me if you have any additional questions.



Cafarella, Robert

From: Cafarella, Robert

Sent: Thursday, March 28, 2002 10:21 AM
To: 'jdeplanche@aol.com'

Subject: State Lands Foliow up

John and Mary, first thanks for attending the open house. | wanted to follow up on your comment card.

It is the intent of the City Council to acquire ail of the State Trust land for inclusion in the McDowell Sonoran Preserve.
Citizens have expressed strong support for this over the years. There is a process to get to the preservation of the land.

As you probably are aware, the city petitioned the State back in 1898, to reclassify all 16,600 acres of State land in the
area as suitable for conservation. in late 2001, the State Land Commissioner issued an Order reclassifying all but
approximately 3,500 acres as suitable for conservation.

The iand that is the subject of the update of the General Plan that the open house was about, is this 3,500 acres of State
Trust land. As you saw at the meeting, the existing General Plan shows a range of uses for this 3,500+ acres. The
existing land use plan was developed back in the 1980s. Much has changed in Scottsdale since then. The purpose of
the update is to consider modifications to the General Plan Map to reflect the these changes.

The modifications to the General Plan that are developed through this process will not (cannot) show the 3500+ as open
space. An economical use needs to be indicated. The city's purpose is to modify the existing General Plan to be more
consistent with citizens' desires in this area, while providing the State with an acceptable, defensible land use plan for the
land.

The City Council is committed to acquiring all the State Trust land in the planned Preserve boundary, including the 3,500
+ acres that were not reclassified. The land use shown on the General Plan Map through this process and the city's
interest in acquiring the land, need to be kept separate.

How will the land be preserved. As you know, Scottsdale voters approved a .2% sales tax increase in 1895 to purchase
land within a 16,460 acre geographic area (generally the McDowell Mountains and surrounding desert). In 1898
Scottsdale voters approved an expansion in the geographic area, adding 18,000 acres, where the sales tax could be
used to acquire land for the Preserve. There was not a concurrent request for additional funding. The city has been
using proceeds from the 1995 tax to purchase thousands of acres of private land in the expanded boundary. The
existing tax has been stretched through extreme creativity and tough negotiations with land owners as far as it can go.
There is not capacity in the existing tax to purchase most of the State Trust land in the expanded boundary..

A two prong approach will be used to overcome the funding shortfall. First, there is a statewide effort by a broad mix of
interest groups to prepare a citizens' initiative to go to Arizona voters in 2004 that would propose change in the State
laws that apply to State Trust lands. The benefit to Scottsdale is that the cost of a large part of the State Trust tand
Scottsdale is interested in acquiring, could be much less expensive. 1 strongly encourage you to get involved with the
effort to change State law. You can get more information by contacting Carla of the McDowell Sonoran Land Trust at
preserve@msit.org or 480-998-7971.

The second approach is Scottsdale must consider, and voters must approve, additional funding. It is anticipated this
funding will need to be in place next year.

Please don't hesitate to contact me if you have any additional questions.



Cafarella, Robert

From: Cafarella, Robert

Sent: Thursday, March 28, 2002 10:12 AM
To: 'dabasinger@mindspring.com’
Subject: State Lands Foliow up

Dan, first thanks for attending the open house. | wanted to follow up on your comment card.

It is the strong intent of the City Council to acquire all of the State Trust fand so it can be preserved in a natural state.
Citizens have expressed strong support for this over the years. There is a process to get to the preservation of the land.

As you probably are aware, the city petitioned the State back in 1998, to reciassify all 16,600 acres of State land in the
area as suitable for conservation. In late 2001, the State Land Commissioner issued an Order reclassifying all but
approximately 3,500 acres as suitable for conservation.

The land that is the subject of the update of the General Plan that the open house was about, is this 3,500 acres of State
Trust land. As you saw at the meeting, the existing General Plan shows a range of uses for this 3,500+ acres. The
existing land use plan was developed back in the 1980s. Much has changed in Scottsdale since then.

The purpose of the update is to consider modifications to the General Plan Map to reflect these changes. There will not
be any changes to the existing zoning on this land through this process. Existing zoning of 1 home per five acres in
some locations, 1 home per three acres in other areas, and 1 home per one acre in still other areas will remain. Through
this process, only the land uses shown in the General Plan will be modified for the reasons explained above.

Please don't hesitate to contact me if you have any additional questions.



Cafarelia, Robert

From: Cafarella, Robert

Sent: Thursday, March 28, 2002 10:03 AM
To: 'hutchisonj@aol.com’

Subject: State Lands Follow up

John, first, thanks for taking the time to attend the open house. | wanted to follow up on your comment card. | forwarded
your comments regarding Pima Road to Transportation Department staff.

if you have any additional questions or comments on the open house topics please do not hesitate to contact me.
Thanks for your interest.



Cafarella, Robert
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From: Cafarelia, Robert

Sent: Thursday, March 28, 2002 9:58 AM
To: 'LowellLptw@aol.com’

Subject: RE: State Lands Follow up

Lowell, an economical use would be residential. The key is it would be inappropriate and
illegal to show the State land on the General Plan as open space, even though the intent
of the city is to acquire the land and keep it as open space. The city's desire to
preserve the land does not justify reducing its value through the General Plan process.

----- Original Message--~—-

From: LowellLptwfaol.com [mailto:Lowelllptw@aol.com]
Sent: Thursday, March 28, 2002 8:24 AM

To: rcafarella@ci.scottsdale.az.us

Subject: State Lands Follow up

Thanks, Bob, for your 3/27 followup on the comment card I left at the Legend
Trails Open House:; and for your explanation of the situation on the 3500
acres. Your statement that "An economical use needs to be indicated" for the
acreage ~ could you give me a "for instance”? I don't know what choices
might exist.

Lowell



Cafarella, Robert
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From: Cafarelia, Robert

Sent: Thursday, March 28, 2002 9:52 AM
To: ‘cko88@aol.com'’

Subject: State Lands Follow up

Carolyn, first thanks for attending the open house. | wanted to follow up on your comment card.

The intent of the City Council is to preserve all of the State Trust land. Citizens have expressed strong support for this
over the years. There is a process to get to the preservation of the land.

As you probably are aware, the city petitioned the State back in 1998, to reclassify all 16,600 acres of State land in the
area as suitable for conservation. In late 2001, the State Land Commissioner issued an Order reclassifying all but
approximately 3,500 acres as suitable for conservation.

The land that is the subject of the update of the General Plan that the open house was about, is this 3,500 acres of State
Trust land. As you saw at the meeting, the existing General Plan shows a range of uses for this 3,500+ acres. The
existing land use plan was developed back in the 1980s. Much has changed in Scottsdale since then. The purpose of
the update is to consider modifications to the General Plan Map to reflect the these changes.

The modifications to the General Plan that are developed through this process will not (cannot) show the 3500+ as open
space. An economical use needs to be indicated. The city’s purpose is to modify the existing General Plan to be more
consistent with citizens' desires in this area, while providing the State with an acceptable, defensible land use plan for the
land.

The City Council is committed to acquiring all the State Trust land in the planned Preserve boundary, including the 3,500
+ acres that were not reclassified. The land use shown on the General Plan Map through this process and the city's
interest in acquiring the land, need to be kept separate.

How will the land be preserved. As you know, Scottsdale voters approved a .2% sales tax increase in 1995 to purchase
land within a 16,460 acre geographic area (generally the McDowell Mountains and surrounding desert). In 1998
Scottsdale voters approved an expansion in the geographic area, adding 19,000 acres, where the sales tax could be
used to acquire land for the Preserve. There was not a concurrent request for additional funding. The city has been
using proceeds from the 1995 tax to purchase thousands of acres of private land in the expanded boundary. The
existing tax has been stretched through extreme creativity and tough negotiations with tand owners as far as it can go.
There is not capacity in the existing tax to purchase most of the State Trust land in the expanded boundary..

A two prong approach will be used to overcome the funding shortfail. First, there is a statewide effort by a broad mix of
interest groups to prepare a citizens' initiative to go to Arizona voters in 2004 that would propose change in the State
laws that apply to State Trust lands. The benefit to Scottsdale is that the cost of a large part of the State Trust land
Scotisdale is interested in acquiring, could be much less expensive. | strongly encourage you to get involved with the
effort to change State law. You can get more information by contacting Carla of the McDowell Sonoran Land Trust at
preserve@msit.org or 480-998-7971.

The second approach is Scottsdale must consider, and voters must approve, additional funding. It is anticipated this
funding will need to be in place next year.

Please don't hesitate to contact me if you have any additional questions.



Cafarella, Robert

From: Cafarella, Robert

Sent: Wednesday, March 27, 2002 2:00 PM
To: 'AHCown@concentric.net'

Subject: Stat Lands Follow up

Ardie, | wanted to wait a few days to give the appropriate staff an opportunity to make contact with you regarding the
issue you raised to me a the meeting Thursday. If | do not hear from you about that, | will assume you have been
contacted.

| also wanted to say that | have passed on your question regarding the widening of Dynamite Boulevard to staff in the
Transportation Department. | do know the added traffic from Scottsdale National will be considerably less given the
Council's action to greatly reduce the number of housing units that can be built on the land.

If you have any additional questions please do not hesitate to contact me.



Cafarella, Robert
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From: Cafarella, Robert

Sent: Wednesday, March 27, 2002 1:54 PM

To: 'HedgesP9@aol.com’

Subject: State Lands Follow up

Gary, first thanks for attending the open house. | wanted to follow up on your comment card.

| believe it fair to say most agree Lone Mountain Parkway should be removed from the General Plan. We have strongly
suggested this to the State in preliminary meetings we have had with them.

Regarding your other comment that all the land should be preserved. That is the intent of the City Council. Citizens
have expressed strong support for this over the years. There is a process to get to the preservation of the land.

As you probably are aware, the city petitioned the State back in 1998, to reclassify all 16,600 acres of State land in the
area as suitable for conservation. In late 2001, the State Land Commissioner issued an Order reclassifying all but
approximately 3,500 acres as suitable for conservation.

The land that is the subject of the update of the General Plan that the open house was about, is this 3,500 acres of State
Trust land. As you saw at the meeting, the existing General Plan shows a range of uses for this 3,500+ acres. The
existing land use plan was developed back in the 1880s. Much has changed in Scottsdale since then. The purpose of
the update is to consider modifications to the General Plan Map to reflect the these changes. The issue with Lone
Mountain Parkway is a good example of things that have changed over time. It was considered an important
transportation improvement when the plan for this area was developed.

The modifications to the General Plan that are developed through this process will not (cannot) show the 3500+ as open
space. An economical use needs to be indicated. The city's purpose is to modify the existing General Plan to be more
consistent with citizens' desires in this area, while providing the State with an acceptable, defensible land use plan for the
land.

The City Council is committed to acquiring all the State Trust land in the planned Preserve boundary, including the 3,500
+ acres that were not reclassified. The land use shown on the General Plan Map through this process and the city's
interest in acquiring the land, need to be kept separate.

How will the Jand be preserved. As you know, Scottsdale voters approved a .2% sales tax increase in 1995 to purchase
land within a 16,460 acre geographic area (generally the McDowell Mountains and surrounding desert). In 1998
Scottsdale voters approved an expansion in the geographic area, adding 19,000 acres, where the sales tax could be
used to acquire land for the Preserve. There was not a concutrent request for additional funding. The city has been
using proceeds from the 1985 tax to purchase thousands of acres of private land in the expanded boundary. The
existing tax has been stretched through extreme creativity and tough negotiations with land owners as far as it can go.
There is not capacity in the existing tax to purchase most of the State Trust land in the expanded boundary..

A two prong approach will be used to overcome the funding shortfall. First, there is a statewide effort by a broad mix of
interest groups to prepare a citizens' initiative to go to Arizona voters in 2004 that would propose change in the State
laws that apply to State Trust lands. The benefit to Scottsdale is that the cost of a large part of the State Trust land
Scottsdale is interested in acquiring, could be much less expensive. 1 strongly encourage you to get involved with the
effort to change State law. You can get more information by contacting Carla of the McDowell Sonoran Land Trust at
preserve@msit.org or 480-998-7971.

The second approach is Scottsdale must consider, and voters must approve, additional funding. It is anticipated this
funding will need to be in place next year.

Please don't hesitate to contact me if you have any additional questions.



Cafarella, Robert

From: Cafarella, Robert

Sent: Wednesday, March 27, 2002 1:47 PM
To: ‘greenh@aol.com’

Subject: State Lands Follow up

Don, first thanks for attending the open house. | wanted to follow up on your comment card.

I believe it fair to say most agree commercial at the corner of Pima/Stagecoach Pass is not an appropriate land use
given the evolution of land use in the area. We have strongly suggested this to the State in preliminary meetings we
have had with them. We also have heard very clearly from citizens that Lone Mountain Parkway should be removed
from the General Plan.

As you probably are aware, the city petitioned the State back in 1998, to reclassify all 16,800 acres of State land in the
area as suitable for conservation. In late 2001, the State Land Commissioner issued an Order reclassifying all but
approximately 3,500 acres as suitable for conservation.

The land that is the subject of the update of the General Plan that the open house was about, is this 3,500 acres of State
Trust land. As you saw at the meeting, the existing General Plan shows a range of uses for this 3,500+ acres, including
commercial at the Pima/Stagecoach Pass intersection and Lone Mountain Parkway. The existing land use plan was
developed back in the 1880s. Much has changed in Scottsdale since then. The purpose of the update is to consider
modifications to the General Plan Map to reflect these changes. The issue with commercial at the Pima/Stagecoach
Pass intersection is a good example of things that have changed over time.

The modifications to the General Plan that are developed through this process will not (cannot) show the 3500+ as open
space. An economical use needs to be indicated. The city's purpose is to modify the existing General Plan to be more
consistent with citizens' desires in this area, while providing the State with an acceptable, defensibie land use plan for the
land.

The City Council is committed to acquiring all the State Trust land in the planned Preserve boundary, including the 3,500
+ acres that were not reclassified. The land use shown on the General Plan Map through this process and the city's
interest in acquiring the land, need to be kept separate.,

If you have any additional questions please don not hesitate to contact me.



Cafarella, Robert
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From: Cafarella, Robert

Sent: Wednesday, March 27, 2002 1:52 PM

To: ‘Tpmbuck2@aol.com’

Subject: State Lands Follow up

Tim, first thanks for attending the open house. | wanted to follow up on your comment card.

Regarding your comment that all the land south of Legend Trails and east of Pima should be preserved. That is the
intent of the City Council. Citizens have expressed strong support for this over the years. There is a process to get to
the preservation of the land.

As you probably are aware, the city petitioned the State back in 1998, to reclassify all 16,600 acres of State land in the
area as suitable for conservation. in late 2001, the State Land Commissioner issued an Order reclassifying all but
approximately 3,500 acres as suitable for conservation.

The land that is the subject of the update of the General Plan that the open house was about, is this 3,500 acres of State
Trust land. As you saw at the meeting, the existing General Plan shows a range of uses for this 3,500+ acres. The
existing land use plan was developed back in the 1980s. Much has changed in Scottsdale since then. The purpose of
the update is to consider modifications to the General Plan Map to reflect the these changes.

The modifications to the General Plan that are developed through this process will not (cannot) show the 3500+ as open
space. An economical use needs to be indicated. The city's purpose is to modify the existing General Plan to be more
consistent with citizens' desires in this area, while providing the State with an acceptable, defensible land use plan for the
land.

The City Council is committed to acquiring all the State Trust land in the planned Preserve boundary, including the 3,500
+ acres that were not reclassified. The land use shown on the General Plan Map through this process and the city's
interest in acquiring the land, need to be kept separate.

How will the land be preserved. As you know, Scottsdale voters approved a .2% sales tax increase in 1995 to purchase
land within a 16,460 acre geographic area (generally the McDowell Mountains and surrounding desert). In 1998
Scottsdale voters approved an expansion in the geographic area, adding 19,000 acres, where the sales tax could be
used to acquire land for the Preserve. There was not a concurrent request for additional funding. The city has been
using proceeds from the 1995 tax to purchase thousands of acres of private land in the expanded boundary. The
existing tax has been stretched through extreme creativity and tough negotiations with land owners as far as it can go.
There is not capacity in the existing tax to purchase most of the State Trust land in the expanded boundary..

A two prong approach will be used to overcome the funding shortfall. First, there is a statewide effort by a broad mix of
interest groups to prepare a citizens' initiative to go to Arizona voters in 2004 that would propose change in the State
laws that apply to State Trust lands. The benefit to Scottsdale is that the cost of a large part of the State Trust land
Scottsdale is interested in acquiring, could be much less expensive. | strongly encourage you to get involved with the
effort to change State law. You can get more information by contacting Caria of the McDowell Sonoran Land Trust at
preserve@msit.org or 480-998-7971. :

The second approach is Scottsdale must consider, and voters must approve, additional funding. It is anticipated this
funding will need to be in place next year.

Please don't hesitate to contact me if you have any additional questions.



Cafarella, Robert
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From: Cafarella, Robert
Sent: Wednesday, March 27, 2002 11:39 AM
To: '‘Nance827@aol.com'
Subject: State Lands Follow up

Nancy, first thanks for attending the open house. | wanted to foliow up on your comment card.

| believe it fair to say most agree Lone Mountain Parkway should be removed from the General Plan. We have strongly
suggested this to the State in preliminary meetings we have had with them.

Regarding your other comment that all the land should be preserved. That is the intent of the City Council. Citizens
have expressed strong support for this gver the years. There is a process to get to the preservation of the land.

As you probably are aware, the city petitioned the State back in 1998, to reclassify all 16,800 acres of State land in the
area as suitable for conservation. In late 2001, the State Land Commissioner issued an Order reclassifying all but
approximately 3,500 acres as suitable for conservation.

The land that is the subject of the update of the General Plan that the open house was about, is this 3,500 acres of State
Trust land. As you saw at the meeting, the existing General Plan shows a range of uses for this 3,500+ acres. The
existing land use plan was developed back in the 1980s. Much has changed in Scottsdale since then. The purpose of
the update is to consider modifications to the General Plan Map to reflect the these changes. The issue with Lone
Mountain Parkway is a good example of things that have changed over time. It was considered an important
transportation improvement when the pian for this area was developed.

The modifications to the General Plan that are developed through this process will not (cannot) show the 3500+ as open
space. An economical use needs to be indicated. The city's purpose is to modify the existing General Plan to be more
consistent with citizens' desires in this area, while providing the State with an acceptable, defensible land use plan for the
land.

The City Council is committed to acquiring all the State Trust land in the planned Preserve boundary, including the 3,500
+ acres that were not reclassified. The land use shown on the General Plan Map through this process and the city's
interest in acquiring the land, need to be kept separate.

How will the land be preserved. As you know, Scottsdale voters approved a .2% sales tax increase in 1995 to purchase
land within a 16,460 acre geographic area (generally the McDowell Mountains and surrounding desert). In 1998
Scottsdale voters approved an expansion in the geographic area, adding 19,000 acres, where the sales tax could be
used to acquire land for the Preserve. There was not a concurrent request for additional funding. The city has been
using proceeds from the 1995 tax to purchase thousands of acres of private land in the expanded boundary. The
existing tax has been stretched through extreme creativity and tough negotiations with land owners as far as it can go.
There is not capacity in the existing tax to purchase most of the State Trust land in the expanded boundary..

A two prong approach will be used to overcome the funding shortfall. First, there is a statewide effort by a broad mix of
interest groups to prepare a citizens' initiative to go to Arizona voters in 2004 that would propose change in the State
laws that apply to State Trust lands. The benefit to Scottsdale is that the cost of a large part of the State Trust land
Scottsdale is interested in acquiring, could be much less expensive. | strongly encourage you to get involved with the
effort to change State iaw. You can get more information by contacting Carla of the McDowell Sonoran Land Trust at
preserve@mslt.org or 480-998-7971.

The second approach is Scottsdale must consider, and voters must approve, additional funding. It is anticipated this
funding will need to be in place next year.

Please don't hesitate to contact me if you have any additionat questions.



Cafarella, Robert
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From: Cafareilla, Robert
Sent: Wednesday, March 27, 2002 11:31 AM
To: ‘WTMerrill@Hotmail.com'
Subject: State Lands Follow up

Will, first thanks for attending the open house.

In response to your questions, there continues to be dialogue in the Preserve Commission regarding an additional access
area for the planned Preserve near Legend Trails. One of the key considerations has been finding a suitable location.
Existing residents have not been supportive of one along Stagecoach Pass Road, and finding a location off of Pima has
been difficult. The Commission does not want to create an access area in a location where there has not been
disturbance of the desert. This is a reason there are few trails near Pima Road south of Legend Trails. This area is
extremely lush and pristine. All of these reasons limit options.



Cafarella, Robert

—
From: Cafarella, Robert

Sent: Wednesday, March 27, 2002 11:03 AM
To: 'lynns3737@aol.com’

Subject: Follow up

Lynn, first, thanks for taking the time to attend the open house.

| wanted to wait a few days to give the appropriate staff an opportunity to make contact with you regarding the issue you
raised to me a the meeting Thursday. If | do not hear from you, | will assume you have been contacted.

if you have any additional questions on the general plan amendment do not hesitate to contact me.



Cafarella, Robert

i . NSO
From: Cafarella, Robert
Sent: Wednesday, March 27, 2002 10:58 AM
To: 'paigeharper@totaltraffic.com’
Subject: State Lands Follow up

Paige, first thanks for attending the open house. | wanted to follow up on your comment card.

| believe it fair to say most agree Lone Mountain Parkway should be removed from the General Plan. We have strongly
suggested this to the State in preliminary meetings we have had with them.

Regarding your other comment that all the land should be preserved. That is the intent of the City Council. Citizens
have expressed strong support for this over the years. There is a process to get to the preservation of the land.

As you probably are aware, the city petitioned the State back in 1998, to reclassify all 16,600 acres of State land in the
area as suitable for conservation. in late 2001, the State Land Commissioner issued an Order reclassifying all but
approximately 3,500 acres as suitable for conservation.

The land that is the subject of the update of the General Plan that the open house was about, is this 3,500 acres of State
Trust land. As you saw at the meeting, the existing General Plan shows a range of uses for this 3,500+ acres. The
existing land use plan was developed back in the 1980s. Much has changed in Scottsdale since then. The purpose of
the update is to consider modifications to the General Plan Map to reflect the these changes. The issue with Lone
Mountain Parkway is a good example of things that have changed over time. It was considered an important
transportation improverment when the plan for this area was developed.

The modifications to the General Plan that are developed through this process will not (cannot) show the 3500+ as open
space. An economical use needs to be indicated. The city's purpose is to modify the existing General Plan to be more
consistent with citizens' desires in this area, while providing the State with an acceptable, defensible land use plan for the
land.

The City Council is committed to acquiring all the State Trust land in the planned Preserve boundary, including the 3,500
+ acres that were not reclassified. The land use shown on the General Plan Map through this process and the city's
interest in acquiring the land, need to be kept separate.

How will the land be preserved. As you know, Scottsdale voters approved a .2% sales tax increase in 1995 to purchase
land within a 16,460 acre geographic area (generally the McDowell Mountains and surrounding desert). In 1998
Scottsdale voters approved an expansion in the geographic area, adding 19,000 acres, where the sales tax could be
used to acquire land for the Preserve. There was not a concurrent request for additional funding. The city has been
using proceeds from the 1995 tax to purchase thousands of acres of private land in the expanded boundary. The
existing tax has been stretched through extreme creativity and tough negotiations with land owners as far as it can go.
There is not capacity in the existing tax to purchase most of the State Trust land in the expanded boundary..

A two prong approach will be used to overcome the funding shortfall. First, there is a statewide effort by a broad mix of
interest groups to prepare a citizens' initiative to go to Arizona voters in 2004 that would propose change in the State
laws that apply to State Trust lands. The benefit to Scottsdale is that the cost of a large part of the State Trust land
Scottsdale is interested in acquiring, could be much less expensive. | strongly encourage you to get involved with the
effort to change State law. You can get more information by contacting Carla of the McDowell Sonoran Land Trust at
preserve@mslt.org or 480-998-7971.

The second approach is Scottsdale must consider, and voters must approve, additional funding. It is anticipated this
funding will need to be in place next year.

Please don't hesitate to contact me if you have any additional questions.



Cafarella, Robert

From: Cafarella, Robert

Sent: Wednesday, March 27, 2002 10:48 AM
To: 'RayandShirleyJ@att.net'

Subject: State Lands Follow up

Ray and Shirley, first thanks for attending the open house. | wanted to follow up on your comment cards.

| believe it fair to say most agree commercial at the corner of Pima/Stagecoach Pass is not an appropriate land use
given the evolution of land use in the area. We have strongly suggested this to the State in preliminary meetings we
have had with them.

As you probably are aware, the city petitioned the State back in 1998, to reclassify all 16,600 acres of State land in the
area as suitable for conservation. In late 2001, the State Land Commissioner issued an Order reclassifying all but
approximately 3,500 acres as suitable for conservation.

The land that is the subject of the update of the General Plan that the open house was about, is this 3,500 acres of State
Trust land. As you saw at the meeting, the existing General Plan shows a range of uses for this 3,500+ acres, including
commercial at the Pima/Stagecoach Pass intersection. The existing land use plan was developed back in the 1980s.
Much has changed in Scottsdale since then. The purpose of the update is to consider modifications to the General Plan
Map to reflect these changes. The issue with commercial at the Pima/Stagecoach Pass intersection is a good example
of things that have changed over time.

The modifications to the General Plan that are developed through this process will not (cannot) show the 3500+ as open
space. An economical use needs to be indicated. The city's purpose is to modify the existing General Plan to be more
consistent with citizens' desires in this area, while providing the State with an acceptable, defensible land use plan for the
land.

Your comment regarding school funding is one that has been raised by many around the state during the discussion of
developing a citizens' initiative to change the rules regarding State Trust lands. The intent is to make appropriate State
Trust lands easier, from a financial perspective, to preserve. Currently, the State is required by State law to dispose of
State Trust lands for their highest and best use. | strongly encourage you to get involved with the effort to change State
law. You can get more information by contacting Carla of the McDowell Sonoran Land Trust at preserve@msit.org or
480-998-7971.

The City Council is committed to acquiring all the State Trust land in the planned Preserve boundary, including the 3,500
+ acres that were not reclassified. The land use shown on the General Pian Map through this process and the city's
interest in acquiring the land, need to be kept separate.

If you have any additional questions please don not hesitate to contact me.



Cafarella, Robert

From: Cafarella, Robert

Sent: Wednesday, March 27, 2002 10:29 AM
To: 'lowellLptw@aol.com’

Subject: State Lands Follow up

Lowell, first thanks for attending the open house. | wanted to follow up on your comment card.

| believe it fair to say most agree Lone Mountain Parkway should be removed from the General Plan. We have strongly
suggested this to the State in preliminary meetings we have had with them.

Regarding your other comment that all the land should be reclassified as preservation. As you probably are aware, the
city petitioned the State back in 1998, to reclassify ail 16,600 acres of State land in the area as suitable for conservation.
In late 2001, the State Land Commissioner issued an Order reclassifying all but approximately 3,500 acres as suitable for
conservation.

The land that is the subject of the update of the General Plan that the open house was about, is this 3,500 acres of State
Trust land. As you saw at the meeting, the existing General Plan shows a range of uses for this 3,500+ acres. The
existing land use plan was developed back in the 1880s. Much has changed in Scottsdale since then. The purpose of
the update is to consider modifications to the General Plan Map to reflect the these changes. The issue with Lone
Mountain Parkway is a good example of things that have changes over time. It was considered an important
transportation improvement when the plan for this area was developed.

The modifications to the General Plan that are developed through this process will not (cannot) show the 3500+ as open
space. An economical use needs to be indicated. The city's purpose is to modify the existing Generatl Plan to be more
consistent with citizens' desires in this area, while providing the State with an acceptable, defensible land use plan for the
land.

The City Council remains committed to acquiring all the State Trust land in the planned Preserve boundary, including the
3,500+ acres that were not reclassified. The land use shown on the General Plan Map through this process and the city's
interest in acquiring the land, need to be kept separate.

If you have any additional questions please don not hesitate to contact me.



Cafarella, Robert

From: Cafarella, Robert

Sent: Wednesday, March 27, 2002 8:23 AM
To: 'philtrojanowski@aol.com'

Subject: State Lands Question

Phil, first, thanks for taking the time to attend the open house.

In response to your question, the only issue that could stop the Council from purchasing all of the State Trust fand, is a
lack of funding. As you know, Scottsdale voters approved a .2% sales tax increase in 1995 to purchase land within a
16,460 acre geographic area (generally the McDowell Mountains and surrounding desert). In 1998 Scottsdale voters
approved an expansion in the geographic area, adding 19,000 acres, where the sales tax could be used to acquire land
for the Preserve. There was not a concurrent request for additional funding. The city has been using proceeds from the
1995 tax to purchase thousands of acres of private land in the expanded boundary. The existing tax has been stretched
through extreme creativity and tough negotiations with land owners as far as it can go. There is not capacity in the
existing tax to purchase most of the State Trust land in the expanded boundary..

A two prong approach will be used to overcome the funding shortfall. First, there is a statewide effort by a broad mix of
interest groups to prepare a citizens' initiative to go to Arizona voters in 2004 that would propose change in the State
laws that apply to State Trust lands. The benefit to Scottsdale is that the cost of a large part of the State Trust land
Scottsdale is interested in acquiring, could be much less expensive. The second is Scottsdale must consider, and voters
must approve, additional funding. It is anticipated this funding will need to be in place next year.

Please don't hesitate to contact me if you have any additional questions.



Cafarella, Robert

From: Cafarella, Robert

Sent:  Wednesday, June 12, 2002 9:37 AM

To: ‘John Aleo'

Cc: Rick Hess; Jim Heitel; Tony Nelssen; Howard Myers; Linda Fernwait
Subject: RE: State Land/API

John and Tony, I appreciate and respect all the comments the both of you and Jim made in person
and in e-mails. I appreciate your willingness last Friday to provide me an opportunity to outline
the reasoning of staff involved in the preservation effort and in the general plan amendment
effort. It is good we all know where the others are coming from and what the concerns and
aspirations are of those involved in this critical community issue.

It looks unlikely we will be able to get on the same page regarding the general plan amendment
and on how to strategically deal with and approach the State Land Department regarding the
preservation of the 16,600 acres. Concerning the general plan amendment, the Planning
Commission and the City Council will need to make a decision based on the draft plan and the
comments and concerns of the community. Hopefully the decision will be one the Land
Commissioner will support.

From: John Aleo [mailto:jsaleo@msn.com]

Sent: Wednesday, June 12, 2002 8:34 AM

To: Cafarella, Robert

Cc: Rick Hess; Jim Heitel; Tony Nelssen; Howard Myers; Linda Fernwalt
Subject: State Land/API

I have to agree with Tony. The property owners in the Desert Foothills Character Area fought for
over 17 years to have this area classified as rural equestrian; not suburban. For you to assume
that they will accept without protest the suburban or urban classification, you would be making a
mistake. The city council did not have one negative vote against the rural equestrian classification,
because they saw the number of people in the area that supported it.

Everything south of Legend Trails running along the preserve could easily be classified as rural
equestrian. We are not interested in creating opposition to the overall plan. However, when you
have fought over 17 years for something, you are not about to let it go. The assumption that it
doesn't matter because it is going to eventually become preserve away is one that I do not think
the residents up here will accept, especially as we discussed the value being created on the 3500
acs. is a developer's dream. 1 think that Jim Heitel explained that very clearly and accurately.

If the State Land Trust Commissioner truly believed that the 3500 acs. were going to be preserve,
he would compromise to the community's wish. His scheme of separating the 16,000 acs is an
indication that would create suspicion. If he is committed to making the whole 16,000 acs
preserve, he should not care what the zoning classifications are because he then would be
operating in good faith. Your comments about a possible change of policy in 2004, and the fact
that Mr. Anable may not even be in charge shortly after the gubernatorial election would support
our argument for the rural equestrian classification as Tony describes it.

Mr. Anable's tract record of supporting his stable of developers is notorious. His constituents
should be the whole public of the state. The long term need for open space, i.e., API, is what the
whole public community wants. Otherwise, API would have never been passed. Mr. Anable's
concern of what the developer's think should not be part of the equation. In fact, if Mr. Anable
were truly were concerned about the whole public, and wanted to insure that the remaining 3500
acs were to be preserve, he would classify the whole area preserve allowing the City of Scottsdale

6/13/02



to do a partial deeding out process over time with a possible bump in price on the second parcel,
the 3500 acs. Again, his method in this whole process creates justifiable suspicion of his motives
which shouldn't be there if his intent is to make the whole 16,000 acs preserve. Too much of the
taxpayer's money is being wasted on this whole exercise because of his scheme.

T'il bet you that after the 2004 vote what we are discussing now wouid not even be an issue. In
fact, I believe that the public will demand more open space at a nominal cost to the public.
Schemes like Mr. Anable's won't even exist anymore, except for those properties slated only for
development. Maybe, that's the gamble we should take.

If the area has another year of drought, I suspect that the public will be creating strict
conservation of water laws. And, they will possibly put a restriction on high density development
because we are finding out that we are over built for our current water supply; not to mention
other EPA concerns.

I consider you a very intelligent person. I assume that you have great negotiations skills, as well
as infiluence. Why is Mr. Anable so aggressive in increasing the density on the 3500 acs? The only
issue should be how do we transfer ownership of the 16,000 acs to the City of Scottsdaie's
appropriate trust fund in the most economical way not to put a burden on the city. I think that you
are more than capable in figuring out how that can be done.

6/13/02



Cafarella, Robert

From: Cafarella, Robert

Sent: Wednesday, June 12, 2002 4:18 PM
To: ‘Howard Myers'

Subject: RE: State Land/API

Howard, as you are well aware, the objective is to get this general plan amendment behind us
while keeping the the Land Department in a cooperative mindset so we can get on to the critical
issue of putting a strategy together to acquire all 16,600 acres. I think it is apparent the Johns
and the Tonys of the world do not have trust in the city's objectives with respect to this land
general plan amendment or confidence in our abilities to get the job done preserving the land.
While this is frustrating knowing all that has been accomplished despite the naysayers, I'm also
a realist, and if the naysayers are more concerned about protecting their immediate
surroundings at the expense of the bigger picture, that is 0.k. as long as they take ownership of
the resuits.

I can only push forward giving it my best try.

-----Qriginal Message-----

From: Howard Myers [mailto:howard_myers@sensor-tech.com]
Sent: Wednesday, June 12, 2002 12:05 PM

To: Cafarella, Robert

Subject: Re: State Land/API

Bob,

When I brought up this subject at the MSPC meeting, Teresa said she was going to put something
into a report that would address the issue of equestrian use in the "rural” designation. If that is still
true, you may want her to describe to John and Tony what that is and how it would be used in the
event this land is developed. 1 also addressed the issue of density in the land adjacent to the
desert foothills character area, but I didn't get any indication that consideration was being given to
moving some of that density up by Legend Trails.

Howard
"Cafarella, Robert" wrote:

John and Tony, I appreciate and respect all the comments the both of you and Jim
made in person and in e-mails. I appreciate your willingness last Friday to provide me
an opportunity to outline the reasoning of staff involved in the preservation effort and
in the general plan amendment effort. It is good we all know where the others are
coming from and what the concerns and aspirations are of those involved in this critical
community issue. It looks uniikely we will be able to get on the same page regarding
the general plan amendment and on how to strategically deal with and approach the
State Land Department regarding the preservation of the 16,600 acres. Concerning
the general plan amendment, the Planning Commission and the City Council will need
to make a decision based on the draft plan and the comments and concemns of the
community. Hopefully the decision will be one the Land Commissioner will support.
----- Original Message-----

From: John Aleo [mailto:jsaleo@msn.com]

Sent: Wednesday, June 12, 2002 8:34 AM

To: Cafarella, Robert

Cc: Rick Hess; Jim Heitel; Tony Nelssen; Howard Myers; Linda Femwalt

Subject: State Land/API

6/13/02



I have to agree with Tony. The property owners in the Desert Foothills Character Area
fought for over 17 years to have this area classified as rural equestrian; not suburban.
For you to assume that they will accept without protest the suburban or urban
classification, you would be making a mistake. The city council did not have one
negative vote against the rural equestrian classification, because they saw the number
of people in the area that supported it. Everything south of Legend Trails running along
the preserve could easily be classified as rural equestrian. We are not interested in
creating opposition to the overall plan. However, when you have fought over 17 years
for something, you are not about to let it go. The assumption that it doesn't matter
because it is going to eventually become preserve away is one that I do not think the
residents up here will accept, especiaily as we discussed the value being created on the
3500 acs. is a developer's dream. I think that Jim Heitel explained that very clearly
and accurately. If the State Land Trust Commissioner truly believed that the 3500 acs.
were going to be preserve, he would compromise to the community's wish. His
scheme of separating the 16,000 acs is an indication that would create suspicion. If he
is committed to making the whole 16,000 acs preserve, he should not care what the
zoning classifications are because he then would be operating in good faith. Your
comments about a possible change of policy in 2004, and the fact that Mr. Anable may
not even be in charge shortly after the gubernatorial election would support our
argument for the rural equestrian classification as Tony describes it. Mr. Anable's tract
record of supporting his stable of developers is notorious. His constituents should be
the whole public of the state. The long term need for open space, i.e., AP], is what the
whole public community wants. Otherwise, API would have never been passed. Mr.
Anable’s concern of what the developer’s think should not be part of the equation. In
fact, if Mr. Anable were truly were concerned about the whole public, and wanted to
insure that the remaining 3500 acs were to be preserve, he would classify the whole
area preserve allowing the City of Scottsdale to do a partial deeding out process over
time with a possible bump in price on the second parcel, the 3500 acs. Again, his
method in this whole process creates justifiable suspicion of his motives which
shouldn't be there if his intent is to make the whole 16,000 acs preserve. Too much of
the taxpayer's money is being wasted on this whole exercise because of his scheme. I'll
bet you that after the 2004 vote what we are discussing now would not even be an
issue. In fact, I believe that the public will demand more open space at a nominal cost
to the public. Schemes like Mr. Anable's won't even exist anymore, except for those
properties slated only for development. Maybe, that's the gamble we should take. If
the area has another year of drought, I suspect that the public will be creating strict
conservation of water laws. And, they will possibly put a restriction on high density
development because we are finding out that we are over built for our current water
supply; not to mention other EPA concerns. I consider you a very intelligent person. I
assume that you have great negotiations skills, as well as influence. Why is Mr. Anable
S0 aggressive in increasing the density on the 3500 acs? The only issue should be how
do we transfer ownership of the 16,000 acs to the City of Scottsdale’s appropriate trust
fund in the most economical way not to put a burden on the city. I think that you are
more than capable in figuring out how that can be done.

6/13/02



Cafarella, Robert

From: Daniel Basinger [dabasinger@mindspring.com]
Sent:  Sunday, April 28, 2002 10:31 AM

To: Cafarella, Robert

Cc: thuish@ci.scottsdalw.az.us
Subject: April 25 State Lands Meeting
Bob:

Thanks for your time on Tuesday at the Boards & Commission Recognition Event.
To summarize our conversation:

1) | suggested that the General Plan should be changed to reflect the current underlying zoning. (If my memory is
correct, it is all R1-43 or larger lot sizes.)

2) Additionally, you indicated that my following two concerns were already taken care of:
A) Commercial General Plan Classifications should be removed.
B) Elimination of Lone Mountain Road in the preserve.

| would like to see the plan presented at the Belesara n{eeting. If you could forward it via e-mail, | would
appreciate it. If not, | will try to stop by during the week.

Regards,
Dan

Daniel Basinger
dabasinger@mindspring.com
Tel: 480.515.2420

Fax: 480.515.2101

6/13/02



Cafarella, Robert

From: LowellLptw@aol.com

Sent: Thursday, March 28, 2002 8:24 AM
To: rcafarella@ci.scottsdale.az.us
Subject: State Lands Follow up

Thanks, Bob, for your 3/27 followup on the comment card I left at the Legend
Trails Open House: and for your explanation of the situation on the 3500
acres. Your statement that "An economical use needs to be indicated” for the
acreage -~ could you give me a "for instance"? I don't know what choices
might exist.

Lowell



Cafarella, Robert

From: HEDGESP9@aol.com

Sent: Wednesday, March 27, 2002 7:18 PM
To: rcafarella@ci.scottsdale.az.us
Subject: Re: State Lands Follow up

Robert,

I appreciate very much your feedback. It was quite helpful. I will get in
touch with Carla tc see how I can help. Thanks again.



Cafarella, Robert

From: Hutchisonj@aol.com

Sent: Thursday, March 28, 2002 11:31 AM
To: rcafarella@ci.scottsdale.az.us
Subject: Re: State Lands Follow up

Thanks for your reply. I appreciate the time the group was able to spend
with us and to provide more detailed answers to our questions.

John Hutchison



Cafarella, Robert

From: Daniel Basinger [dabasinger@mindspring.com}
Sent: Thursday, March 28, 2002 4:48 PM

To: Cafarella, Robert

Subject: Re: State Lands Follow up

Bob,

Thanks for your reply!

I understand about the current/new General Plan and the zoning issues. My
concern is that if acreage is reclassified to open space that 1 house/acre
will become the default zoning - and as you mentioned, the zoning is more
restrictive now (1 house/3 acre, 1 house/5 acre).

I am also concerned about some of the commercial uses contemplated by the
General Plan. Once these things are set in the GP, it is easier to get
underlying zoning changed.

So, what is the "Highest & Best"™ use of this land? It depends on who is
speaking. Clearly more dense residential and light commercial will provide
more funds to the State Land Trust. It is just as clear that Scottsdale,
and the citizens want the land preserved.

My fear, is that altering the GP to open-space will allow for greater
density, if the City of Scottsdale can not purchase the land on the Land
Commissioner's schedule.

There are some other problems with the GP that should be checked: 1) Lone
Mountain Parkway, 2) Commercial areas near Legend Trails, etc.

But the question remains is that if we alter the GP are we opening ourselves
for unwanted problems, density, and development?

Thanks again for your reply.
Dan

————— Original Message ——----

From: "Cafarella, Robert" <rcafarella@ci.scottsdale.az.us>
To: <dabasinger@mindspring.com>

Sent: Thursday, March 28, 2002 10:12 AM

Subject: State Lands Follow up

Dan, first thanks for attending the open house. I wanted to follow up on
your comment card.

It is the strong intent of the City Council to acquire all of the State
Trust land so it can be preserved in a natural state. Citizens have
expressed strong support for this over the years. There is a process to
get

to the preservation of the land.

VVVVVYV

As you probably are aware, the city petitioned the State back in 1998, to
reclassify all 16,600 acres of State land in the area as suitable for
conservation. In late 2001, the State Land Commissioner issued an Order
reclassifying all but approximately 3,500 acres as suitable for
conservation.

VVVVVVYVVYV

The land that is the subject of the update of the General Plan that the
open



> house was about, is this 3,500 acres of State Trust land. As you saw at
the

> meeting, the existing General Plan shows a range of uses for this 3,500+

> acres. The existing land use plan was developed back in the 1980s. Much
> has changed in Scottsdale since then.

>

> The purpose of the update is to consider modifications to the General Plan
> Map to reflect these changes. There will not be any changes to the
existing

zoning on this land through this process. Existing zoning of 1 home per
five acres in some locations, 1 home per three acres in other areas, and 1
home per one acre in still other areas will remain. Through this process,
only the land uses shown in the General Plan will be modified for the
reasons explained above.

Please don't hesitate to contact me if you have any additional questions.

VVVVVVVYVYV
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Please Sign In
Stato Land / City of Scettsdaie Gpon HousoMeoting
March 21, 2002- 6 - 7:30 p.m.

PLEASE PRINT LEGIBLY -- AND IF AVAILAﬁLE, PLEASE INCLUDE YOUR E-MAIL -- We will
include your address on future communications related to this topic.

Name Mailing address City and Zip Code E-Mail Phone (optional)
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Please Sign Tn
State Land / City of Scettsdale Open HousoMoeting
March 21, 2002-- 6 - 7:30 p.m.

PLEASE PRINT LEGIBLY -- AND IF AVAILABLE, PLEASE INCLUDE YOUR E-MAIL -- We will
include your address on future communications related to this topic.

Name Mailing address City and Zip Code E-Mail Phone (optional)
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Please Sign In .
Planning Systems Bopartment Nelghhorkeod Meeting

March 21, 2002 - 6 p.m, Via Linda Senler Center
PLEASE PRINT LEGIBLY -- AND IF AVAILABLE, PLEASE INCLUDE YOUR E-MAIL -- We will

include your address on future communications related to this topic.
E-Mail Phone (optional)

Name Mailing address Zip Code
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Plesse Sign Tn
State Land / City of Scoltsdale Open HeusoMeoting
March 21, 2002-- 6 - 7:30 p.m.

PLEASE PRINT LEGIBLY -- AND IF AVAILABLE, PLEASE INCLUDE YOUR E-MAIL -- We will
include your address on future communications related to this topic.

Name > Mailing address City and Zip Code E-Mail Phone (optional)
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Plesse Sign T .

March 21, 2002 - 6 p.m., Via Linda Sonior Conter
PLEASE PRINT LEGIBLY -- AND IF AVAILABLE, PLEASE INCLUDE YOUR E-MAIL -- We will

include your address on future communications related to this topic.

Name Mailing address Zip Code E-Mail Phone (optional)
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Please Sign Tn
State Land / City of Scettsdale Open HousoMeeting
March 21, 2002-- 6 - 7:30 p.m.

PLEASE PRINT LEGIBLY -- AND IF AVAILABLE, PLEASE INCLUDE YOUR E-MAIL -- We will
include your address on future communications related to this topic.

Name Mailing address City and Zip Code E-Mail Phone (optional)
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Citizen Notification and Public Involvement Program
109-PA-2002

The City of Scottsdale and the State Land Department are committed to citizen notification and
public involvement and recognize that public participation is an important component of
successful planning and community building. To ensure that this planning process includes early
and ongoing dialogue, the following Citizen Review Plan will be used.:

Contacts and Mail List

Using the City’s Land Information System (LIS), a mailing list of all property owners in Scottsdale
north of the Deer Valley Road alignment was compiled. This list serves as the master list for
mailouts, letters, newsletters, postcards, and the like. The first mailout for a March 21 community
meeting included over 11,000 names. After deleting returned mail and other duplicates, the mail
list currently (April 2002) includes approximately 8,400 names.

In addition to the LIS list, we have compiled an additional notification list from the sign in sheets
of the first community meeting. At this meeting, attendees were asked to sign in on meeting
attendance sheets and also to indicate their preferred method for notification: US Mail, electronic
mail, or telephone, or by citizen initiative in seeking Internet information.

Finally, the City maintains a listing of interested parties for notification of the planning process to
others that may be affected by the application. These include School Districts, the cities of
Phoenix, Tempe, Glendale, and Mesa, the towns of Carefree, Cave Creek, and Fountain Hills, the
Salt River Pima-Maricopa Indian Community, Maricopa County and the Maricopa County Flood
District, AZ State Departments of Commerce and of Transportation, Maricopa Association of
Governments, public utilities and water companies, Arizona State University, the US Bureau of
Reclamation and Department of Energy, as well as interested citizens, property owners, and their
representatives.

Information Availability

Information about this planning process and application is available through community
meetings, the city’s Internet website, through a newsletter created for this process, and through
one on one contacts with any of the principals invoived.

Each community meeting has been (and will be) announced through postcard mailings to the
above referenced mail list.

At the first community meeting on March 21, newsletters were distributed to the attendees.
Several people have asked for packets of newsletters so they could distribute them. These have
been provided as paper copies and as electronic copies. The newsletter is also on the city’s
Internet site at:

www.ci.scottsdale.az.us/communityplan/StateLand-Scottsdale/

Contact information sheets were also provided at the March 21 community meeting, listing City
Planning and Preservation and the State Land Department staff contacts, addresses, telephone
numbers, and email.



Community Meetings
March 21, 2002, 6-7:30 p.m., Legend Trail Community Center, 34575 N. Legend Trail Parkway,
Scottsdale
¢ The first community meeting was held to make people aware that this process was
underway.

April 25, 2002, 6-7:30 p.m., Bellsera Community Center, 7350 Pontebella Drive, Scottsdale
¢ This meeting will present a draft of the proposed General Plan amendment and allow for
dialogue and comment.
May 16, 2002, 6-7:30 p.m., La Mirada Community Center, 8450 E. Pinnacle Peak Road,
Scottsdale

e This meeting will again present an updated draft of the proposed General Plan
amendment, which reflect as best possible the citizen’s comments and suggestions.

City and State Land Department staff will attend neighborhood and community association
meetings to discuss the planning process. Informal meetings have already been held with the
Sincuidados homeowners association and with the Coalition of Pinnacle Peak.

In addition, the McDowell Sonoran Preserve Commission and the Planning Commission will be
given periodic status updates regarding the process, from now through the public hearings.
Public Hearings

Planning Commiission First Hearing, August 21, 2002, location and time to be determined

Planning Commission Action Hearing, September 18, 2002, City Hall Kiva

City Council Hearing, October 28, 2002, City Hall Kiva



You are if A 'ited to an Stagecoach  Pass _ Ro.

OPEN HOUSE

March 21,2002 6-7:30 p.m.

Legend Trail Community Center
34575 N. Legend Trail Parkway

(east of Pima Road on the south side of

Road

Pima

Legend Trail Parkway)

Legend Trail
Parkway

Desert Ridge
Drive

4 Legend Trail Community Center
34575 N Legend Trail Parkway

Please come to learn about a joint planning effort between the State Land
Department and the city of Scottsdale. For the next few months the State and the
City will work together to decide land uses of 3,543 acres of State Trust Land.
State and City staff will be there to answer questions and listen to your ideas.

For more information visit the city’s web site

at www.ci.scottsdale.az.us/preserve or call
Michelle Schossow at (480) 312-7705.
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Dear Citizen:

In the months ahead the City of Scottsdale and the State Land Department will work together to decide
land uses of 3,543 acres of State Trust Land. We’d like your input and ideas during this process. If you
have questions or comments about this planning process or its meeting schedule, please contact us:

by mail:

Tc?resa Huish . Bob Cafarella . GregKeller

City of Scottsdale Planning City of Scottsdale Preservation State Land Department
7447 E. Indian School Rd., Ste.105 7447 E. Indian School Rd., Ste. 300 1616 West Adams
Scousdale, AZ 85251 Scottsdale, AZ 85251 Phoenix, AZ 85007
by email:

thuish@ci.scottsdale.az.us rcafarella@ci.scottsdale.az.us gkeller@lInd.state.az.us
by phone:

480-312-7829 480-312-2577 602-542-2646
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State/City Planning process meeting dates and dates to remember (some are tentative - please call
to confirm):

March 21, 2002 Community Open House

Legend Trail Community Center

34575 N. Legend Trail Parkway, Scottsdale
April 25, 2002 Neighborhood Meeting

Bellasera Community Center

7350 Ponte Bella Dr., Scottsdale
May 16, 2002 Neighborhood Meeting

La Mirada Community Center

8450 E. Pinnacle Peak Rd, Scottsdale

August 21, 2002 Planning Commission Remote Public Hearing
location tbd

September 18, 2002 Planning Commission Public Hearing
City Hall Kiva, 3939 Drinkwater Blvd.

October 28, 2002 City Council Public Hearing

City Hall Kiva, 3939 Drinkwater Blvd.
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