Re_ [EXTERNAL] A note about Papago Park email t....pdf

From:
To:
Cc:
Subject:
Date:

Pilcher, Ericka J
Reynolds, Michael T; Bies, Brandon
Hammond, Katharine (Kate) H; Kirby, Kris M; Putnam, Patrick A; Bolyard, Laura G; Milnor, Adam A
Re: [EXTERNAL] A note about Papago Park email to solicitor
Tuesday, July 7, 2020 9:26:35 PM

Mike and Brandon,
I will check the RTCA database for any past RTCA project work area, and will chat with Laura
Bolyard and Adam Milnor (RTCA Tuscon) to see if they have knowledge of the area, or RTCA
past project work in the area.
We'll be in touch on Wednesday,
Ericka
Ericka Pilcher
RTCA Regional Program Manager
DOI Regions 6, 7, 8
(serving Arizona, Colorado, Montana, New Mexico, Oklahoma, Texas, Utah, Wyoming)
National Park Service
Rivers, Trails & Conservation Assistance Program
12795 W Alameda Parkway
Lakewood, CO 80228
303-969-2855 (office)
720-527-3036 (cell)
www.nps.gov/rtca

From: Reynolds, Michael T
Sent: Tuesday, July 7, 2020 5:31 PM
To: Bies, Brandon
Cc: Hammond, Katharine (Kate) H ; Kirby, Kris M ; Putnam, Patrick A ; Pilcher, Ericka J
Subject: Re: [EXTERNAL] A note about Papago Park email to solicitor

It might be an RTCA Grant recipient in the past. We will ask our southern Arizona folks and
RTCA and get a draft response to you.
Michael Reynolds
NPS Regional Director
Interior Regions 6,7,8
Lakewood, CO
303 969 2503 office
209 347 6500 cell
Sent from mobile

From: Bies, Brandon
Sent: Tuesday, July 7, 2020 4:07:22 PM
To: Reynolds, Michael T
Cc: Hammond, Katharine (Kate) H ; Kirby, Kris M
Subject: Fw: [EXTERNAL] A note about Papago Park email to solicitor

Mike,
Please see below. I don't think there are any NPS interests here, but I don't have any
understanding of whether there is any context to this that I'm missing. Could the region
investigate and then respond appropriately, even if, as the SOL said, it is to say that we have
no interests or formal role here?
Thanks
Brandon
-------------------------------------------------Brandon S. Bies
Deputy Chief of Staff (Acting)
National Park Service
202-439-7330 (cell)
From: Foster, Maureen D
Sent: Tuesday, July 7, 2020 4:52 PM
To: Caminiti, Mariagrazia ; Bies, Brandon
Cc: Milkman, Louise F ; Romanik, Peg A
Subject: Re: [EXTERNAL] A note about Papago Park email to solicitor

I am adding Brandon from the NPS. He can see if someone in the regional office will respond.

__________________________
Maureen D. Foster
Chief of Staff
Office of the Assistant Secretary
for Fish and Wildlife and Parks
Udall Interior Building
1849 C Street, NW; Room 3161
Washington, DC 20240
202.208.5970 (desk)
202.306.3845 (mobile)
202.208.4416 (main)

From: Caminiti, Mariagrazia
Sent: Tuesday, July 7, 2020 4:48 PM
To: Foster, Maureen D
Cc: Milkman, Louise F ; Romanik, Peg A
Subject: FW: [EXTERNAL] A note about Papago Park email to solicitor
Citizen email – Not sure we have a role in this, but if we can forward or respond that we have no
authority(?) -- mg
Mariagrazia Caminiti
Executive Assistant
Office of the Solicitor
1849 C Street, NW, 6352
Washington, DC 20240
Direct: 202-208-3111
Cell: 202-528-0486
WCell: 202-359-2949
From: J. Deal
Sent: Tuesday, July 7, 2020 4:41 PM
To: Caminiti, Mariagrazia
Subject: [EXTERNAL] A note about Papago Park email to solicitor

This email has been received from outside of DOI - Use caution before clicking on
links, opening attachments, or responding.
Ms. Marigrace Caminiti

Thank you for talking to me yesterday. I am deeply distressed with the destruction being
inflicted on Papago Park nearby – one that happened to be DOI lands in times past. Our
local city officials have no respect for the oldest and most historic park in Phoenix. In my
lifetime the area accessible to the public has diminished considerably because city
officials are constantly expanding projects into the native habitat of the park. This latest
outrage – a closed private facility for a 3-billion dollar corporation – is just one more
insult in a long list of misdeeds.
Note that a few years ago the voters passed the Phoenix Preserve Initiative restricting all
development in certain parks. The voters of Tempe, which also received Papago Park
lands, did likewise, to protect those lands. This was necessary to keep little official fingers
away from desert habitat. Unfortunately, the Phoenix-owned lands of Papago Park were
not included in that voter initiative, so the powers that be, at least those in control of
Papago Park, continue to build roads, dump asphalt, move fences, build sheds, and
develop areas which were once native Sonoran flora and fauna.
Perhaps you can suggest to the Solicitor that a NPS official from the Phoenix office talk
to me -- and see for him/herself. I am doing this for my grandchildren and for my
grandfather, who lived next to Papago Park from 1898 to 1908. I am doing this not just
because of the current project, but because the city officials will surely want to take
another bite out of the park as soon as the baseball facility is finished, if they can wait
that long.
Oh yes, the terms of the contract are highly suspicious – the price is chickenfeed and the

terms are inconceivably injurious to the public and taxpayers. If I were a lawyer
working for Phoenix or Scottsdale, I would be embarrassed. Also, take a look at the
photo of the ‘warehouse’ being built at the entrance of the private facility (in the
Solicitor's email). It is not even in the project plan! How in the name of all that is sacred
could anybody do that?
I am writing an email to the Solicitor, which I will send separately. I hope that Mr.
Jorjani will make local city officials do the unthinkable – respect public parks. Please
help me with this effort to stop these people from cutting down palo verde trees and
creosote bushes. The people of Arizona that enjoy desert habitat -- as well as the ground
squirrels, rabbits, lizards, birds and coyotes – say ‘thank you’.
Once again, I appreciate your work. Have a nice evening in these crazy times.
J. Arthur Deal
Jdeal@hotmail.com
602-695-5111

Re_ [EXTERNAL] A note about Papago Park email t...(1).pdf

From:
To:
Subject:
Date:
Attachments:

Pilcher, Ericka J
Milnor, Adam A
Re: [EXTERNAL] A note about Papago Park email to solicitor
Wednesday, July 8, 2020 8:57:34 AM
image.png

That makes sense. Thanks for sharing that bit of info!
Ericka Pilcher
RTCA Regional Program Manager
DOI Regions 6, 7, 8
(serving Arizona, Colorado, Montana, New Mexico, Oklahoma, Texas, Utah, Wyoming)
National Park Service
Rivers, Trails & Conservation Assistance Program
12795 W Alameda Parkway
Lakewood, CO 80228
303-969-2855 (office)
720-527-3036 (cell)
www.nps.gov/rtca

From: Milnor, Adam A
Sent: Wednesday, July 8, 2020 8:55 AM
To: Pilcher, Ericka J ; Putnam, Patrick A
Cc: Bolyard, Laura G
Subject: Re: [EXTERNAL] A note about Papago Park email to solicitor

Ericka (and hi Patrick) -

To my knowledge this hasn't been an active RTCA project. I have limited access to records
right now so I'm unable to check.
Likely the person reached out because from 1914 to 1930 it was "Papago-Saguaro National
Monument" and managed by NPS before being transferred to the municipalities:
https://www.nps.gov/sagu/learn/historyculture/upload/Papago-Saguaro-NM-Brief.pdf
From: Pilcher, Ericka J
Sent: Tuesday, July 7, 2020 8:49 PM
To: Putnam, Patrick A
Cc: Milnor, Adam A ; Bolyard, Laura G
Subject: Re: [EXTERNAL] A note about Papago Park email to solicitor

Hi Patrick,
Nice to e-meet you. I'm the new RTCA program manager (Regions 6,7,8).
I just reached out to Adam Milnor and Laura Bolyard in Tuscon to see if they have knowledge
of the area.

Just relying on our database, it doesn't look like we've done any work in Papago Park but Laura
and Adam may have additional info.
Let's be in touch on Wednesday,
Ericka

Ericka Pilcher
RTCA Regional Program Manager
DOI Regions 6, 7, 8
(serving Arizona, Colorado, Montana, New Mexico, Oklahoma, Texas, Utah, Wyoming)
National Park Service
Rivers, Trails & Conservation Assistance Program
12795 W Alameda Parkway
Lakewood, CO 80228
303-969-2855 (office)
720-527-3036 (cell)
www.nps.gov/rtca

From: Putnam, Patrick A
Sent: Tuesday, July 7, 2020 5:43 PM
To: Reynolds, Michael T ; Bies, Brandon
Cc: Hammond, Katharine (Kate) H ; Kirby, Kris M ; Pilcher, Ericka J
Subject: Re: [EXTERNAL] A note about Papago Park email to solicitor

Hello all, I will look into this tomorrow. Is there a POC with RTCA that I can reach out too? I can
also get with lands to see if we have any interests in this area.

Patrick Putnam
Superintendent
Southern Arizona Office
NPS Region 8
602-350-1291
From: Reynolds, Michael T
Sent: Tuesday, July 7, 2020 4:31 PM
To: Bies, Brandon
Cc: Hammond, Katharine (Kate) H ; Kirby, Kris M ; Putnam, Patrick A ; Pilcher, Ericka J
Subject: Re: [EXTERNAL] A note about Papago Park email to solicitor

It might be an RTCA Grant recipient in the past. We will ask our southern Arizona folks and
RTCA and get a draft response to you.
Michael Reynolds
NPS Regional Director
Interior Regions 6,7,8
Lakewood, CO
303 969 2503 office
209 347 6500 cell
Sent from mobile
From: Bies, Brandon
Sent: Tuesday, July 7, 2020 4:07:22 PM
To: Reynolds, Michael T
Cc: Hammond, Katharine (Kate) H ; Kirby, Kris M
Subject: Fw: [EXTERNAL] A note about Papago Park email to solicitor

Mike,
Please see below. I don't think there are any NPS interests here, but I don't have any
understanding of whether there is any context to this that I'm missing. Could the region
investigate and then respond appropriately, even if, as the SOL said, it is to say that we have
no interests or formal role here?
Thanks
Brandon
-------------------------------------------------Brandon S. Bies
Deputy Chief of Staff (Acting)
National Park Service
202-439-7330 (cell)

From: Foster, Maureen D
Sent: Tuesday, July 7, 2020 4:52 PM
To: Caminiti, Mariagrazia ; Bies, Brandon
Cc: Milkman, Louise F ; Romanik, Peg A
Subject: Re: [EXTERNAL] A note about Papago Park email to solicitor

I am adding Brandon from the NPS. He can see if someone in the regional office will respond.

__________________________
Maureen D. Foster
Chief of Staff
Office of the Assistant Secretary
for Fish and Wildlife and Parks
Udall Interior Building
1849 C Street, NW; Room 3161
Washington, DC 20240
202.208.5970 (desk)
202.306.3845 (mobile)
202.208.4416 (main)

From: Caminiti, Mariagrazia
Sent: Tuesday, July 7, 2020 4:48 PM
To: Foster, Maureen D
Cc: Milkman, Louise F ; Romanik, Peg A
Subject: FW: [EXTERNAL] A note about Papago Park email to solicitor
Citizen email – Not sure we have a role in this, but if we can forward or respond that we have no
authority(?) -- mg
Mariagrazia Caminiti
Executive Assistant
Office of the Solicitor
1849 C Street, NW, 6352
Washington, DC 20240
Direct: 202-208-3111
Cell: 202-528-0486
WCell: 202-359-2949
From: J. Deal
Sent: Tuesday, July 7, 2020 4:41 PM
To: Caminiti, Mariagrazia
Subject: [EXTERNAL] A note about Papago Park email to solicitor

This email has been received from outside of DOI - Use caution before clicking on
links, opening attachments, or responding.

Ms. Marigrace Caminiti

Thank you for talking to me yesterday. I am deeply distressed with the destruction being
inflicted on Papago Park nearby – one that happened to be DOI lands in times past. Our
local city officials have no respect for the oldest and most historic park in Phoenix. In my
lifetime the area accessible to the public has diminished considerably because city
officials are constantly expanding projects into the native habitat of the park. This latest
outrage – a closed private facility for a 3-billion dollar corporation – is just one more
insult in a long list of misdeeds.
Note that a few years ago the voters passed the Phoenix Preserve Initiative restricting all
development in certain parks. The voters of Tempe, which also received Papago Park
lands, did likewise, to protect those lands. This was necessary to keep little official fingers
away from desert habitat. Unfortunately, the Phoenix-owned lands of Papago Park were
not included in that voter initiative, so the powers that be, at least those in control of
Papago Park, continue to build roads, dump asphalt, move fences, build sheds, and
develop areas which were once native Sonoran flora and fauna.
Perhaps you can suggest to the Solicitor that a NPS official from the Phoenix office talk
to me -- and see for him/herself. I am doing this for my grandchildren and for my
grandfather, who lived next to Papago Park from 1898 to 1908. I am doing this not just
because of the current project, but because the city officials will surely want to take
another bite out of the park as soon as the baseball facility is finished, if they can wait
that long.
Oh yes, the terms of the contract are highly suspicious – the price is chickenfeed and the
terms are inconceivably injurious to the public and taxpayers. If I were a lawyer
working for Phoenix or Scottsdale, I would be embarrassed. Also, take a look at the
photo of the ‘warehouse’ being built at the entrance of the private facility (in the
Solicitor's email). It is not even in the project plan! How in the name of all that is sacred
could anybody do that?
I am writing an email to the Solicitor, which I will send separately. I hope that Mr.
Jorjani will make local city officials do the unthinkable – respect public parks. Please
help me with this effort to stop these people from cutting down palo verde trees and
creosote bushes. The people of Arizona that enjoy desert habitat -- as well as the ground
squirrels, rabbits, lizards, birds and coyotes – say ‘thank you’.
Once again, I appreciate your work. Have a nice evening in these crazy times.
J. Arthur Deal
Jdeal@hotmail.com
602-695-5111

Re_ [EXTERNAL] A note about Papago Park email t...(2).pdf

From:
To:
Cc:
Subject:
Date:

Bies, Brandon
Pilcher, Ericka J; Reynolds, Michael T
Hammond, Katharine (Kate) H; Kirby, Kris M; Putnam, Patrick A; Bolyard, Laura G; Milnor, Adam A
Re: [EXTERNAL] A note about Papago Park email to solicitor
Wednesday, July 8, 2020 9:04:37 AM

All,
The solicitor forwarded me a second message that they received from the same individual. I
have pasted it below and attached a pic that was included.
From my cursory review, this looks like a Lands issue.
Thanks
Brandon
July 7, 2020
Mr. Daniel Jorjani,
Solicitor
Department of the Interior
Dear Sir:

On May 5th I contacted the Department of the Interior to request that it investigate the
misuse of Papago Park lands formerly belonging to the US Government under the
jurisdiction of your department. These lands were ceded to local city governments, as the
DOI often does, with deed restrictions that state “that the lands so granted will be used for
municipal, park, recreation, or public-convenience purposes”. This mandate had been
painfully violated by the construction of a private, enclosed, restricted-access corporate
facility in the Park.
On June 11th, I received an email from an employee of the DOI wanting to talk about my
allegations. I responded on June 22, providing more details. On June 23rd I was informed
that the case was closed and that there would be no investigation (fyi, Case# OI-HQ-20-

0566-G). On June 24th I was told that my complaint “does not appear to have a DOI nexus.
Pagago Park is not under the control or supervision of DOI.”. That, I must admit, it true.
Lands that are sold or donated are usually no longer under the control of the seller.
I respectfully request that the Depart of the Interior reexamine the case and avail itself of
its prerogative to verify compliance with its stated mandate. I feel that the case requires a
broader and more authoritative perspective. I believe the integrity of the DOI and its long
history of protecting federal lands – particularly those of the National Park System, are in
jeopardy if third parties are allowed to blatantly violate restrictive covenants on former
NPS lands.
By law, your Department has the right to investigate this case. When it is a matter of the

abuse and destruction of park lands, I believe the right to investigate mandates the
obligation to do so. The federal authorities – now long dead – who transferred the park to
local entities in 1964 understood the need to make it absolutely clear not only that the
lands were to be used as a park, but that there would be grave consequences in the event
of non-compliance. I quote from the deed of sale: “The grantee agrees that a
representative or a committee representing the United States of America may inspect
Papago Park at any time for the purpose of determining whether stipulations and
conditions here in set forth are being complied with”.
This present case is just one more item in a long list of dubious “improvements” inflicted
on Papago Park which always result in less park. I have sent dozens of emails to local
officials about the financial and contractual irregularities of this project -- not to mention
the ethical failings of giving part of a public park to a for-profit company – but it seems that
complaining to the cities of Phoenix and Scottsdale about the mischief being done by the
cities of Phoenix and Scottsdale is as productive as talking to my dog. I have even implied
that I would accept this facility if the City of Phoenix would formally commit to a “no build”
policy within a specified area of the park. I was ignored. That sad fact shows the extent of
the problem; local city officials obviously don’t give a damn about the park nor do they
have any fear of rebuke.
Before I continue, I would like to call your attention to the attached photo taken this week.
Please notice the ugly, square gray building in the picture. This is part of the private
baseball training facility being built in Papago Park, but it is not in the diagrams or plans for
the project. They built it because they can, just like they are building on 42 instead of 36.75
acres specified in the contract. Oh yes, that eyesore in the picture -- which has the elegance
and grace of a used tire warehouse -- is on main road at the entrance to the facility. Notice
how well it blends in with the Sonoran desert landscape in the background.
I have done extensive legal research into deed restrictions and it seems that unless
contrary to Civil Rights legislation or if there is a long history of violations, they are always
enforceable, including all cases in which NPS lands were transferred to third parties. Note
that the NPS website – referring to the 170,000 acres transferred to state and local
governments since 1947 -- proclaims that those lands are a “public benefit conveyance
(and) must be used for public park and recreational use in perpetuity”. In one case,
Rockingham County wanted to take one acre of former NPS lands to build a public daycare
center. It was only able to do so after the US Congress passed legislation (Public Law 101479) removing the deed restrictions on a parcel of that land. Even when a public park has
no deed restriction, it has been ruled (Smith v. City of Westfield) that “once land is
permanently dedicated for such use to the benefit of the general public, the public obtains
an interest in the land, which is irrevocable”. Deed restriction are serious business, except
for officials in Phoenix and Scottsdale.
I will continue to oppose the destruction of Papago Park. I have limited financial resources,
but my planned next step is to seek an injunction. I believe I have more than sufficient
material to bring this issue before a court. Even if the DOI recluses itself, I will try to see

that the deed restrictions are respected and that public lands are available for use by the
public. If legal precedent is any indication, I might even prevail. If not, then there will be a
legal precedent for those who believe that deed restrictions on DOI lands are not to be
taken seriously.
Thank you for your attention to this matter.
J. Arthur Deal
Jdeal@hotmail.com
602-695-5111

-------------------------------------------------Brandon S. Bies
Deputy Chief of Staff (Acting)
National Park Service
202-439-7330 (cell)

From: Pilcher, Ericka J
Sent: Tuesday, July 7, 2020 11:26 PM
To: Reynolds, Michael T ; Bies, Brandon
Cc: Hammond, Katharine (Kate) H ; Kirby, Kris M ; Putnam, Patrick A ; Bolyard, Laura G ; Milnor,
Adam A
Subject: Re: [EXTERNAL] A note about Papago Park email to solicitor

Mike and Brandon,
I will check the RTCA database for any past RTCA project work area, and will chat with Laura
Bolyard and Adam Milnor (RTCA Tuscon) to see if they have knowledge of the area, or RTCA
past project work in the area.
We'll be in touch on Wednesday,
Ericka
Ericka Pilcher
RTCA Regional Program Manager
DOI Regions 6, 7, 8
(serving Arizona, Colorado, Montana, New Mexico, Oklahoma, Texas, Utah, Wyoming)
National Park Service
Rivers, Trails & Conservation Assistance Program
12795 W Alameda Parkway
Lakewood, CO 80228
303-969-2855 (office)
720-527-3036 (cell)

www.nps.gov/rtca

From: Reynolds, Michael T
Sent: Tuesday, July 7, 2020 5:31 PM
To: Bies, Brandon
Cc: Hammond, Katharine (Kate) H ; Kirby, Kris M ; Putnam, Patrick A ; Pilcher, Ericka J
Subject: Re: [EXTERNAL] A note about Papago Park email to solicitor

It might be an RTCA Grant recipient in the past. We will ask our southern Arizona folks and
RTCA and get a draft response to you.
Michael Reynolds
NPS Regional Director
Interior Regions 6,7,8
Lakewood, CO
303 969 2503 office
209 347 6500 cell
Sent from mobile
From: Bies, Brandon
Sent: Tuesday, July 7, 2020 4:07:22 PM
To: Reynolds, Michael T
Cc: Hammond, Katharine (Kate) H ; Kirby, Kris M
Subject: Fw: [EXTERNAL] A note about Papago Park email to solicitor

Mike,
Please see below. I don't think there are any NPS interests here, but I don't have any
understanding of whether there is any context to this that I'm missing. Could the region
investigate and then respond appropriately, even if, as the SOL said, it is to say that we have
no interests or formal role here?
Thanks
Brandon
-------------------------------------------------Brandon S. Bies
Deputy Chief of Staff (Acting)
National Park Service
202-439-7330 (cell)
From: Foster, Maureen D
Sent: Tuesday, July 7, 2020 4:52 PM
To: Caminiti, Mariagrazia ; Bies, Brandon

Cc: Milkman, Louise F ; Romanik, Peg A
Subject: Re: [EXTERNAL] A note about Papago Park email to solicitor

I am adding Brandon from the NPS. He can see if someone in the regional office will respond.

__________________________
Maureen D. Foster
Chief of Staff
Office of the Assistant Secretary
for Fish and Wildlife and Parks
Udall Interior Building
1849 C Street, NW; Room 3161
Washington, DC 20240
202.208.5970 (desk)
202.306.3845 (mobile)
202.208.4416 (main)

From: Caminiti, Mariagrazia
Sent: Tuesday, July 7, 2020 4:48 PM
To: Foster, Maureen D
Cc: Milkman, Louise F ; Romanik, Peg A
Subject: FW: [EXTERNAL] A note about Papago Park email to solicitor
Citizen email – Not sure we have a role in this, but if we can forward or respond that we have no
authority(?) -- mg
Mariagrazia Caminiti
Executive Assistant
Office of the Solicitor
1849 C Street, NW, 6352
Washington, DC 20240
Direct: 202-208-3111
Cell: 202-528-0486
WCell: 202-359-2949
From: J. Deal
Sent: Tuesday, July 7, 2020 4:41 PM
To: Caminiti, Mariagrazia
Subject: [EXTERNAL] A note about Papago Park email to solicitor

This email has been received from outside of DOI - Use caution before clicking on
links, opening attachments, or responding.
Ms. Marigrace Caminiti

Thank you for talking to me yesterday. I am deeply distressed with the destruction being
inflicted on Papago Park nearby – one that happened to be DOI lands in times past. Our
local city officials have no respect for the oldest and most historic park in Phoenix. In my
lifetime the area accessible to the public has diminished considerably because city
officials are constantly expanding projects into the native habitat of the park. This latest
outrage – a closed private facility for a 3-billion dollar corporation – is just one more
insult in a long list of misdeeds.
Note that a few years ago the voters passed the Phoenix Preserve Initiative restricting all
development in certain parks. The voters of Tempe, which also received Papago Park
lands, did likewise, to protect those lands. This was necessary to keep little official fingers
away from desert habitat. Unfortunately, the Phoenix-owned lands of Papago Park were
not included in that voter initiative, so the powers that be, at least those in control of
Papago Park, continue to build roads, dump asphalt, move fences, build sheds, and
develop areas which were once native Sonoran flora and fauna.
Perhaps you can suggest to the Solicitor that a NPS official from the Phoenix office talk
to me -- and see for him/herself. I am doing this for my grandchildren and for my
grandfather, who lived next to Papago Park from 1898 to 1908. I am doing this not just
because of the current project, but because the city officials will surely want to take
another bite out of the park as soon as the baseball facility is finished, if they can wait
that long.
Oh yes, the terms of the contract are highly suspicious – the price is chickenfeed and the
terms are inconceivably injurious to the public and taxpayers. If I were a lawyer
working for Phoenix or Scottsdale, I would be embarrassed. Also, take a look at the
photo of the ‘warehouse’ being built at the entrance of the private facility (in the
Solicitor's email). It is not even in the project plan! How in the name of all that is sacred
could anybody do that?
I am writing an email to the Solicitor, which I will send separately. I hope that Mr.
Jorjani will make local city officials do the unthinkable – respect public parks. Please
help me with this effort to stop these people from cutting down palo verde trees and
creosote bushes. The people of Arizona that enjoy desert habitat -- as well as the ground
squirrels, rabbits, lizards, birds and coyotes – say ‘thank you’.
Once again, I appreciate your work. Have a nice evening in these crazy times.
J. Arthur Deal
Jdeal@hotmail.com
602-695-5111

Re_ [EXTERNAL] A note about Papago Park email t...(3).pdf

From:
To:
Subject:
Date:

Putnam, Patrick A
Reynolds, Michael T
Re: [EXTERNAL] A note about Papago Park email to solicitor
Wednesday, July 8, 2020 9:40:00 AM

Good Morning Mike, I am reaching out to folks on the Papago issue here in Phoenix. Pretty
interesting story behind the issue and the history of that area. If you don't mind, I would like
to reach out to Mr. Deal and give him a local point of contact and a face to go with it. I could
meet up with him at Papago and listen to his concerns and assure him that NPS is looking into
the issue. I will hold off contacting him until I get your OK. I am also avaiable for quick call if
need be.
Patrick Putnam
Superintendent
Southern Arizona Office
NPS Region 8
602-350-1291
From: Reynolds, Michael T
Sent: Tuesday, July 7, 2020 8:34 PM
To: Putnam, Patrick A
Subject: Re: [EXTERNAL] A note about Papago Park email to solicitor

Thanks Patrick. Ericka Pilcher is a good RTCA contact ( she’s on the last note). Appreciate
knowing if we do have any ties via grants ( I know we don’t have it in the system). Thanks!
Michael Reynolds
NPS Regional Director
Interior Regions 6,7,8
Lakewood, CO
303 969 2503 office
209 347 6500 cell
Sent from mobile
From: Putnam, Patrick A
Sent: Tuesday, July 7, 2020 5:43:24 PM
To: Reynolds, Michael T ; Bies, Brandon
Cc: Hammond, Katharine (Kate) H ; Kirby, Kris M ; Pilcher, Ericka J
Subject: Re: [EXTERNAL] A note about Papago Park email to solicitor

Hello all, I will look into this tomorrow. Is there a POC with RTCA that I can reach out too? I can
also get with lands to see if we have any interests in this area.
Patrick Putnam
Superintendent
Southern Arizona Office

NPS Region 8
602-350-1291
From: Reynolds, Michael T
Sent: Tuesday, July 7, 2020 4:31 PM
To: Bies, Brandon
Cc: Hammond, Katharine (Kate) H ; Kirby, Kris M ; Putnam, Patrick A ; Pilcher, Ericka J
Subject: Re: [EXTERNAL] A note about Papago Park email to solicitor

It might be an RTCA Grant recipient in the past. We will ask our southern Arizona folks and
RTCA and get a draft response to you.
Michael Reynolds
NPS Regional Director
Interior Regions 6,7,8
Lakewood, CO
303 969 2503 office
209 347 6500 cell
Sent from mobile
From: Bies, Brandon
Sent: Tuesday, July 7, 2020 4:07:22 PM
To: Reynolds, Michael T
Cc: Hammond, Katharine (Kate) H ; Kirby, Kris M
Subject: Fw: [EXTERNAL] A note about Papago Park email to solicitor

Mike,
Please see below. I don't think there are any NPS interests here, but I don't have any
understanding of whether there is any context to this that I'm missing. Could the region
investigate and then respond appropriately, even if, as the SOL said, it is to say that we have
no interests or formal role here?
Thanks
Brandon
-------------------------------------------------Brandon S. Bies
Deputy Chief of Staff (Acting)
National Park Service
202-439-7330 (cell)
From: Foster, Maureen D
Sent: Tuesday, July 7, 2020 4:52 PM
To: Caminiti, Mariagrazia ; Bies, Brandon
Cc: Milkman, Louise F ; Romanik, Peg A

Subject: Re: [EXTERNAL] A note about Papago Park email to solicitor

I am adding Brandon from the NPS. He can see if someone in the regional office will respond.

__________________________
Maureen D. Foster
Chief of Staff
Office of the Assistant Secretary
for Fish and Wildlife and Parks
Udall Interior Building
1849 C Street, NW; Room 3161
Washington, DC 20240
202.208.5970 (desk)
202.306.3845 (mobile)
202.208.4416 (main)

From: Caminiti, Mariagrazia
Sent: Tuesday, July 7, 2020 4:48 PM
To: Foster, Maureen D
Cc: Milkman, Louise F ; Romanik, Peg A
Subject: FW: [EXTERNAL] A note about Papago Park email to solicitor
Citizen email – Not sure we have a role in this, but if we can forward or respond that we have no
authority(?) -- mg
Mariagrazia Caminiti
Executive Assistant
Office of the Solicitor
1849 C Street, NW, 6352
Washington, DC 20240
Direct: 202-208-3111
Cell: 202-528-0486
WCell: 202-359-2949
From: J. Deal
Sent: Tuesday, July 7, 2020 4:41 PM
To: Caminiti, Mariagrazia
Subject: [EXTERNAL] A note about Papago Park email to solicitor

This email has been received from outside of DOI - Use caution before clicking on
links, opening attachments, or responding.
Ms. Marigrace Caminiti

Thank you for talking to me yesterday. I am deeply distressed with the destruction being
inflicted on Papago Park nearby – one that happened to be DOI lands in times past. Our

local city officials have no respect for the oldest and most historic park in Phoenix. In my
lifetime the area accessible to the public has diminished considerably because city
officials are constantly expanding projects into the native habitat of the park. This latest
outrage – a closed private facility for a 3-billion dollar corporation – is just one more
insult in a long list of misdeeds.
Note that a few years ago the voters passed the Phoenix Preserve Initiative restricting all
development in certain parks. The voters of Tempe, which also received Papago Park
lands, did likewise, to protect those lands. This was necessary to keep little official fingers
away from desert habitat. Unfortunately, the Phoenix-owned lands of Papago Park were
not included in that voter initiative, so the powers that be, at least those in control of
Papago Park, continue to build roads, dump asphalt, move fences, build sheds, and
develop areas which were once native Sonoran flora and fauna.
Perhaps you can suggest to the Solicitor that a NPS official from the Phoenix office talk
to me -- and see for him/herself. I am doing this for my grandchildren and for my
grandfather, who lived next to Papago Park from 1898 to 1908. I am doing this not just
because of the current project, but because the city officials will surely want to take
another bite out of the park as soon as the baseball facility is finished, if they can wait
that long.
Oh yes, the terms of the contract are highly suspicious – the price is chickenfeed and the
terms are inconceivably injurious to the public and taxpayers. If I were a lawyer
working for Phoenix or Scottsdale, I would be embarrassed. Also, take a look at the
photo of the ‘warehouse’ being built at the entrance of the private facility (in the
Solicitor's email). It is not even in the project plan! How in the name of all that is sacred
could anybody do that?
I am writing an email to the Solicitor, which I will send separately. I hope that Mr.
Jorjani will make local city officials do the unthinkable – respect public parks. Please
help me with this effort to stop these people from cutting down palo verde trees and
creosote bushes. The people of Arizona that enjoy desert habitat -- as well as the ground
squirrels, rabbits, lizards, birds and coyotes – say ‘thank you’.
Once again, I appreciate your work. Have a nice evening in these crazy times.
J. Arthur Deal
Jdeal@hotmail.com
602-695-5111

Re_ [EXTERNAL] A note about Papago Park email t...(4).pdf

From:
To:
Cc:
Subject:
Date:

Putnam, Patrick A
Pilcher, Ericka J; Bies, Brandon; Reynolds, Michael T
Hammond, Katharine (Kate) H; Kirby, Kris M; Bolyard, Laura G; Milnor, Adam A
Re: [EXTERNAL] A note about Papago Park email to solicitor
Wednesday, July 8, 2020 6:32:30 PM

Thanks Erika, sorry I missed your call. I talked with Adam Milnor this morning and left a
message with Mr. Deal. I will give you a call tomorrow Erika. Thanks for your help.
Patrick Putnam
Superintendent
Southern Arizona Office
NPS Region 8
602-350-1291
From: Pilcher, Ericka J
Sent: Wednesday, July 8, 2020 4:20 PM
To: Bies, Brandon ; Reynolds, Michael T
Cc: Hammond, Katharine (Kate) H ; Kirby, Kris M ; Putnam, Patrick A ; Bolyard, Laura G ; Milnor,
Adam A
Subject: Re: [EXTERNAL] A note about Papago Park email to solicitor

Just follow up note from RTCAPapago Park is not in the RTCA database, and was not part of a past RTCA project.
Adam shared this resource brief about NPS history with the area:
https://www.nps.gov/sagu/learn/historyculture/upload/Papago-Saguaro-NM-Brief.pdf
I missed Patrick on the phone today, but will try to catch him in the morning to see if we can
be of assistance with a response. Although this is a Lands issue, let us know if we can be of
support in formulating a response.

Papago Saguaro National Monument

CULTURAL RESOURCES EXPERIENCE YOUR AMERICA TM FEBRUARY 2016
Introduction Saguaro National Monument (made a National Park in 1994) wasn’t the first Park
Service unit dedicated to the conservation
www.nps.gov

Ericka Pilcher
RTCA Regional Program Manager
DOI Regions 6, 7, 8
(serving Arizona, Colorado, Montana, New Mexico, Oklahoma, Texas, Utah, Wyoming)

National Park Service
Rivers, Trails & Conservation Assistance Program
12795 W Alameda Parkway
Lakewood, CO 80228
303-969-2855 (office)
720-527-3036 (cell)
www.nps.gov/rtca

From: Bies, Brandon
Sent: Wednesday, July 8, 2020 9:04 AM
To: Pilcher, Ericka J ; Reynolds, Michael T
Cc: Hammond, Katharine (Kate) H ; Kirby, Kris M ; Putnam, Patrick A ; Bolyard, Laura G ; Milnor,
Adam A
Subject: Re: [EXTERNAL] A note about Papago Park email to solicitor

All,
The solicitor forwarded me a second message that they received from the same individual. I
have pasted it below and attached a pic that was included.
From my cursory review, this looks like a Lands issue.
Thanks
Brandon
July 7, 2020
Mr. Daniel Jorjani,
Solicitor
Department of the Interior
Dear Sir:

On May 5th I contacted the Department of the Interior to request that it investigate the
misuse of Papago Park lands formerly belonging to the US Government under the
jurisdiction of your department. These lands were ceded to local city governments, as the
DOI often does, with deed restrictions that state “that the lands so granted will be used for
municipal, park, recreation, or public-convenience purposes”. This mandate had been
painfully violated by the construction of a private, enclosed, restricted-access corporate
facility in the Park.
On June 11th, I received an email from an employee of the DOI wanting to talk about my
allegations. I responded on June 22, providing more details. On June 23rd I was informed
that the case was closed and that there would be no investigation (fyi, Case# OI-HQ-20-

0566-G). On June 24th I was told that my complaint “does not appear to have a DOI nexus.
Pagago Park is not under the control or supervision of DOI.”. That, I must admit, it true.
Lands that are sold or donated are usually no longer under the control of the seller.
I respectfully request that the Depart of the Interior reexamine the case and avail itself of
its prerogative to verify compliance with its stated mandate. I feel that the case requires a
broader and more authoritative perspective. I believe the integrity of the DOI and its long
history of protecting federal lands – particularly those of the National Park System, are in
jeopardy if third parties are allowed to blatantly violate restrictive covenants on former
NPS lands.
By law, your Department has the right to investigate this case. When it is a matter of the
abuse and destruction of park lands, I believe the right to investigate mandates the
obligation to do so. The federal authorities – now long dead – who transferred the park to
local entities in 1964 understood the need to make it absolutely clear not only that the
lands were to be used as a park, but that there would be grave consequences in the event
of non-compliance. I quote from the deed of sale: “The grantee agrees that a
representative or a committee representing the United States of America may inspect
Papago Park at any time for the purpose of determining whether stipulations and
conditions here in set forth are being complied with”.
This present case is just one more item in a long list of dubious “improvements” inflicted
on Papago Park which always result in less park. I have sent dozens of emails to local
officials about the financial and contractual irregularities of this project -- not to mention
the ethical failings of giving part of a public park to a for-profit company – but it seems that
complaining to the cities of Phoenix and Scottsdale about the mischief being done by the
cities of Phoenix and Scottsdale is as productive as talking to my dog. I have even implied
that I would accept this facility if the City of Phoenix would formally commit to a “no build”
policy within a specified area of the park. I was ignored. That sad fact shows the extent of
the problem; local city officials obviously don’t give a damn about the park nor do they
have any fear of rebuke.
Before I continue, I would like to call your attention to the attached photo taken this week.
Please notice the ugly, square gray building in the picture. This is part of the private
baseball training facility being built in Papago Park, but it is not in the diagrams or plans for
the project. They built it because they can, just like they are building on 42 instead of 36.75
acres specified in the contract. Oh yes, that eyesore in the picture -- which has the elegance
and grace of a used tire warehouse -- is on main road at the entrance to the facility. Notice
how well it blends in with the Sonoran desert landscape in the background.
I have done extensive legal research into deed restrictions and it seems that unless
contrary to Civil Rights legislation or if there is a long history of violations, they are always
enforceable, including all cases in which NPS lands were transferred to third parties. Note
that the NPS website – referring to the 170,000 acres transferred to state and local
governments since 1947 -- proclaims that those lands are a “public benefit conveyance
(and) must be used for public park and recreational use in perpetuity”. In one case,

Rockingham County wanted to take one acre of former NPS lands to build a public daycare
center. It was only able to do so after the US Congress passed legislation (Public Law 101479) removing the deed restrictions on a parcel of that land. Even when a public park has
no deed restriction, it has been ruled (Smith v. City of Westfield) that “once land is
permanently dedicated for such use to the benefit of the general public, the public obtains
an interest in the land, which is irrevocable”. Deed restriction are serious business, except
for officials in Phoenix and Scottsdale.
I will continue to oppose the destruction of Papago Park. I have limited financial resources,
but my planned next step is to seek an injunction. I believe I have more than sufficient
material to bring this issue before a court. Even if the DOI recluses itself, I will try to see
that the deed restrictions are respected and that public lands are available for use by the
public. If legal precedent is any indication, I might even prevail. If not, then there will be a
legal precedent for those who believe that deed restrictions on DOI lands are not to be
taken seriously.
Thank you for your attention to this matter.
J. Arthur Deal
Jdeal@hotmail.com
602-695-5111

-------------------------------------------------Brandon S. Bies
Deputy Chief of Staff (Acting)
National Park Service
202-439-7330 (cell)

From: Pilcher, Ericka J
Sent: Tuesday, July 7, 2020 11:26 PM
To: Reynolds, Michael T ; Bies, Brandon
Cc: Hammond, Katharine (Kate) H ; Kirby, Kris M ; Putnam, Patrick A ; Bolyard, Laura G ; Milnor,
Adam A
Subject: Re: [EXTERNAL] A note about Papago Park email to solicitor

Mike and Brandon,
I will check the RTCA database for any past RTCA project work area, and will chat with Laura
Bolyard and Adam Milnor (RTCA Tuscon) to see if they have knowledge of the area, or RTCA
past project work in the area.
We'll be in touch on Wednesday,
Ericka

Ericka Pilcher
RTCA Regional Program Manager
DOI Regions 6, 7, 8
(serving Arizona, Colorado, Montana, New Mexico, Oklahoma, Texas, Utah, Wyoming)
National Park Service
Rivers, Trails & Conservation Assistance Program
12795 W Alameda Parkway
Lakewood, CO 80228
303-969-2855 (office)
720-527-3036 (cell)
www.nps.gov/rtca

From: Reynolds, Michael T
Sent: Tuesday, July 7, 2020 5:31 PM
To: Bies, Brandon
Cc: Hammond, Katharine (Kate) H ; Kirby, Kris M ; Putnam, Patrick A ; Pilcher, Ericka J
Subject: Re: [EXTERNAL] A note about Papago Park email to solicitor

It might be an RTCA Grant recipient in the past. We will ask our southern Arizona folks and
RTCA and get a draft response to you.
Michael Reynolds
NPS Regional Director
Interior Regions 6,7,8
Lakewood, CO
303 969 2503 office
209 347 6500 cell
Sent from mobile
From: Bies, Brandon
Sent: Tuesday, July 7, 2020 4:07:22 PM
To: Reynolds, Michael T
Cc: Hammond, Katharine (Kate) H ; Kirby, Kris M
Subject: Fw: [EXTERNAL] A note about Papago Park email to solicitor

Mike,
Please see below. I don't think there are any NPS interests here, but I don't have any
understanding of whether there is any context to this that I'm missing. Could the region
investigate and then respond appropriately, even if, as the SOL said, it is to say that we have
no interests or formal role here?
Thanks

Brandon
-------------------------------------------------Brandon S. Bies
Deputy Chief of Staff (Acting)
National Park Service
202-439-7330 (cell)
From: Foster, Maureen D
Sent: Tuesday, July 7, 2020 4:52 PM
To: Caminiti, Mariagrazia ; Bies, Brandon
Cc: Milkman, Louise F ; Romanik, Peg A
Subject: Re: [EXTERNAL] A note about Papago Park email to solicitor

I am adding Brandon from the NPS. He can see if someone in the regional office will respond.

__________________________
Maureen D. Foster
Chief of Staff
Office of the Assistant Secretary
for Fish and Wildlife and Parks
Udall Interior Building
1849 C Street, NW; Room 3161
Washington, DC 20240
202.208.5970 (desk)
202.306.3845 (mobile)
202.208.4416 (main)

From: Caminiti, Mariagrazia
Sent: Tuesday, July 7, 2020 4:48 PM
To: Foster, Maureen D
Cc: Milkman, Louise F ; Romanik, Peg A
Subject: FW: [EXTERNAL] A note about Papago Park email to solicitor
Citizen email – Not sure we have a role in this, but if we can forward or respond that we have no
authority(?) -- mg
Mariagrazia Caminiti
Executive Assistant
Office of the Solicitor
1849 C Street, NW, 6352
Washington, DC 20240
Direct: 202-208-3111

Cell: 202-528-0486
WCell: 202-359-2949
From: J. Deal
Sent: Tuesday, July 7, 2020 4:41 PM
To: Caminiti, Mariagrazia
Subject: [EXTERNAL] A note about Papago Park email to solicitor

This email has been received from outside of DOI - Use caution before clicking on
links, opening attachments, or responding.
Ms. Marigrace Caminiti

Thank you for talking to me yesterday. I am deeply distressed with the destruction being
inflicted on Papago Park nearby – one that happened to be DOI lands in times past. Our
local city officials have no respect for the oldest and most historic park in Phoenix. In my
lifetime the area accessible to the public has diminished considerably because city
officials are constantly expanding projects into the native habitat of the park. This latest
outrage – a closed private facility for a 3-billion dollar corporation – is just one more
insult in a long list of misdeeds.
Note that a few years ago the voters passed the Phoenix Preserve Initiative restricting all
development in certain parks. The voters of Tempe, which also received Papago Park
lands, did likewise, to protect those lands. This was necessary to keep little official fingers
away from desert habitat. Unfortunately, the Phoenix-owned lands of Papago Park were
not included in that voter initiative, so the powers that be, at least those in control of
Papago Park, continue to build roads, dump asphalt, move fences, build sheds, and
develop areas which were once native Sonoran flora and fauna.
Perhaps you can suggest to the Solicitor that a NPS official from the Phoenix office talk
to me -- and see for him/herself. I am doing this for my grandchildren and for my
grandfather, who lived next to Papago Park from 1898 to 1908. I am doing this not just
because of the current project, but because the city officials will surely want to take
another bite out of the park as soon as the baseball facility is finished, if they can wait
that long.
Oh yes, the terms of the contract are highly suspicious – the price is chickenfeed and the
terms are inconceivably injurious to the public and taxpayers. If I were a lawyer
working for Phoenix or Scottsdale, I would be embarrassed. Also, take a look at the
photo of the ‘warehouse’ being built at the entrance of the private facility (in the
Solicitor's email). It is not even in the project plan! How in the name of all that is sacred
could anybody do that?
I am writing an email to the Solicitor, which I will send separately. I hope that Mr.
Jorjani will make local city officials do the unthinkable – respect public parks. Please
help me with this effort to stop these people from cutting down palo verde trees and
creosote bushes. The people of Arizona that enjoy desert habitat -- as well as the ground
squirrels, rabbits, lizards, birds and coyotes – say ‘thank you’.
Once again, I appreciate your work. Have a nice evening in these crazy times.
J. Arthur Deal
Jdeal@hotmail.com
602-695-5111

Re_ [EXTERNAL] A note about Papago Park email t...(5).pdf

From:
To:
Cc:
Subject:
Date:

Bies, Brandon
Kirby, Kris M; Pilcher, Ericka J; Reynolds, Michael T
Hammond, Katharine (Kate) H; Putnam, Patrick A; Bolyard, Laura G; Milnor, Adam A
Re: [EXTERNAL] A note about Papago Park email to solicitor
Thursday, July 9, 2020 6:55:37 AM

Kris,
Thanks for the quick research on everyone's part. At this point, you all can take it from here
and respond direct; the SOL just needs to know that he is being responded to, and I will relay
that. SOL also asked that Mr. Deal be given an NPS POC, but since Patrick has reached out and
left a message, sounds like that box has been checked as well.
Good luck from here, and thanks again.
Brandon
-------------------------------------------------Brandon S. Bies
Deputy Chief of Staff (Acting)
National Park Service
202-439-7330 (cell)

From: Kirby, Kris M
Sent: Wednesday, July 8, 2020 8:33 PM
To: Pilcher, Ericka J ; Bies, Brandon ; Reynolds, Michael T
Cc: Hammond, Katharine (Kate) H ; Putnam, Patrick A ; Bolyard, Laura G ; Milnor, Adam A
Subject: RE: [EXTERNAL] A note about Papago Park email to solicitor
Ericka –
Thank you for tracking this down.
Brandon –
It looks like Papago is (or was) a municipal park of Phoenix/Tempe since at least 1930. We will draft a
response explaining the history and redirect Mr. Deal to the municipal government and include the
attachment that Ericka sent which further explains the history of the park. Is there a specific format
we should use since this was sent to the Solicitor or would you like us to send an email directly to
Mr. Deal?
Thanks,
Kris
From: Pilcher, Ericka J
Sent: Wednesday, July 8, 2020 5:20 PM
To: Bies, Brandon ; Reynolds, Michael T
Cc: Hammond, Katharine (Kate) H ; Kirby, Kris M ; Putnam, Patrick A ; Bolyard, Laura G ; Milnor,
Adam A

Subject: Re: [EXTERNAL] A note about Papago Park email to solicitor

Just follow up note from RTCAPapago Park is not in the RTCA database, and was not part of a past RTCA project.
Adam shared this resource brief about NPS history with the area:
https://www.nps.gov/sagu/learn/historyculture/upload/Papago-Saguaro-NM-Brief.pdf
I missed Patrick on the phone today, but will try to catch him in the morning to see if we can
be of assistance with a response. Although this is a Lands issue, let us know if we can be of
support in formulating a response.

Papago Saguaro National Monument
CULTURAL RESOURCES EXPERIENCE YOUR AMERICA TM FEBRUARY 2016 Introduction Saguaro
National Monument (made a National Park in 1994) wasn’t the first Park Service unit dedicated
to the conservation
www.nps.gov

Ericka Pilcher
RTCA Regional Program Manager
DOI Regions 6, 7, 8
(serving Arizona, Colorado, Montana, New Mexico, Oklahoma, Texas, Utah, Wyoming)
National Park Service
Rivers, Trails & Conservation Assistance Program
12795 W Alameda Parkway
Lakewood, CO 80228
303-969-2855 (office)
720-527-3036 (cell)
www.nps.gov/rtca
From: Bies, Brandon <Brandon_Bies@nps.gov>
Sent: Wednesday, July 8, 2020 9:04 AM
To: Pilcher, Ericka J <ericka_pilcher@nps.gov>; Reynolds, Michael T <Michael_Reynolds@nps.gov>
Cc: Hammond, Katharine (Kate) H <Kate_Hammond@nps.gov>; Kirby, Kris M <Kris_Kirby@nps.gov>;
Putnam, Patrick A <patrick_putnam@nps.gov>; Bolyard, Laura G <Laura_Bolyard@nps.gov>; Milnor,
Adam A <adam_milnor@nps.gov>
Subject: Re: [EXTERNAL] A note about Papago Park email to solicitor

All,
The solicitor forwarded me a second message that they received from the same individual. I
have pasted it below and attached a pic that was included.
From my cursory review, this looks like a Lands issue.
Thanks
Brandon
July 7, 2020

Mr. Daniel Jorjani,
Solicitor
Department of the Interior
Dear Sir:
On May 5th I contacted the Department of the Interior to request that it investigate the
misuse of Papago Park lands formerly belonging to the US Government under the
jurisdiction of your department. These lands were ceded to local city governments, as the
DOI often does, with deed restrictions that state “that the lands so granted will be used for
municipal, park, recreation, or public-convenience purposes”. This mandate had been
painfully violated by the construction of a private, enclosed, restricted-access corporate
facility in the Park.
On June 11th, I received an email from an employee of the DOI wanting to talk about my
allegations. I responded on June 22, providing more details. On June 23rd I was
informed that the case was closed and that there would be no investigation (fyi, Case#
OI-HQ-20-0566-G). On June 24th I was told that my complaint “does not appear to have
a DOI nexus. Pagago Park is not under the control or supervision of DOI.”. That, I must
admit, it true. Lands that are sold or donated are usually no longer under the control of
the seller.
I respectfully request that the Depart of the Interior reexamine the case and avail itself
of its prerogative to verify compliance with its stated mandate. I feel that the case
requires a broader and more authoritative perspective. I believe the integrity of the DOI
and its long history of protecting federal lands – particularly those of the National Park
System, are in jeopardy if third parties are allowed to blatantly violate restrictive
covenants on former NPS lands.
By law, your Department has the right to investigate this case. When it is a matter of the
abuse and destruction of park lands, I believe the right to investigate mandates the
obligation to do so. The federal authorities – now long dead – who transferred the park
to local entities in 1964 understood the need to make it absolutely clear not only that the
lands were to be used as a park, but that there would be grave consequences in the event
of non-compliance. I quote from the deed of sale: “The grantee agrees that a
representative or a committee representing the United States of America may inspect
Papago Park at any time for the purpose of determining whether stipulations and conditions
here in set forth are being complied with”.
This present case is just one more item in a long list of dubious “improvements” inflicted
on Papago Park which always result in less park. I have sent dozens of emails to local
officials about the financial and contractual irregularities of this project -- not to
mention the ethical failings of giving part of a public park to a for-profit company – but
it seems that complaining to the cities of Phoenix and Scottsdale about the mischief being
done by the cities of Phoenix and Scottsdale is as productive as talking to my dog. I have
even implied that I would accept this facility if the City of Phoenix would formally
commit to a “no build” policy within a specified area of the park. I was ignored. That sad
fact shows the extent of the problem; local city officials obviously don’t give a damn
about the park nor do they have any fear of rebuke.
Before I continue, I would like to call your attention to the attached photo taken this
week. Please notice the ugly, square gray building in the picture. This is part of the
private baseball training facility being built in Papago Park, but it is not in the diagrams
or plans for the project. They built it because they can, just like they are building on 42
instead of 36.75 acres specified in the contract. Oh yes, that eyesore in the picture -which has the elegance and grace of a used tire warehouse -- is on main road at the
entrance to the facility. Notice how well it blends in with the Sonoran desert landscape in

the background.
I have done extensive legal research into deed restrictions and it seems that unless
contrary to Civil Rights legislation or if there is a long history of violations, they are
always enforceable, including all cases in which NPS lands were transferred to third
parties. Note that the NPS website – referring to the 170,000 acres transferred to state
and local governments since 1947 -- proclaims that those lands are a “public benefit
conveyance (and) must be used for public park and recreational use in perpetuity”. In
one case, Rockingham County wanted to take one acre of former NPS lands to build a
public daycare center. It was only able to do so after the US Congress passed legislation
(Public Law 101-479) removing the deed restrictions on a parcel of that land. Even when
a public park has no deed restriction, it has been ruled (Smith v. City of Westfield) that
“once land is permanently dedicated for such use to the benefit of the general public, the
public obtains an interest in the land, which is irrevocable”. Deed restriction are serious
business, except for officials in Phoenix and Scottsdale.
I will continue to oppose the destruction of Papago Park. I have limited financial
resources, but my planned next step is to seek an injunction. I believe I have more than
sufficient material to bring this issue before a court. Even if the DOI recluses itself, I will
try to see that the deed restrictions are respected and that public lands are available for
use by the public. If legal precedent is any indication, I might even prevail. If not, then
there will be a legal precedent for those who believe that deed restrictions on DOI lands
are not to be taken seriously.
Thank you for your attention to this matter.
J. Arthur Deal
Jdeal@hotmail.com
602-695-5111

-------------------------------------------------Brandon S. Bies
Deputy Chief of Staff (Acting)
National Park Service
202-439-7330 (cell)
From: Pilcher, Ericka J <ericka_pilcher@nps.gov>
Sent: Tuesday, July 7, 2020 11:26 PM
To: Reynolds, Michael T <Michael_Reynolds@nps.gov>; Bies, Brandon <Brandon_Bies@nps.gov>
Cc: Hammond, Katharine (Kate) H <Kate_Hammond@nps.gov>; Kirby, Kris M <Kris_Kirby@nps.gov>;
Putnam, Patrick A <patrick_putnam@nps.gov>; Bolyard, Laura G <Laura_Bolyard@nps.gov>; Milnor,
Adam A <adam_milnor@nps.gov>
Subject: Re: [EXTERNAL] A note about Papago Park email to solicitor

Mike and Brandon,
I will check the RTCA database for any past RTCA project work area, and will chat with Laura
Bolyard and Adam Milnor (RTCA Tuscon) to see if they have knowledge of the area, or RTCA
past project work in the area.
We'll be in touch on Wednesday,
Ericka
Ericka Pilcher
RTCA Regional Program Manager
DOI Regions 6, 7, 8

(serving Arizona, Colorado, Montana, New Mexico, Oklahoma, Texas, Utah, Wyoming)
National Park Service
Rivers, Trails & Conservation Assistance Program
12795 W Alameda Parkway
Lakewood, CO 80228
303-969-2855 (office)
720-527-3036 (cell)
www.nps.gov/rtca
From: Reynolds, Michael T <Michael_Reynolds@nps.gov>
Sent: Tuesday, July 7, 2020 5:31 PM
To: Bies, Brandon <Brandon_Bies@nps.gov>
Cc: Hammond, Katharine (Kate) H <Kate_Hammond@nps.gov>; Kirby, Kris M <Kris_Kirby@nps.gov>;
Putnam, Patrick A <patrick_putnam@nps.gov>; Pilcher, Ericka J <ericka_pilcher@nps.gov>
Subject: Re: [EXTERNAL] A note about Papago Park email to solicitor
It might be an RTCA Grant recipient in the past. We will ask our southern Arizona folks and RTCA and
get a draft response to you.
Michael Reynolds
NPS Regional Director
Interior Regions 6,7,8
Lakewood, CO
303 969 2503 office
209 347 6500 cell
Sent from mobile
From: Bies, Brandon <Brandon_Bies@nps.gov>
Sent: Tuesday, July 7, 2020 4:07:22 PM
To: Reynolds, Michael T <Michael_Reynolds@nps.gov>
Cc: Hammond, Katharine (Kate) H <Kate_Hammond@nps.gov>; Kirby, Kris M <Kris_Kirby@nps.gov>
Subject: Fw: [EXTERNAL] A note about Papago Park email to solicitor

Mike,
Please see below. I don't think there are any NPS interests here, but I don't have any
understanding of whether there is any context to this that I'm missing. Could the region
investigate and then respond appropriately, even if, as the SOL said, it is to say that we have
no interests or formal role here?
Thanks
Brandon
-------------------------------------------------Brandon S. Bies
Deputy Chief of Staff (Acting)
National Park Service
202-439-7330 (cell)
From: Foster, Maureen D <maureen_foster@ios.doi.gov>
Sent: Tuesday, July 7, 2020 4:52 PM

To: Caminiti, Mariagrazia <Marigrace.Caminiti@sol.doi.gov>; Bies, Brandon
<Brandon_Bies@nps.gov>
Cc: Milkman, Louise F <louise.milkman@sol.doi.gov>; Romanik, Peg A <PEG.ROMANIK@sol.doi.gov>
Subject: Re: [EXTERNAL] A note about Papago Park email to solicitor
I am adding Brandon from the NPS. He can see if someone in the regional office will respond.
__________________________
Maureen D. Foster
Chief of Staff
Office of the Assistant Secretary
for Fish and Wildlife and Parks
Udall Interior Building
1849 C Street, NW; Room 3161
Washington, DC 20240
202.208.5970 (desk)
202.306.3845 (mobile)
202.208.4416 (main)
From: Caminiti, Mariagrazia <Marigrace.Caminiti@sol.doi.gov>
Sent: Tuesday, July 7, 2020 4:48 PM
To: Foster, Maureen D <maureen_foster@ios.doi.gov>
Cc: Milkman, Louise F <louise.milkman@sol.doi.gov>; Romanik, Peg A <PEG.ROMANIK@sol.doi.gov>
Subject: FW: [EXTERNAL] A note about Papago Park email to solicitor
Citizen email – Not sure we have a role in this, but if we can forward or respond that we have no
authority(?) -- mg
Mariagrazia Caminiti
Executive Assistant
Office of the Solicitor
1849 C Street, NW, 6352
Washington, DC 20240
Direct: 202-208-3111
Cell: 202-528-0486
WCell: 202-359-2949
From: J. Deal <jdeal@hotmail.com>
Sent: Tuesday, July 7, 2020 4:41 PM
To: Caminiti, Mariagrazia <Marigrace.Caminiti@sol.doi.gov>
Subject: [EXTERNAL] A note about Papago Park email to solicitor

This email has been received from outside of DOI - Use caution before clicking on
links, opening attachments, or responding.
Ms. Marigrace Caminiti

Thank you for talking to me yesterday. I am deeply distressed with the destruction being
inflicted on Papago Park nearby – one that happened to be DOI lands in times past. Our
local city officials have no respect for the oldest and most historic park in Phoenix. In my
lifetime the area accessible to the public has diminished considerably because city
officials are constantly expanding projects into the native habitat of the park. This latest

outrage – a closed private facility for a 3-billion dollar corporation – is just one more
insult in a long list of misdeeds.
Note that a few years ago the voters passed the Phoenix Preserve Initiative restricting all
development in certain parks. The voters of Tempe, which also received Papago Park
lands, did likewise, to protect those lands. This was necessary to keep little official fingers
away from desert habitat. Unfortunately, the Phoenix-owned lands of Papago Park were
not included in that voter initiative, so the powers that be, at least those in control of
Papago Park, continue to build roads, dump asphalt, move fences, build sheds, and
develop areas which were once native Sonoran flora and fauna.
Perhaps you can suggest to the Solicitor that a NPS official from the Phoenix office talk
to me -- and see for him/herself. I am doing this for my grandchildren and for my
grandfather, who lived next to Papago Park from 1898 to 1908. I am doing this not just
because of the current project, but because the city officials will surely want to take
another bite out of the park as soon as the baseball facility is finished, if they can wait
that long.
Oh yes, the terms of the contract are highly suspicious – the price is chickenfeed and the
terms are inconceivably injurious to the public and taxpayers. If I were a lawyer
working for Phoenix or Scottsdale, I would be embarrassed. Also, take a look at the
photo of the ‘warehouse’ being built at the entrance of the private facility (in the
Solicitor's email). It is not even in the project plan! How in the name of all that is sacred
could anybody do that?
I am writing an email to the Solicitor, which I will send separately. I hope that Mr.
Jorjani will make local city officials do the unthinkable – respect public parks. Please
help me with this effort to stop these people from cutting down palo verde trees and
creosote bushes. The people of Arizona that enjoy desert habitat -- as well as the ground
squirrels, rabbits, lizards, birds and coyotes – say ‘thank you’.
Once again, I appreciate your work. Have a nice evening in these crazy times.
J. Arthur Deal
Jdeal@hotmail.com
602-695-5111

RE_ [EXTERNAL] A note about Papago Park email t..._1.pdf

From:
To:
Subject:
Date:

Caminiti, Mariagrazia
Bies, Brandon
RE: [EXTERNAL] A note about Papago Park email to solicitor
Thursday, July 9, 2020 7:36:34 AM

Thank you Brandon. Appreciate the update. I’ll leave it in NPS’s hands.
Mariagrazia Caminiti
Executive Assistant
Office of the Solicitor
1849 C Street, NW, 6352
Washington, DC 20240
Direct: 202-208-3111
Cell: 202-528-0486
WCell: 202-359-2949
From: Bies, Brandon
Sent: Thursday, July 9, 2020 8:57 AM
To: Caminiti, Mariagrazia
Subject: Re: [EXTERNAL] A note about Papago Park email to solicitor

Mariagrazia,
Yesterday, the Superintendent of the Southern Arizona group reached out to Mr. Deal and left
him a v/m. They are also in the process of preparing a direct written response to him. I've told
them that they can take it from here without any further SOL involvement, but let me know if
you feel otherwise.
Thanks
Brandon
-------------------------------------------------Brandon S. Bies
Deputy Chief of Staff (Acting)
National Park Service
202-439-7330 (cell)
From: Caminiti, Mariagrazia <Marigrace.Caminiti@sol.doi.gov>
Sent: Wednesday, July 8, 2020 11:53 AM
To: Bies, Brandon <Brandon_Bies@nps.gov>
Subject: RE: [EXTERNAL] A note about Papago Park email to solicitor
Brandon,
Mr. Deal called me to find out if there is a poc he can talk to somewhere in DOI. mg
Mariagrazia Caminiti
Executive Assistant
Office of the Solicitor
1849 C Street, NW, 6352
Washington, DC 20240
Direct: 202-208-3111
Cell: 202-528-0486
WCell: 202-359-2949

From: Bies, Brandon <Brandon_Bies@nps.gov>
Sent: Tuesday, July 7, 2020 6:06 PM
To: Foster, Maureen D <maureen_foster@ios.doi.gov>; Caminiti, Mariagrazia
<Marigrace.Caminiti@sol.doi.gov>
Cc: Milkman, Louise F <louise.milkman@sol.doi.gov>; Romanik, Peg A <PEG.ROMANIK@sol.doi.gov>
Subject: Re: [EXTERNAL] A note about Papago Park email to solicitor

I'll forward to the region. If you don't hear back from me - assume they are handling.
Brandon
-------------------------------------------------Brandon S. Bies
Deputy Chief of Staff (Acting)
National Park Service
202-439-7330 (cell)
From: Foster, Maureen D <maureen_foster@ios.doi.gov>
Sent: Tuesday, July 7, 2020 4:52 PM
To: Caminiti, Mariagrazia <Marigrace.Caminiti@sol.doi.gov>; Bies, Brandon
<Brandon_Bies@nps.gov>
Cc: Milkman, Louise F <louise.milkman@sol.doi.gov>; Romanik, Peg A <PEG.ROMANIK@sol.doi.gov>
Subject: Re: [EXTERNAL] A note about Papago Park email to solicitor
I am adding Brandon from the NPS. He can see if someone in the regional office will respond.
__________________________
Maureen D. Foster
Chief of Staff
Office of the Assistant Secretary
for Fish and Wildlife and Parks
Udall Interior Building
1849 C Street, NW; Room 3161
Washington, DC 20240
202.208.5970 (desk)
202.306.3845 (mobile)
202.208.4416 (main)
From: Caminiti, Mariagrazia <Marigrace.Caminiti@sol.doi.gov>
Sent: Tuesday, July 7, 2020 4:48 PM
To: Foster, Maureen D <maureen_foster@ios.doi.gov>
Cc: Milkman, Louise F <louise.milkman@sol.doi.gov>; Romanik, Peg A <PEG.ROMANIK@sol.doi.gov>
Subject: FW: [EXTERNAL] A note about Papago Park email to solicitor
Citizen email – Not sure we have a role in this, but if we can forward or respond that we have no
authority(?) -- mg
Mariagrazia Caminiti
Executive Assistant
Office of the Solicitor
1849 C Street, NW, 6352
Washington, DC 20240

Direct: 202-208-3111
Cell: 202-528-0486
WCell: 202-359-2949
From: J. Deal <jdeal@hotmail.com>
Sent: Tuesday, July 7, 2020 4:41 PM
To: Caminiti, Mariagrazia <Marigrace.Caminiti@sol.doi.gov>
Subject: [EXTERNAL] A note about Papago Park email to solicitor

This email has been received from outside of DOI - Use caution before clicking on
links, opening attachments, or responding.
Ms. Marigrace Caminiti

Thank you for talking to me yesterday. I am deeply distressed with the destruction being
inflicted on Papago Park nearby – one that happened to be DOI lands in times past. Our
local city officials have no respect for the oldest and most historic park in Phoenix. In my
lifetime the area accessible to the public has diminished considerably because city
officials are constantly expanding projects into the native habitat of the park. This latest
outrage – a closed private facility for a 3-billion dollar corporation – is just one more
insult in a long list of misdeeds.
Note that a few years ago the voters passed the Phoenix Preserve Initiative restricting all
development in certain parks. The voters of Tempe, which also received Papago Park
lands, did likewise, to protect those lands. This was necessary to keep little official fingers
away from desert habitat. Unfortunately, the Phoenix-owned lands of Papago Park were
not included in that voter initiative, so the powers that be, at least those in control of
Papago Park, continue to build roads, dump asphalt, move fences, build sheds, and
develop areas which were once native Sonoran flora and fauna.
Perhaps you can suggest to the Solicitor that a NPS official from the Phoenix office talk
to me -- and see for him/herself. I am doing this for my grandchildren and for my
grandfather, who lived next to Papago Park from 1898 to 1908. I am doing this not just
because of the current project, but because the city officials will surely want to take
another bite out of the park as soon as the baseball facility is finished, if they can wait
that long.
Oh yes, the terms of the contract are highly suspicious – the price is chickenfeed and the
terms are inconceivably injurious to the public and taxpayers. If I were a lawyer
working for Phoenix or Scottsdale, I would be embarrassed. Also, take a look at the
photo of the ‘warehouse’ being built at the entrance of the private facility (in the
Solicitor's email). It is not even in the project plan! How in the name of all that is sacred
could anybody do that?
I am writing an email to the Solicitor, which I will send separately. I hope that Mr.
Jorjani will make local city officials do the unthinkable – respect public parks. Please
help me with this effort to stop these people from cutting down palo verde trees and
creosote bushes. The people of Arizona that enjoy desert habitat -- as well as the ground
squirrels, rabbits, lizards, birds and coyotes – say ‘thank you’.

Once again, I appreciate your work. Have a nice evening in these crazy times.
J. Arthur Deal
Jdeal@hotmail.com
602-695-5111

Re_ [EXTERNAL] Re_ Papago Park and NPS.pdf

From:
To:
Cc:
Subject:
Date:

Putnam, Patrick A
J. Deal
Friends of Papago Park
Re: [EXTERNAL] Re: Papago Park and NPS
Monday, July 13, 2020 9:45:53 AM

How does Wednesday look? I am pretty open. I will be on annual Leave Thursday and Friday.
Patrick Putnam
Superintendent
Southern Arizona Office
NPS Region 8
602-350-1291
From: J. Deal
Sent: Saturday, July 11, 2020 2:56 PM
To: Putnam, Patrick A
Cc: Friends of Papago Park
Subject: [EXTERNAL] Re: Papago Park and NPS

This email has been received from outside of DOI - Use caution before clicking on
links, opening attachments, or responding.

Thank you, Mr. Putnam. I really look forward to talking with you. I would also like to also invite
Lasse, from the "Friends of Papago Park" group, to be present.
Considering the idea that a picture is worth a thousand words, I suggest we meet on site, at
64th street and McDowell, in the parking lot of the softball facility off Oak, behind the National
Guard. The best times for me are in the afternoon, even in the summer. Any day is good for
me, the sooner the better - you choose at your convenience. If you would prefer to meet in
your office, that is fine, too (it is really hot outside).
Best Regards,
J. Arthur Deal

From: Putnam, Patrick A
Sent: Friday, July 10, 2020 5:09 PM
To: Jdeal@hotmail.com
Subject: Papago Park and NPS

Good morning Mr. Deal. My name is Patrick Putnam and I am the National Park Service
Superintendent from the Southern Arizona Office. I left you a phone message earlier this week
asking if you would like to get together either by phone or in person to discuss Papago Park

and NPS history and authorities. I am very interested in your knowledge of the area and would
even like to go to the field and look at the site together. Please let me know if you are
interested. Thanks again and my contact information is at the bottom of this email.
Patrick Putnam
Superintendent
Southern Arizona Office
NPS Region 8
602-350-1291

Papago Park.pdf

From:
To:
Subject:

Putnam, Patrick A
J. Deal
Papago Park

How about 4pm in the parking lot of the softball facility on 64th? I drive an old silver toyota pickup.

I will most likely be driving a white Honda Pilot, see you there!!

Re_ [EXTERNAL] Re_ Papago Park and NPS(1).pdf

From:
To:
Subject:
Date:

J. Deal
Putnam, Patrick A
Re: [EXTERNAL] Re: Papago Park and NPS
Monday, July 13, 2020 5:41:36 PM

Great. 4pm on Wednesday. I will wear a mask and observe social distancing. See you then.
Thank you, Mr. Putnam.
J.
From: Putnam, Patrick A
Sent: Monday, July 13, 2020 11:33 PM
To: J. Deal
Subject: Re: [EXTERNAL] Re: Papago Park and NPS

Sounds good, I will see you there!
Patrick Putnam
Superintendent
Southern Arizona Office
NPS Region 8
602-350-1291
From: J. Deal
Sent: Monday, July 13, 2020 10:41 AM
To: Putnam, Patrick A
Subject: Re: [EXTERNAL] Re: Papago Park and NPS

Mr. Putnam, Wednesday is good. How about 4pm in the parking lot of the softball facility on
64th? I drive an old silver toyota pickup. As you know, it will be hot --- I wish I could turn down
the thermometer about 20 degrees, but that is Arizona in the Summer. Once again, I
appreciate you and your department looking into this matter.
Please confirm if this time is OK.
J. Arthur Deal
,

From: Putnam, Patrick A
Sent: Monday, July 13, 2020 3:45 PM
To: J. Deal
Cc: Friends of Papago Park
Subject: Re: [EXTERNAL] Re: Papago Park and NPS

How does Wednesday look? I am pretty open. I will be on annual Leave Thursday and Friday.
Patrick Putnam
Superintendent

Southern Arizona Office
NPS Region 8
602-350-1291
From: J. Deal
Sent: Saturday, July 11, 2020 2:56 PM
To: Putnam, Patrick A
Cc: Friends of Papago Park
Subject: [EXTERNAL] Re: Papago Park and NPS

This email has been received from outside of DOI - Use caution before clicking on
links, opening attachments, or responding.

Thank you, Mr. Putnam. I really look forward to talking with you. I would also like to also invite
Lasse, from the "Friends of Papago Park" group, to be present.
Considering the idea that a picture is worth a thousand words, I suggest we meet on site, at
64th street and McDowell, in the parking lot of the softball facility off Oak, behind the National
Guard. The best times for me are in the afternoon, even in the summer. Any day is good for
me, the sooner the better - you choose at your convenience. If you would prefer to meet in
your office, that is fine, too (it is really hot outside).
Best Regards,
J. Arthur Deal

From: Putnam, Patrick A
Sent: Friday, July 10, 2020 5:09 PM
To: Jdeal@hotmail.com
Subject: Papago Park and NPS

Good morning Mr. Deal. My name is Patrick Putnam and I am the National Park Service
Superintendent from the Southern Arizona Office. I left you a phone message earlier this week
asking if you would like to get together either by phone or in person to discuss Papago Park
and NPS history and authorities. I am very interested in your knowledge of the area and would
even like to go to the field and look at the site together. Please let me know if you are
interested. Thanks again and my contact information is at the bottom of this email.
Patrick Putnam
Superintendent
Southern Arizona Office
NPS Region 8
602-350-1291

Papago Park(1).pdf

From:
To:
Subject:
Date:

Putnam, Patrick A
J. Deal
Papago Park
Wednesday, July 15, 2020 4:07:15 PM

64th and McDowell?
Get Outlook for iOS

[EXTERNAL] Papago Park meeting yesterday.pdf

From:
To:
Subject:
Date:
Attachments:

J. Deal
Putnam, Patrick A
[EXTERNAL] Papago Park meeting yesterday
Thursday, July 16, 2020 11:24:56 AM
Masterlease CON148862-0 city phx to scottsdale_p1-36.pdf
Masterlease CON148862-0 city phx to scottsdale_p37-54.pdf
Masterlease CON148862-0 city phx to scottsdale_p55-173_compressed80.pdf

This email has been received from outside of DOI - Use caution before clicking on
links, opening attachments, or responding.

July 16, 2020
Mr. Patrick Putnam
Superintendent
Southern Arizona Office
National Park Service
Dear Sir:
Thank you for one hour of your valuable time yesterday for us to explain why we believe the
Papago Park baseball facility project is incompatible – and thus illegal – with the stipulations in
title documents for that park -- all of which declare that those lands are to be used as a public
park.
One needs to look no further than the 2018 Lease document, from Phoenix (Contract
CON148862-0) to Scottsdale (Contract 2018-201-COS) to substantiate this fact. This 173-page
contract is attached, in three parts due to file size limitations, as follows:
Pages 1 to 36 – the lease itself (pages 1 to 26), with terms, conditions and stipulations
between the two parties. This section includes Exhibit A (pages 27-29) with a legal
description of 36.75 acre land; Exhibit B (page30) presenting a diagram of land area;
Exhibit C (page 31) showing a Conceptual Trail Plan; Exhibit D (page 32) with an
Enlarged Site Plan; and Exhibit E (pages 33-36) presenting Insurance requirements.
Pages 37 to 54 – This section , collectively termed Exhibit F, contains five historical title
documents relating to Papago Park lands ceded by the US government, as follows:
Exhibit F (pages 37-39) containing the Act of April 7, 1932 abolishing Papago Saguaro
National Monument and transferring the land to the State of Arizona; Exhibit F (pages
40), containing the 1957 Certificate of Approval of Transfer and Change of Use,
authorized by the US Secretary of the Interior; Exhibit F (pages 41-43) contains the
Patent Transfer to Phoenix for city park only, stipulating 1964 Civil Rights conditions;
Exhibit F (pages 44-49) is the 1964 Deed from State of Arizona to city of Phoenix with
description of property, use restrictions, permitted leases and prohibitions; and Exhibit
F (pages 50-54) contains the Certificate of Purchase with Conditions and
requirements.
Pages 55 -173 – This is the 2010 Papago Park Regional Master Plan, included in its
entirety.
The Sublease document, from the City of Scottsdale to the Giants LLC, basically mirrors the

Master Lease, with minor variations in terms and financial conditions.
The astonishing thing is that all of the title documents presented in Exhibit F contain deed
restrictions requiring that Papago Park lands be used for, I quote, park and recreational uses,
city park only and municipal, park, recreation, or public-convenience purposes. Inexplicably,
Article 18.2.6 (e) of the Lease states that Phoenix has no knowledge of any restrictions, claims
or reservations that would affect the Facility, except that enumerated in Exhibit F. It is almost
like they didn’t read their own document, or the people who added Exhibit F to the Lease
never talked to the people who wrote first 36 pages.Even the severity of the penalty included in
the title documents in case park lands are not used as intended does not seem to register with city
officials.

To add insult to injury, the lease in its first page contains a statement about the following the
2010 Master Plan – which is included in the Lease (Pages 55-173) – yet that document makes
no mention of building a baseball training facility or of expanding the old baseball field area.
It appears that the lease is a pro forma document divorced from reality. There seems to be an
informal arrangement between the three parties that dictates the terms and execution of the
project. I refer not just to the appalling financial terms, but the fact that the construction itself
is not being governed by the technical schema included in the lease, in terms of buildings or
extent. Yesterday, before our meeting, I obtained a fairly recent satellite photo and was able
to calculate the area of this project. The private, enclosed compound under construction now
appears to occupy 45.6 acres (see attached photo), not the 42 that I had estimated, much less
the 36.75 acres in the Lease. Compare that photo with the diagram in Exhibit B (page 30). So
another 8.6 acres of native habitat is destroyed. Then there is that parody of an “overflow”
parking lot (never used) that was dumped north of the softball facility which was supposed to
be in the 36.75 acre project area – resulting in another 2-3 acres of desert obliterated. It never
ends.
As I told you, the problem is not just this project; it is the sad fact that this encroachment on
simple, plain desert landscape like that which we walked through has been going on for years.
City officials do not seem to consider the desert areas of Papago Park to be a park, but rather
a land resource to be used as needed for any scheme that meets their fancy. This is why the
people of Phoenix passed the Phoenix Parks and Preserve Initiative – to save desert lands from
developments like this. Unfortunately, Papago Park, our most historic park was not included in
this legislation.
According to its website, the Department of the Interior (DOI) conserves and manages the
Nation’s natural resources and cultural heritage for the benefit and enjoyment of the
American people, not private corporations. Article 4, § 3, Cl. 2 of the US Constitution provides
that "The Congress shall have Power to dispose of and make all needful Rules and Regulations
respecting the Territory and other Property belonging to the United States." The power over
the public land thus entrusted to Congress is without limitations (United States v. Gratiot, 14
Pet. 526, 537. The NPS website states that since its inception in 1949, the Lands to Parks
program has transferred about 184,000 acres of land to state and local governments for parks
and recreation use. It also says that the National Park Service continues to work with
communities to ensure this land remains available and used for public parks and recreation in
perpetuity and to protect important natural and cultural resources. I ask that the DOI use
those powers conferred to it to save Papago Park. Please don’t make me ask the NPS to revise
that acreage to 183,954.4 acres.
Once again, thank you for listening to our views on this issue, for asking relevant questions
and requesting copies of documents relating to the history and intended use of Papago Park.
J. Arthur Deal

xxxxxxxxxxxxxx xxxxxxxxxxxxxxxxxx xxxxxxxxxxxxxxx
From: Putnam, Patrick A
Sent: Monday, July 13, 2020 3:45 PM
To: J. Deal
Cc: Friends of Papago Park
Subject: Re: [EXTERNAL] Re: Papago Park and NPS

How does Wednesday look? I am pretty open. I will be on annual Leave Thursday and Friday.
Patrick Putnam
Superintendent
Southern Arizona Office
NPS Region 8
602-350-1291
From: J. Deal
Sent: Saturday, July 11, 2020 2:56 PM
To: Putnam, Patrick A
Cc: Friends of Papago Park
Subject: [EXTERNAL] Re: Papago Park and NPS

This email has been received from outside of DOI - Use caution before clicking on
links, opening attachments, or responding.

Thank you, Mr. Putnam. I really look forward to talking with you. I would also like to also invite
Lasse, from the "Friends of Papago Park" group, to be present.
Considering the idea that a picture is worth a thousand words, I suggest we meet on site, at
64th street and McDowell, in the parking lot of the softball facility off Oak, behind the National
Guard. The best times for me are in the afternoon, even in the summer. Any day is good for
me, the sooner the better - you choose at your convenience. If you would prefer to meet in
your office, that is fine, too (it is really hot outside).
Best Regards,
J. Arthur Deal

From: Putnam, Patrick A
Sent: Friday, July 10, 2020 5:09 PM
To: Jdeal@hotmail.com
Subject: Papago Park and NPS

Good morning Mr. Deal. My name is Patrick Putnam and I am the National Park Service

Superintendent from the Southern Arizona Office. I left you a phone message earlier this week
asking if you would like to get together either by phone or in person to discuss Papago Park
and NPS history and authorities. I am very interested in your knowledge of the area and would
even like to go to the field and look at the site together. Please let me know if you are
interested. Thanks again and my contact information is at the bottom of this email.
Patrick Putnam
Superintendent
Southern Arizona Office
NPS Region 8
602-350-1291

Masterlease CON148862-0 city phx to scottsdale.pdf

Masterlease CON148862-0 city phx to scottsdale_1.pdf

Masterlease CON148862-0 city phx to scottsdale_2.pdf

RE_ [EXTERNAL] Meeting with NPS official yester....pdf

From:
To:
Cc:
Subject:
Date:

Benge, Shawn T
Foster, Maureen D; Vela, Raymond (David)
Farinelli, Susan
RE: [EXTERNAL] Meeting with NPS official yesterday, about Papago Park
Thursday, July 16, 2020 1:31:58 PM

Thanks for sharing Maureen. Brandon is a good egg and doing amazing work.
From: Foster, Maureen D
Sent: Thursday, July 16, 2020 3:22 PM
To: Vela, Raymond (David) ; Benge, Shawn T
Cc: Farinelli, Susan
Subject: Fw: [EXTERNAL] Meeting with NPS official yesterday, about Papago Park
Nice shut out for Brandon!
__________________________
Maureen D. Foster
Chief of Staff
Office of the Assistant Secretary
for Fish and Wildlife and Parks
Udall Interior Building
1849 C Street, NW; Room 3161
Washington, DC 20240
202.208.5970 (desk)
202.306.3845 (mobile)
202.208.4416 (main)
From: Caminiti, Mariagrazia <Marigrace.Caminiti@sol.doi.gov>
Sent: Thursday, July 16, 2020 3:16 PM
To: Jorjani, Daniel H <daniel.jorjani@sol.doi.gov>; Bies, Brandon <Brandon_Bies@nps.gov>
Cc: Foster, Maureen D <maureen_foster@ios.doi.gov>
Subject: FW: [EXTERNAL] Meeting with NPS official yesterday, about Papago Park
Dan a nice note from a citizen who had reached out to our office for assistance. I was able to find the
incredibly able Brandon Bies in NPS who connected him with a resource on the ground. The real
thanks for attentiveness to our constituents goes to NPS and Brandon.
Maureen, thanks for forwarding to Brandon and getting the ball rolling!
Mariagrazia Caminiti
Executive Assistant
Office of the Solicitor
1849 C Street, NW, 6352
Washington, DC 20240
Direct: 202-208-3111
Cell: 202-528-0486
WCell: 202-359-2949
From: J. Deal <jdeal@hotmail.com>
Sent: Thursday, July 16, 2020 3:03 PM
To: Caminiti, Mariagrazia <Marigrace.Caminiti@sol.doi.gov>
Subject: [EXTERNAL] Meeting with NPS official yesterday, about Papago Park

This email has been received from outside of DOI - Use caution before clicking on links, opening
attachments, or responding.

Mr. Daniel Jorjani
Solicitor
Department of the Interior
C/O Marigrace Caminiti
Dear Sir:
I want to thank you for having Mr. Patrick Putnam from the Phoenix NPS office meet with us.
He is a hero. He was 8 minutes early and walked around with us for one hour in 111 degree
Summer heat. He asked lots of questions which we tried to answer to the best of our ability.
I sent him the email below with the attached documents. These should answer most of his
questions about legal issues relating to the use of Papago park. The law is not only clear, but it
is included in the Lease.
As I told Mr. Putnam, the whole thing is messy. Messy with a capital M. If they had listened to
our concerns six months ago, maybe this issue would be less problematic. Funny thing, this
week the Assistant Parks Director sent me an email asking us to meet with the officials of
Phoenix and Scottsdale. I am not sure but it may have been that they heard from a Phoenix
Councilman that someone from the US Government / DOI would look into the matter. Maybe
it was the threat of an injunction or maybe even an email sent last week about possible use
irregularities in other concessions in the Papago Park. It has been really hard to get their
attention.
Anyway, time marches on and I have no idea where this is going. All this old man wanted was
for them to stop taking bites out of my childhood park. That wasn't too much to ask, was it?
It is always nice to talk to Ms. Marigrace. She is so pleasant and attentive. Give her a raise.
Sincerely,
J. Arthur Deal

Re_ [EXTERNAL] Meeting with NPS official yester..._1.pdf

From:
To:
Subject:
Date:

Reynolds, Michael T
Bies, Brandon; Kirby, Kris M; Hammond, Katharine (Kate) H; Putnam, Patrick A
Re: [EXTERNAL] Meeting with NPS official yesterday, about Papago Park
Thursday, July 16, 2020 2:26:48 PM

Nice job Patrick thank you! Thanks also Brandon.
Michael Reynolds
Regional Director
National Park Service
Interior Regions 6,7,8
Lakewood, CO
303.969.2503 desk
209 347 6500 cell

From: Bies, Brandon
Sent: Thursday, July 16, 2020 2:23 PM
To: Reynolds, Michael T ; Kirby, Kris M ; Hammond, Katharine (Kate) H ; Putnam, Patrick A
Subject: Fw: [EXTERNAL] Meeting with NPS official yesterday, about Papago Park

All,
Just passing along a nice note from the SOL and from Mr. Deal about his appreciation of NPS's
attention to his issue. Thanks all for taking care of this one.
Brandon
-------------------------------------------------Brandon S. Bies
Deputy Chief of Staff (Acting)
National Park Service
202-439-7330 (cell)
From: Caminiti, Mariagrazia
Sent: Thursday, July 16, 2020 3:16 PM
To: Jorjani, Daniel H ; Bies, Brandon
Cc: Foster, Maureen D
Subject: FW: [EXTERNAL] Meeting with NPS official yesterday, about Papago Park
Dan a nice note from a citizen who had reached out to our office for assistance. I was able to find the
incredibly able Brandon Bies in NPS who connected him with a resource on the ground. The real
thanks for attentiveness to our constituents goes to NPS and Brandon.
Maureen, thanks for forwarding to Brandon and getting the ball rolling!
Mariagrazia Caminiti

Executive Assistant
Office of the Solicitor
1849 C Street, NW, 6352
Washington, DC 20240
Direct: 202-208-3111
Cell: 202-528-0486
WCell: 202-359-2949
From: J. Deal
Sent: Thursday, July 16, 2020 3:03 PM
To: Caminiti, Mariagrazia
Subject: [EXTERNAL] Meeting with NPS official yesterday, about Papago Park
This email has been received from outside of DOI - Use caution before clicking on links, opening
attachments, or responding.

Mr. Daniel Jorjani
Solicitor
Department of the Interior
C/O Marigrace Caminiti
Dear Sir:
I want to thank you for having Mr. Patrick Putnam from the Phoenix NPS office meet with us.
He is a hero. He was 8 minutes early and walked around with us for one hour in 111 degree
Summer heat. He asked lots of questions which we tried to answer to the best of our ability.
I sent him the email below with the attached documents. These should answer most of his
questions about legal issues relating to the use of Papago park. The law is not only clear, but it
is included in the Lease.
As I told Mr. Putnam, the whole thing is messy. Messy with a capital M. If they had listened to
our concerns six months ago, maybe this issue would be less problematic. Funny thing, this
week the Assistant Parks Director sent me an email asking us to meet with the officials of
Phoenix and Scottsdale. I am not sure but it may have been that they heard from a Phoenix
Councilman that someone from the US Government / DOI would look into the matter. Maybe
it was the threat of an injunction or maybe even an email sent last week about possible use
irregularities in other concessions in the Papago Park. It has been really hard to get their
attention.
Anyway, time marches on and I have no idea where this is going. All this old man wanted was
for them to stop taking bites out of my childhood park. That wasn't too much to ask, was it?
It is always nice to talk to Ms. Marigrace. She is so pleasant and attentive. Give her a raise.
Sincerely,
J. Arthur Deal

RE_ [EXTERNAL] Meeting with NPS official yester...(1).pdf

From:
To:
Subject:
Date:

Caminiti, Mariagrazia
Bies, Brandon; Tanner, John R; Foster, Maureen D
RE: [EXTERNAL] Meeting with NPS official yesterday, about Papago Park
Thursday, July 16, 2020 2:27:19 PM

You guys did it all – thanks Brandon for taking this citizen call.
Mariagrazia Caminiti
Executive Assistant
Office of the Solicitor
1849 C Street, NW, 6352
Washington, DC 20240
Direct: 202-208-3111
Cell: 202-528-0486
WCell: 202-359-2949
From: Bies, Brandon
Sent: Thursday, July 16, 2020 4:25 PM
To: Jorjani, Daniel H ; Caminiti, Mariagrazia
Cc: Foster, Maureen D ; Tanner, John R
Subject: Re: [EXTERNAL] Meeting with NPS official yesterday, about Papago Park

Thanks, everyone - happy to help. I've also passed along the appreciation to the regional and
park staff who worked directly with Mr. Deal.
Brandon
-------------------------------------------------Brandon S. Bies
Deputy Chief of Staff (Acting)
National Park Service
202-439-7330 (cell)
From: Jorjani, Daniel H <daniel.jorjani@sol.doi.gov>
Sent: Thursday, July 16, 2020 3:47 PM
To: Caminiti, Mariagrazia <Marigrace.Caminiti@sol.doi.gov>; Bies, Brandon
<Brandon_Bies@nps.gov>
Cc: Foster, Maureen D <maureen_foster@ios.doi.gov>; Tanner, John R <john_tanner@ios.doi.gov>
Subject: Re: [EXTERNAL] Meeting with NPS official yesterday, about Papago Park
Marigrace - I agree that Brandon Bies is a superstar and Maureen Foster is a phenomenon. Copying
John to keep in loop. Thank you all for all that you do. -Dan
Get Outlook for iOS
From: Caminiti, Mariagrazia <Marigrace.Caminiti@sol.doi.gov>
Sent: Thursday, July 16, 2020 3:17 PM
To: Jorjani, Daniel H; Bies, Brandon
Cc: Foster, Maureen D
Subject: FW: [EXTERNAL] Meeting with NPS official yesterday, about Papago Park
Dan a nice note from a citizen who had reached out to our office for assistance. I was able to find the
incredibly able Brandon Bies in NPS who connected him with a resource on the ground. The real

thanks for attentiveness to our constituents goes to NPS and Brandon.
Maureen, thanks for forwarding to Brandon and getting the ball rolling!
Mariagrazia Caminiti
Executive Assistant
Office of the Solicitor
1849 C Street, NW, 6352
Washington, DC 20240
Direct: 202-208-3111
Cell: 202-528-0486
WCell: 202-359-2949
From: J. Deal <jdeal@hotmail.com>
Sent: Thursday, July 16, 2020 3:03 PM
To: Caminiti, Mariagrazia <Marigrace.Caminiti@sol.doi.gov>
Subject: [EXTERNAL] Meeting with NPS official yesterday, about Papago Park
This email has been received from outside of DOI - Use caution before clicking on links, opening
attachments, or responding.

Mr. Daniel Jorjani
Solicitor
Department of the Interior
C/O Marigrace Caminiti
Dear Sir:
I want to thank you for having Mr. Patrick Putnam from the Phoenix NPS office meet with us.
He is a hero. He was 8 minutes early and walked around with us for one hour in 111 degree
Summer heat. He asked lots of questions which we tried to answer to the best of our ability.
I sent him the email below with the attached documents. These should answer most of his
questions about legal issues relating to the use of Papago park. The law is not only clear, but it
is included in the Lease.
As I told Mr. Putnam, the whole thing is messy. Messy with a capital M. If they had listened to
our concerns six months ago, maybe this issue would be less problematic. Funny thing, this
week the Assistant Parks Director sent me an email asking us to meet with the officials of
Phoenix and Scottsdale. I am not sure but it may have been that they heard from a Phoenix
Councilman that someone from the US Government / DOI would look into the matter. Maybe
it was the threat of an injunction or maybe even an email sent last week about possible use
irregularities in other concessions in the Papago Park. It has been really hard to get their
attention.
Anyway, time marches on and I have no idea where this is going. All this old man wanted was
for them to stop taking bites out of my childhood park. That wasn't too much to ask, was it?
It is always nice to talk to Ms. Marigrace. She is so pleasant and attentive. Give her a raise.
Sincerely,

J. Arthur Deal

Fwd_ [EXTERNAL] Meeting with NPS official yeste....pdf

From:
To:
Subject:
Date:

Reynolds, Michael T
Roth, Aaron T
Fwd: [EXTERNAL] Meeting with NPS official yesterday, about Papago Park
Thursday, July 16, 2020 2:27:53 PM

Michael Reynolds
NPS Regional Director
Interior Regions 6,7,8
Lakewood, CO
303 969 2503 office
209 347 6500 cell
Sent from mobile
From: Reynolds, Michael T
Sent: Thursday, July 16, 2020 2:26:47 PM
To: Bies, Brandon ; Kirby, Kris M ; Hammond, Katharine (Kate) H ; Putnam, Patrick A
Subject: Re: [EXTERNAL] Meeting with NPS official yesterday, about Papago Park

Nice job Patrick thank you! Thanks also Brandon.
Michael Reynolds
Regional Director
National Park Service
Interior Regions 6,7,8
Lakewood, CO
303.969.2503 desk
209 347 6500 cell

From: Bies, Brandon
Sent: Thursday, July 16, 2020 2:23 PM
To: Reynolds, Michael T ; Kirby, Kris M ; Hammond, Katharine (Kate) H ; Putnam, Patrick A
Subject: Fw: [EXTERNAL] Meeting with NPS official yesterday, about Papago Park

All,
Just passing along a nice note from the SOL and from Mr. Deal about his appreciation of NPS's
attention to his issue. Thanks all for taking care of this one.
Brandon
-------------------------------------------------Brandon S. Bies
Deputy Chief of Staff (Acting)

National Park Service
202-439-7330 (cell)
From: Caminiti, Mariagrazia
Sent: Thursday, July 16, 2020 3:16 PM
To: Jorjani, Daniel H ; Bies, Brandon
Cc: Foster, Maureen D
Subject: FW: [EXTERNAL] Meeting with NPS official yesterday, about Papago Park
Dan a nice note from a citizen who had reached out to our office for assistance. I was able to find the
incredibly able Brandon Bies in NPS who connected him with a resource on the ground. The real
thanks for attentiveness to our constituents goes to NPS and Brandon.
Maureen, thanks for forwarding to Brandon and getting the ball rolling!
Mariagrazia Caminiti
Executive Assistant
Office of the Solicitor
1849 C Street, NW, 6352
Washington, DC 20240
Direct: 202-208-3111
Cell: 202-528-0486
WCell: 202-359-2949
From: J. Deal
Sent: Thursday, July 16, 2020 3:03 PM
To: Caminiti, Mariagrazia
Subject: [EXTERNAL] Meeting with NPS official yesterday, about Papago Park
This email has been received from outside of DOI - Use caution before clicking on links, opening
attachments, or responding.

Mr. Daniel Jorjani
Solicitor
Department of the Interior
C/O Marigrace Caminiti
Dear Sir:
I want to thank you for having Mr. Patrick Putnam from the Phoenix NPS office meet with us.
He is a hero. He was 8 minutes early and walked around with us for one hour in 111 degree
Summer heat. He asked lots of questions which we tried to answer to the best of our ability.
I sent him the email below with the attached documents. These should answer most of his
questions about legal issues relating to the use of Papago park. The law is not only clear, but it
is included in the Lease.
As I told Mr. Putnam, the whole thing is messy. Messy with a capital M. If they had listened to
our concerns six months ago, maybe this issue would be less problematic. Funny thing, this
week the Assistant Parks Director sent me an email asking us to meet with the officials of
Phoenix and Scottsdale. I am not sure but it may have been that they heard from a Phoenix
Councilman that someone from the US Government / DOI would look into the matter. Maybe
it was the threat of an injunction or maybe even an email sent last week about possible use

irregularities in other concessions in the Papago Park. It has been really hard to get their
attention.
Anyway, time marches on and I have no idea where this is going. All this old man wanted was
for them to stop taking bites out of my childhood park. That wasn't too much to ask, was it?
It is always nice to talk to Ms. Marigrace. She is so pleasant and attentive. Give her a raise.
Sincerely,
J. Arthur Deal

[EXTERNAL] More destruction at Papago park.pdf

From:
To:
Cc:
Subject:
Date:

J. Deal
Putnam, Patrick A
Friends of Papago Park
[EXTERNAL] More destruction at Papago park
Wednesday, July 29, 2020 3:21:33 PM

This email has been received from outside of DOI - Use caution before clicking on
links, opening attachments, or responding.

Mr. Putnam,
This week a member of the Friends of Papago Parks group notified Lasse that they are
bulldozing an area near the old entrance of the (Maytag) Phoenix zoo. Until last week this was
open desert sage; now it is behind a fence and the vegetation is gone (see picture). We do not
know the purpose of this project, but it is probably another one of the unending
"improvements" that always result in less park. Just last week Lasse and I talked to the
Assistant Director of Phoenix Parks, who admitted that they "need to be more open and do
better outreach to the community" -- and then they do this, without telling us or any public
input! It can't be an expansion of the zoo because the zoo has been basically closed for 6
months.
As I said, the Cities of Phoenix and Scottsdale do not see Papago Park as a park; to them it is
just a land resource to be used as needed without regard to the intended purpose for which
the park was created.
Respectfully,
A. Arthur Deal

Re_ [EXTERNAL] Papago Park - More destruction b....pdf

From:
To:
Subject:
Date:

Bies, Brandon
Caminiti, Mariagrazia
Re: [EXTERNAL] Papago Park - More destruction by City of Phoenix
Monday, August 3, 2020 6:45:11 PM

Thanks - yes, I suspect you will likely find yourself as a cc now on many of these messages. I agree there is no action needed by SOL. I will forward
this to our NPS contacts there for their awareness.
Thanks
Brandon
-------------------------------------------------Brandon S. Bies
Deputy Chief of Staff (Acting)
National Park Service
202-439-7330 (cell)

From: Caminiti, Mariagrazia
Sent: Monday, August 3, 2020 3:55 PM
To: Bies, Brandon
Subject: FW: [EXTERNAL] Papago Park - More destruction by City of Phoenix
Fyi—I’m not sure there is anything for our office to act on, but sharing the information.
Mariagrazia Caminiti
Executive Assistant
Office of the Solicitor
1849 C Street, NW, 6352
Washington, DC 20240
Direct: 202-208-3111
Cell: 202-528-0486
WCell: 202-359-2949
From: Friends of Papago Park
Sent: Monday, August 3, 2020 3:40 PM
To: Cynthia Aguilar ; Inger Erickson ; scott.covey@phoenix.gov
Cc: Mayor Gallego ; council.district.6@phoenix.gov; Caminiti, Mariagrazia ; Smith, Michael S ; Luciano, Lorraine A ; Holmes, Courtney ; Wasu, Sonu ; Longhi,
Lorraine ; caseinquiry@goldwaterinstitute.org; grand.canyon.chapter@sierraclub.org; ed.montini@arizonarepublic.com; Gregg Bach ; Receptionist PKS
Subject: [EXTERNAL] Papago Park - More destruction by City of Phoenix

This email has been received from outside of DOI - Use caution before clicking on links, opening attachments, or responding.
To: City of Phoenix Parks Department, Inger Erickson, Cynthia Aguilar, Scott Covey
CC:
City of Phoenix Mayor Gallego
Councilman Sal DiCiccio
Department of The Interior
Arizona Republic
ABC15 News
Sierra Club
Goldwater Institute
We are, once again, receiving news of a highly concerning project that the City of Phoenix has initiated at Papago park. This time, an 8+ acre new parking lot
located north of Van Buren, and East of Galvin Parkway is being built - ripping up our Papago desert.
This seems highly confusing to me personally as I was on a video WebEx conference on July 21st with City of Phoenix Parks Department, led by Cynthia
Aguilar, discussing the failed Baseball Training Facility Project, and how stealing land from the desert, and giving it to a private for-profit entity was not in the
people's desires, nor the Papago masterplan. During thai call, the city said that perhaps better public input could have been sought. Not ONCE did they
mention what was about to happen down the corner.

Is this the view we want?

Per the Papago masterplan, the LEAST desirable outcome for the park is “Increased parking opportunity” (reference page 44)

92.9% of the total respondents wanted to “Preserve natural habitat and open space by selecting areas that would be restricted from future construction and
development” (reference page 41)

Do we need more parking? NO! There is a perfectly usable lot at the Phoenix Municipal stadium, located 2,400 ft away, vs the new lot that will be 1,400 ft
away. The overflow happens once a year, for December weekends during the Zoo Lights. We estimate this to be 100-140 hours each year. Why not run a
shuttle bus?
See below:

Why will the City of Phoenix Parks Department simply not listen to the wishes of the public? The Papago Masterplan from 2010 was created between City

Officials and the local residents, spending thousands of hours to have a comprehensive guiding plan.
(https://www.phoenix.gov/parkssite/Documents/PKS_NRD/PKS_NRD_Papago_Park_Master_Plan.pdf).
Yet the City of Phoenix continues to fully ignore it. Here are the recent examples within just the past 4 years:
1) Paved desert trails around the golf course area
2) Expanded golf course into protected desert zone – Taking away 13+ acres in the process. Majority was taken from areas marked as “protected desert
zone”
3) Paved a new asphalt access road across protected desert zone (McDowell Rd to Golf course)
4) Expanded baseball training facility into desert land, grabbing 10+ acres of desert. This will be given to a private for-profit entity (ongoing)
5) Expanding zoo parking into desert area. 8+ acres (ongoing)
At this rate, Papago Park will be gone within a decade.
We ask that City Officials immediately halt this project and cease further destruction of Papago Park.
If you are active on social media, feel free to look at our Facebook Page. We encourage you to look at the comments the public are giving. Not a single post
or message we have received is in support of this destruction and blatant violation of the Papago Masterplan.
You need to do better.
Thank you,

Lasse Norgaard-Larsen / The Friends of Papago Park team
E-mail: friendsofpapago@gmail.com
Web: http://www.friendsofpapagopark.org

Fw_ [EXTERNAL] Papago Park - More destruction b....pdf

From:
To:
Cc:
Subject:
Date:

Bies, Brandon
Putnam, Patrick A
Roth, Aaron T
Fw: [EXTERNAL] Papago Park - More destruction by City of Phoenix
Monday, August 3, 2020 6:48:37 PM

Patrick,
Mr. Deal has been including the SOL on some recent emails again, so simply passing these along to you for your awareness.
Thanks
Brandon
-------------------------------------------------Brandon S. Bies
Deputy Chief of Staff (Acting)
National Park Service
202-439-7330 (cell)
From: Caminiti, Mariagrazia
Sent: Monday, August 3, 2020 3:55 PM
To: Bies, Brandon
Subject: FW: [EXTERNAL] Papago Park - More destruction by City of Phoenix
Fyi—I’m not sure there is anything for our office to act on, but sharing the information.
Mariagrazia Caminiti
Executive Assistant
Office of the Solicitor
1849 C Street, NW, 6352
Washington, DC 20240
Direct: 202-208-3111
Cell: 202-528-0486
WCell: 202-359-2949
From: Friends of Papago Park
Sent: Monday, August 3, 2020 3:40 PM
To: Cynthia Aguilar ; Inger Erickson ; scott.covey@phoenix.gov
Cc: Mayor Gallego ; council.district.6@phoenix.gov; Caminiti, Mariagrazia ; Smith, Michael S ; Luciano, Lorraine A ; Holmes, Courtney ; Wasu, Sonu ; Longhi,
Lorraine ; caseinquiry@goldwaterinstitute.org; grand.canyon.chapter@sierraclub.org; ed.montini@arizonarepublic.com; Gregg Bach ; Receptionist PKS
Subject: [EXTERNAL] Papago Park - More destruction by City of Phoenix

This email has been received from outside of DOI - Use caution before clicking on links, opening attachments, or responding.
To: City of Phoenix Parks Department, Inger Erickson, Cynthia Aguilar, Scott Covey
CC:
City of Phoenix Mayor Gallego
Councilman Sal DiCiccio
Department of The Interior
Arizona Republic
ABC15 News
Sierra Club
Goldwater Institute
We are, once again, receiving news of a highly concerning project that the City of Phoenix has initiated at Papago park. This time, an 8+ acre new parking lot
located north of Van Buren, and East of Galvin Parkway is being built - ripping up our Papago desert.
This seems highly confusing to me personally as I was on a video WebEx conference on July 21st with City of Phoenix Parks Department, led by Cynthia
Aguilar, discussing the failed Baseball Training Facility Project, and how stealing land from the desert, and giving it to a private for-profit entity was not in the
people's desires, nor the Papago masterplan. During thai call, the city said that perhaps better public input could have been sought. Not ONCE did they
mention what was about to happen down the corner.

Is this the view we want?

Per the Papago masterplan, the LEAST desirable outcome for the park is “Increased parking opportunity” (reference page 44)

92.9% of the total respondents wanted to “Preserve natural habitat and open space by selecting areas that would be restricted from future construction and
development” (reference page 41)

Do we need more parking? NO! There is a perfectly usable lot at the Phoenix Municipal stadium, located 2,400 ft away, vs the new lot that will be 1,400 ft
away. The overflow happens once a year, for December weekends during the Zoo Lights. We estimate this to be 100-140 hours each year. Why not run a
shuttle bus?
See below:

Why will the City of Phoenix Parks Department simply not listen to the wishes of the public? The Papago Masterplan from 2010 was created between City

Officials and the local residents, spending thousands of hours to have a comprehensive guiding plan.
(https://www.phoenix.gov/parkssite/Documents/PKS_NRD/PKS_NRD_Papago_Park_Master_Plan.pdf).
Yet the City of Phoenix continues to fully ignore it. Here are the recent examples within just the past 4 years:
1) Paved desert trails around the golf course area
2) Expanded golf course into protected desert zone – Taking away 13+ acres in the process. Majority was taken from areas marked as “protected desert
zone”
3) Paved a new asphalt access road across protected desert zone (McDowell Rd to Golf course)
4) Expanded baseball training facility into desert land, grabbing 10+ acres of desert. This will be given to a private for-profit entity (ongoing)
5) Expanding zoo parking into desert area. 8+ acres (ongoing)
At this rate, Papago Park will be gone within a decade.
We ask that City Officials immediately halt this project and cease further destruction of Papago Park.
If you are active on social media, feel free to look at our Facebook Page. We encourage you to look at the comments the public are giving. Not a single post
or message we have received is in support of this destruction and blatant violation of the Papago Masterplan.
You need to do better.
Thank you,

Lasse Norgaard-Larsen / The Friends of Papago Park team
E-mail: friendsofpapago@gmail.com
Web: http://www.friendsofpapagopark.org

Fw_ [EXTERNAL] More destruction of Papago Park.....pdf

From:
To:
Cc:
Subject:
Date:

Bies, Brandon
Putnam, Patrick A
Roth, Aaron T
Fw: [EXTERNAL] More destruction of Papago Park. This week!
Monday, August 3, 2020 6:49:04 PM

Here is the second one.
Thanks
Brandon
-------------------------------------------------Brandon S. Bies
Deputy Chief of Staff (Acting)
National Park Service
202-439-7330 (cell)
From: Caminiti, Mariagrazia
Sent: Monday, August 3, 2020 3:55 PM
To: Bies, Brandon
Subject: FW: [EXTERNAL] More destruction of Papago Park. This week!
Mariagrazia Caminiti
Executive Assistant
Office of the Solicitor
1849 C Street, NW, 6352
Washington, DC 20240
Direct: 202-208-3111
Cell: 202-528-0486
WCell: 202-359-2949
From: J. Deal
Sent: Thursday, July 30, 2020 1:22 PM
To: Caminiti, Mariagrazia
Cc: Friends of Papago Park
Subject: [EXTERNAL] More destruction of Papago Park. This week!

This email has been received from outside of DOI - Use caution before clicking on
links, opening attachments, or responding.
Mr. Daniel Jorjani
Solicitor
Department of the Interior
C/O Marigrace Caminiti
Dear Sir:
I want to inform you that this week they bulldozed another desert area of Papago park (see
photo). This was either the City of Phoenix or the Zoo (a private company). Just last week the
Assistant Parks Director told Lasse (Friends of Papago Park) and me that they would be more

attentive to public input about changes to Papago Park landscape. So much for talk about
"outreach to the community". Another bite out of the desert landscape and nobody cares. The
City of Phoenix does not see Papago Park as a park, but as a resource to be used for whatever
inane purpose without regard to public opinion or deed restrictions. By the way, the Zoo
already occupies an area far greater than that stipulated in the deed and in the documents
designating permited leases.
I have no idea what Mr. Putnam's report will say, but something needs to be done -- if not to
save the desert Sonoran landscape of Papago Park, but to at least make City of Phoenix
officials pause, think, consider their actions and request public input before they send in the
bulldozers. For years they have been utilizing areas of the Park without respect of its natural
habitat or regard to its intended purpose.
It would nice if somebody could make the City of Phoenix understand that they cannot, should
not, use the lands given to them by the US Government and State of Arizona for frivolous,
fatuous and unintended purposes.
J. Arthur Deal
Friends of Papago Park

Re_ [EXTERNAL] Papago Park - More destruction b...(1).pdf

From:
To:
Subject:
Date:

Bies, Brandon
Caminiti, Mariagrazia
Re: [EXTERNAL] Papago Park - More destruction by City of Phoenix
Tuesday, August 4, 2020 8:56:11 AM

Sounds good - I forwarded it to our folks in Arizona last night, and will let you know what/if I hear back.
Thanks
Brandon
-------------------------------------------------Brandon S. Bies
Deputy Chief of Staff (Acting)
National Park Service
202-439-7330 (cell)

From: Caminiti, Mariagrazia
Sent: Tuesday, August 4, 2020 10:02 AM
To: Bies, Brandon
Subject: RE: [EXTERNAL] Papago Park - More destruction by City of Phoenix
No worries- I’m happy to pass on whatever message NPS has to be consistent though. If there is a response you are giving, can you share that and I’ll make
sure SOL is good with me towing the same line. Thanks.mg
Mariagrazia Caminiti
Executive Assistant
Office of the Solicitor
1849 C Street, NW, 6352
Washington, DC 20240
Direct: 202-208-3111
Cell: 202-528-0486
WCell: 202-359-2949
From: Bies, Brandon
Sent: Monday, August 3, 2020 8:45 PM
To: Caminiti, Mariagrazia
Subject: Re: [EXTERNAL] Papago Park - More destruction by City of Phoenix

Thanks - yes, I suspect you will likely find yourself as a cc now on many of these messages. I agree there is no action needed by SOL. I will forward
this to our NPS contacts there for their awareness.
Thanks
Brandon
-------------------------------------------------Brandon S. Bies
Deputy Chief of Staff (Acting)
National Park Service
202-439-7330 (cell)
From: Caminiti, Mariagrazia <Marigrace.Caminiti@sol.doi.gov>
Sent: Monday, August 3, 2020 3:55 PM
To: Bies, Brandon <Brandon_Bies@nps.gov>
Subject: FW: [EXTERNAL] Papago Park - More destruction by City of Phoenix
Fyi—I’m not sure there is anything for our office to act on, but sharing the information.
Mariagrazia Caminiti
Executive Assistant
Office of the Solicitor
1849 C Street, NW, 6352
Washington, DC 20240
Direct: 202-208-3111
Cell: 202-528-0486
WCell: 202-359-2949
From: Friends of Papago Park <friendsofpapago@gmail.com>
Sent: Monday, August 3, 2020 3:40 PM
To: Cynthia Aguilar <cynthia.aguilar@phoenix.gov>; Inger Erickson <inger.erickson@phoenix.gov>; scott.covey@phoenix.gov
Cc: Mayor Gallego <Mayor.gallego@phoenix.gov>; council.district.6@phoenix.gov; Caminiti, Mariagrazia <Marigrace.Caminiti@sol.doi.gov>; Smith, Michael
S <michael_smith@doioig.gov>; Luciano, Lorraine A <lorraine_luciano@doioig.gov>; Holmes, Courtney <CHolmes@abc15.com>; Wasu, Sonu
<sonu.wasu@abc15.com>; Longhi, Lorraine <Lorraine.Longhi@gannett.com>; caseinquiry@goldwaterinstitute.org; grand.canyon.chapter@sierraclub.org;
ed.montini@arizonarepublic.com; Gregg Bach <Gregg.Bach@phoenix.gov>; Receptionist PKS <Receptionist.pks@phoenix.gov>
Subject: [EXTERNAL] Papago Park - More destruction by City of Phoenix

This email has been received from outside of DOI - Use caution before clicking on links, opening attachments, or responding.

To: City of Phoenix Parks Department, Inger Erickson, Cynthia Aguilar, Scott Covey
CC:

City of Phoenix Mayor Gallego
Councilman Sal DiCiccio
Department of The Interior
Arizona Republic
ABC15 News
Sierra Club
Goldwater Institute

We are, once again, receiving news of a highly concerning project that the City of Phoenix has initiated at Papago park. This time, an 8+ acre new parking lot
located north of Van Buren, and East of Galvin Parkway is being built - ripping up our Papago desert.
This seems highly confusing to me personally as I was on a video WebEx conference on July 21st with City of Phoenix Parks Department, led by Cynthia
Aguilar, discussing the failed Baseball Training Facility Project, and how stealing land from the desert, and giving it to a private for-profit entity was not in the
people's desires, nor the Papago masterplan. During thai call, the city said that perhaps better public input could have been sought. Not ONCE did they
mention what was about to happen down the corner.

Is this the view we want?

Per the Papago masterplan, the LEAST desirable outcome for the park is “Increased parking opportunity” (reference page 44)

92.9% of the total respondents wanted to “Preserve natural habitat and open space by selecting areas that would be restricted from future construction and
development” (reference page 41)

Do we need more parking? NO! There is a perfectly usable lot at the Phoenix Municipal stadium, located 2,400 ft away, vs the new lot that will be 1,400 ft
away. The overflow happens once a year, for December weekends during the Zoo Lights. We estimate this to be 100-140 hours each year. Why not run a
shuttle bus?
See below:

Why will the City of Phoenix Parks Department simply not listen to the wishes of the public? The Papago Masterplan from 2010 was created between City

Officials and the local residents, spending thousands of hours to have a comprehensive guiding plan.
(https://www.phoenix.gov/parkssite/Documents/PKS_NRD/PKS_NRD_Papago_Park_Master_Plan.pdf).
Yet the City of Phoenix continues to fully ignore it. Here are the recent examples within just the past 4 years:
1) Paved desert trails around the golf course area
2) Expanded golf course into protected desert zone – Taking away 13+ acres in the process. Majority was taken from areas marked as “protected desert
zone”
3) Paved a new asphalt access road across protected desert zone (McDowell Rd to Golf course)
4) Expanded baseball training facility into desert land, grabbing 10+ acres of desert. This will be given to a private for-profit entity (ongoing)
5) Expanding zoo parking into desert area. 8+ acres (ongoing)
At this rate, Papago Park will be gone within a decade.
We ask that City Officials immediately halt this project and cease further destruction of Papago Park.
If you are active on social media, feel free to look at our Facebook Page. We encourage you to look at the comments the public are giving. Not a single post
or message we have received is in support of this destruction and blatant violation of the Papago Masterplan.
You need to do better.
Thank you,

Lasse Norgaard-Larsen / The Friends of Papago Park team
E-mail: friendsofpapago@gmail.com
Web: http://www.friendsofpapagopark.org

RE_ [EXTERNAL] Re_ Papago Park - More destructi....pdf

From:
To:
Subject:
Date:

Caminiti, Mariagrazia
Bies, Brandon
RE: [EXTERNAL] Re: Papago Park - More destruction by City of Phoenix
Thursday, August 13, 2020 8:12:51 AM

Thanks Brandon. I don’t mind and as long as you’re okay with me keeping you guys in the loop, it’s just another matter to track.
Mariagrazia Caminiti
Executive Assistant
Office of the Solicitor
1849 C Street, NW, 6352
Washington, DC 20240
Direct: 202-208-3111
Cell: 202-528-0486
WCell: 202-359-2949
From: Bies, Brandon
Sent: Thursday, August 13, 2020 7:28 AM
To: Caminiti, Mariagrazia
Subject: Re: [EXTERNAL] Re: Papago Park - More destruction by City of Phoenix

Thanks. Hopefully he will get a response at some point and stop cc'ing you on everything. I think from the NPS perspective they have responded to
him (in detail), but I guess we can't control who decides to cc us on messages. Feel free to continue to pass anything else along he sends.
Thanks
Brandon
-------------------------------------------------Brandon S. Bies
Deputy Chief of Staff (Acting)
National Park Service
202-439-7330 (cell)
From: Caminiti, Mariagrazia <Marigrace.Caminiti@sol.doi.gov>
Sent: Wednesday, August 12, 2020 10:38 AM
To: Bies, Brandon <Brandon_Bies@nps.gov>
Subject: FW: [EXTERNAL] Re: Papago Park - More destruction by City of Phoenix
Keeping you in the loop – cheers, mg
Mariagrazia Caminiti
Executive Assistant
Office of the Solicitor
1849 C Street, NW, 6352
Washington, DC 20240
Direct: 202-208-3111
Cell: 202-528-0486
WCell: 202-359-2949
From: Friends of Papago Park <friendsofpapago@gmail.com>
Sent: Tuesday, August 11, 2020 6:02 PM
To: Cynthia Aguilar <cynthia.aguilar@phoenix.gov>; Inger Erickson <inger.erickson@phoenix.gov>; scott.covey@phoenix.gov
Cc: Mayor Gallego <Mayor.gallego@phoenix.gov>; council.district.6@phoenix.gov; Caminiti, Mariagrazia <Marigrace.Caminiti@sol.doi.gov>; Smith, Michael S
<michael_smith@doioig.gov>; Luciano, Lorraine A <lorraine_luciano@doioig.gov>; caseinquiry@goldwaterinstitute.org;
grand.canyon.chapter@sierraclub.org; Gregg Bach <Gregg.Bach@phoenix.gov>; Receptionist PKS <Receptionist.pks@phoenix.gov>
Subject: [EXTERNAL] Re: Papago Park - More destruction by City of Phoenix

This email has been received from outside of DOI - Use caution before clicking on links, opening attachments, or responding.
City of Phoenix Parks Department, Inger Erickson, Cynthia Aguilar, Scott Covey
We are following up on the below email as the City has not responded.
Does this mean that the City will continue to ignore the residents requests and opinions as listed in the Papago masterplan? So far the track record of the City
is in alignment with the fact that you are, yearly, destroying more and more of Papago Park, going directly against the Papago masterplan.
Does this plan not mean anything to you?
We are also aware that several other residents have reached out to the CIty regarding this project.
Thanks

Lasse Norgaard-Larsen / The Friends of Papago Park team
E-mail: friendsofpapago@gmail.com
Web: http://www.friendsofpapagopark.org

On Mon, Aug 3, 2020 at 12:39 PM Friends of Papago Park <friendsofpapago@gmail.com> wrote:
To: City of Phoenix Parks Department, Inger Erickson, Cynthia Aguilar, Scott Covey
CC:
City of Phoenix Mayor Gallego
Councilman Sal DiCiccio
Department of The Interior
Arizona Republic
ABC15 News
Sierra Club
Goldwater Institute
We are, once again, receiving news of a highly concerning project that the City of Phoenix has initiated at Papago park. This time, an 8+ acre new parking lot
located north of Van Buren, and East of Galvin Parkway is being built - ripping up our Papago desert.
This seems highly confusing to me personally as I was on a video WebEx conference on July 21st with City of Phoenix Parks Department, led by Cynthia
Aguilar, discussing the failed Baseball Training Facility Project, and how stealing land from the desert, and giving it to a private for-profit entity was not in the
people's desires, nor the Papago masterplan. During thai call, the city said that perhaps better public input could have been sought. Not ONCE did they
mention what was about to happen down the corner.

Is this the view we want?

Per the Papago masterplan, the LEAST desirable outcome for the park is “Increased parking opportunity” (reference page 44)

92.9% of the total respondents wanted to “Preserve natural habitat and open space by selecting areas that would be restricted from future construction and
development” (reference page 41)

Do we need more parking? NO! There is a perfectly usable lot at the Phoenix Municipal stadium, located 2,400 ft away, vs the new lot that will be 1,400 ft
away. The overflow happens once a year, for December weekends during the Zoo Lights. We estimate this to be 100-140 hours each year. Why not run a
shuttle bus?
See below:

Why will the City of Phoenix Parks Department simply not listen to the wishes of the public? The Papago Masterplan from 2010 was created between City
Officials and the local residents, spending thousands of hours to have a comprehensive guiding plan.
(https://www.phoenix.gov/parkssite/Documents/PKS_NRD/PKS_NRD_Papago_Park_Master_Plan.pdf).
Yet the City of Phoenix continues to fully ignore it. Here are the recent examples within just the past 4 years:
1) Paved desert trails around the golf course area
2) Expanded golf course into protected desert zone – Taking away 13+ acres in the process. Majority was taken from areas marked as “protected desert
zone”
3) Paved a new asphalt access road across protected desert zone (McDowell Rd to Golf course)
4) Expanded baseball training facility into desert land, grabbing 10+ acres of desert. This will be given to a private for-profit entity (ongoing)
5) Expanding zoo parking into desert area. 8+ acres (ongoing)
At this rate, Papago Park will be gone within a decade.
We ask that City Officials immediately halt this project and cease further destruction of Papago Park.
If you are active on social media, feel free to look at our Facebook Page. We encourage you to look at the comments the public are giving. Not a single post
or message we have received is in support of this destruction and blatant violation of the Papago Masterplan.
You need to do better.
Thank you,

Lasse Norgaard-Larsen / The Friends of Papago Park team
E-mail: friendsofpapago@gmail.com
Web: http://www.friendsofpapagopark.org

Re_ [EXTERNAL] Re_ Papago Park - More destructi..._1.pdf

From:
To:
Subject:
Date:

Bies, Brandon
Caminiti, Mariagrazia
Re: [EXTERNAL] Re: Papago Park - More destruction by City of Phoenix
Monday, August 17, 2020 9:20:25 AM

Received - thanks.
Brandon
-------------------------------------------------Brandon S. Bies
Deputy Chief of Staff (Acting)
National Park Service
202-439-7330 (cell)

From: Caminiti, Mariagrazia
Sent: Monday, August 17, 2020 9:38 AM
To: Bies, Brandon
Subject: FW: [EXTERNAL] Re: Papago Park - More destruction by City of Phoenix
Good morning. mg
Mariagrazia Caminiti
Executive Assistant
Office of the Solicitor
1849 C Street, NW, 6352
Washington, DC 20240
Direct: 202-208-3111
Cell: 202-528-0486
WCell: 202-359-2949
From: Friends of Papago Park
Sent: Sunday, August 16, 2020 2:28 PM
To: Cynthia Aguilar ; Inger Erickson ; scott.covey@phoenix.gov
Cc: Mayor Gallego ; council.district.6@phoenix.gov; Caminiti, Mariagrazia ; Smith, Michael S ; Luciano, Lorraine A ; caseinquiry@goldwaterinstitute.org;
grand.canyon.chapter@sierraclub.org; Gregg Bach ; Receptionist PKS
Subject: [EXTERNAL] Re: Papago Park - More destruction by City of Phoenix

This email has been received from outside of DOI - Use caution before clicking on links, opening attachments, or responding.
3rd Follow up
To: City of Phoenix Parks Department, Inger Erickson, Cynthia Aguilar, Scott Covey
We are following up on the below email as the City has not responded.
Does this mean that the City will continue to ignore the residents requests and opinions as listed in the Papago masterplan? So far the track record of the City is
in alignment with the fact that you are, yearly, destroying more and more of Papago Park, going directly against the Papago masterplan.
Does this plan not mean anything to you?
We are also aware that several other residents have reached out to the CIty regarding this project.
Thanks
Lasse Norgaard-Larsen / The Friends of Papago Park team
E-mail: friendsofpapago@gmail.com
Web: http://www.friendsofpapagopark.org

On Tue, Aug 11, 2020 at 3:02 PM Friends of Papago Park <friendsofpapago@gmail.com> wrote:
City of Phoenix Parks Department, Inger Erickson, Cynthia Aguilar, Scott Covey
We are following up on the below email as the City has not responded.
Does this mean that the City will continue to ignore the residents requests and opinions as listed in the Papago masterplan? So far the track record of the City
is in alignment with the fact that you are, yearly, destroying more and more of Papago Park, going directly against the Papago masterplan.
Does this plan not mean anything to you?
We are also aware that several other residents have reached out to the CIty regarding this project.
Thanks
Lasse Norgaard-Larsen / The Friends of Papago Park team
E-mail: friendsofpapago@gmail.com
Web: http://www.friendsofpapagopark.org

On Mon, Aug 3, 2020 at 12:39 PM Friends of Papago Park <friendsofpapago@gmail.com> wrote:
To: City of Phoenix Parks Department, Inger Erickson, Cynthia Aguilar, Scott Covey
CC:
City of Phoenix Mayor Gallego
Councilman Sal DiCiccio
Department of The Interior
Arizona Republic
ABC15 News
Sierra Club

Goldwater Institute
We are, once again, receiving news of a highly concerning project that the City of Phoenix has initiated at Papago park. This time, an 8+ acre new parking lot
located north of Van Buren, and East of Galvin Parkway is being built - ripping up our Papago desert.
This seems highly confusing to me personally as I was on a video WebEx conference on July 21st with City of Phoenix Parks Department, led by Cynthia
Aguilar, discussing the failed Baseball Training Facility Project, and how stealing land from the desert, and giving it to a private for-profit entity was not in the
people's desires, nor the Papago masterplan. During thai call, the city said that perhaps better public input could have been sought. Not ONCE did they
mention what was about to happen down the corner.

Is this the view we want?

Per the Papago masterplan, the LEAST desirable outcome for the park is “Increased parking opportunity” (reference page 44)

92.9% of the total respondents wanted to “Preserve natural habitat and open space by selecting areas that would be restricted from future construction and
development” (reference page 41)

Do we need more parking? NO! There is a perfectly usable lot at the Phoenix Municipal stadium, located 2,400 ft away, vs the new lot that will be 1,400 ft
away. The overflow happens once a year, for December weekends during the Zoo Lights. We estimate this to be 100-140 hours each year. Why not run a
shuttle bus?
See below:

Why will the City of Phoenix Parks Department simply not listen to the wishes of the public? The Papago Masterplan from 2010 was created between City
Officials and the local residents, spending thousands of hours to have a comprehensive guiding plan.
(https://www.phoenix.gov/parkssite/Documents/PKS_NRD/PKS_NRD_Papago_Park_Master_Plan.pdf).
Yet the City of Phoenix continues to fully ignore it. Here are the recent examples within just the past 4 years:

1) Paved desert trails around the golf course area
2) Expanded golf course into protected desert zone – Taking away 13+ acres in the process. Majority was taken from areas marked as “protected desert
zone”
3) Paved a new asphalt access road across protected desert zone (McDowell Rd to Golf course)
4) Expanded baseball training facility into desert land, grabbing 10+ acres of desert. This will be given to a private for-profit entity (ongoing)
5) Expanding zoo parking into desert area. 8+ acres (ongoing)
At this rate, Papago Park will be gone within a decade.
We ask that City Officials immediately halt this project and cease further destruction of Papago Park.
If you are active on social media, feel free to look at our Facebook Page. We encourage you to look at the comments the public are giving. Not a single post
or message we have received is in support of this destruction and blatant violation of the Papago Masterplan.
You need to do better.
Thank you,

Lasse Norgaard-Larsen / The Friends of Papago Park team
E-mail: friendsofpapago@gmail.com
Web: http://www.friendsofpapagopark.org

Fw_ [EXTERNAL] Copy of Email to Park Boards -- ....pdf

From:
To:
Subject:
Date:

Caminiti, Mariagrazia
Bies, Brandon
Fw: [EXTERNAL] Copy of Email to Park Boards -- about Destruction of Papago Park (a continuing saga...)
Monday, August 31, 2020 1:43:26 PM

for your continued info.
From: J. Deal
Sent: Monday, August 31, 2020 3:22 PM
To: Caminiti, Mariagrazia
Subject: [EXTERNAL] Copy of Email to Park Boards -- about Destruction of Papago Park (a continuing
saga...)

This email has been received from outside of DOI - Use caution before clicking on
links, opening attachments, or responding.

Marigrace --- It just keeps getting worse....
This is a copy of an email with replies about the latest episode of the destruction of our most
historic park -- specifically the new expansion parking lot for the zoo, a private company.
Please see my observations below. See comments.
I sent an email last Monday to the Board that oversees Phoenix parks about this. I called the
'contact' and she said to send it to her and she would forward it to Board members. Think was
not done so I tried to find the emails individually and let those people know what the public
thinks.
Unfortunately, the City of Phoenix continues to disregard public opinion and disrespect the
integrity of Papago park. While they may be entitled to build parking lots wherever they desire
(unlike the illegal private baseball facility), it is not what the public wants. There seems to be a
strange, unholy pattern of rushing to satisfy corporate (Giants, ASU, Zoo, etc...) demands at
the expense of desert areas. One wonders what is going on in the back rooms.
Good news, for a change -- One more month of Summer. I am 73, born here -- and I can't
remember a more miserable summer than this one in 2020.
J.

From: Friends of Papago Park
Sent: Monday, August 31, 2020 3:42 PM
To: pgarciaduarte@trellisaz.org ; john.v.furniss@gmail.com ; masaviphoenix@gmail.com ;
s.porter@asu.edu ; dorinabustamante@gmail.com
Cc: Theresa J Faull ; Ryley.buchanan@phoenix.gov ; J. Deal
Subject: Re: To Park Boards -- about Destruction of Papago Park

On Mon, Aug 31, 2020 at 8:36 AM Friends of Papago Park <friendsofpapago@gmail.com>
wrote:
Good day All,
Our group 100% agrees. The sheer destruction that the City of Phoenix continues at Papago
Park is in total violation of the Papago Masterplan and ignores the feedback from the
residents..
What do people think? Look at our facebook group with 700+ members. I'd encourage you
to read some of the comments on there. Those are private residents and park users.
I have included a few direct quotes below:
They pave paradise to put up a parking lot - Ann O. McPeebs
Just what we need, more asphalt. - Mosley Leporidae
I hate to see this. Destruction of the desert for a parking lot that will be empty 90% of the
time and doing nothing but collecting heat -Ken Luiten
So now we have TWO parking lots that sit completely empty for ten months of the year on
opposite corners. The muni stadium is the perfect overflow lot. The city should have worked
it out. This is sickening. - Laurie Stegall
They continue to destroy what we can’t get back! All for a parking lot too,what a shame! Armando Medina
This is so terribly sad and disrespectful of the limited space in the inner city. Generations in
the future probably won't need all those new roads and parking areas and the heat island
effect is only adding to the inner city heat and drought problem.
I am very thankful that North Tempe Neighborhoods Association worked very hard and
presented Tempe City Council with enough signatures to allow them to put Tempe's Papago
Park Preserve on the ballot a few years ago. -Deb Gain-Braley
I live (on) the otherside of the canal from this. We are totally getting jacked up down here.
Tall apt/condos, no infrastructure and destroying the desert. First it was all the Arabian
ranches, then destroyed a lovely mall in lue of dense building . Still nothing to do, just cram
the people in. Please explain why in the exercise, health pushing generation, do we need a
huge parking lot? I sure didn't vote on it. - Janet Kramer
Why can’t people just take the f#cking bus? -Jackson Olson
Yeah let's just expand the heat island even more. -Kyle Richardson
What the hell. Like there isn't enough now. -Betty Bulka
Rotten! -Dready Krueger
Thanks
Lasse Norgaard-Larsen / The Friends of Papago Park team
E-mail: friendsofpapago@gmail.com

Web: http://www.friendsofpapagopark.org
On Mon, Aug 31, 2020 at 7:39 AM J. Deal <jdeal@hotmail.com> wrote:
Last Monday I tried to send the email below to the City of Phoenix, to forward to
members of the Park Boards. They would not give out individual emails (justly) so I asked a
staff member listed as the ‘contact’ to do this. She said she would. On Wednesday evening
I contacted a member of that group that I know and that person said my email was not
received. Was it sent? Did the City of Phoenix 'kill' my email? Does it not accept criticisms
of their actions? Or is it just slow bureaucracy and the email actually was passed on? I
don't know. Anyway, I was able to track down a few names on the two Boards that handle
park issues, so I am sending this directly to them. I apologize for the intrusion into your
inbox, but I feel that you should know how many people feel about what they are doing to
Papago Park.
For more than 8 months many people of been raising issues regarding the continuing
devastation of Papago Park lands. Initially it was the Giants training facility (a breach of the
deed restrictions and devastation of flora), then a never used sloppy asphalt dump and
now it is the destruction of eight more acres for an unneeded Zoo parking lot.
The fact is that in my lifetime the area of Papago Park in its native desert state has
diminished dramatically. I estimate that when a child going to the park (1954-60) perhaps
80-90% of the non-military area was desert. In the 2010 Master Plan only 23.8% is labeled
as ‘undeveloped desert landscape’. Since then they have extended the golf course into the
desert, build unnecessary roads (for ASU) over desert, and who knows what else. Just in
this last 12 months they have scrapped clean 3 different areas of desert vegetation for
two parking lots and one illegal private, restricted access corporate domain.
I wrote the email below specifically about the new Zoo lot --- but the problem goes way
beyond that one project. Sadly, the City of Phoenix Parks department does not give proper
value to the history or desert scenery of the Papago Park. To them it is ‘only dirt and a few
bushes’ or ‘just desert’. The public thinks otherwise, but they don’t care about them
either. The Parks Depart. people always talk about improvements or enhancements but
these always seem to result in less desert landscape. One reason I have written dozens of
emails – with nothing to show for it – is that maybe next time they (the City) plans some
‘enhancement’ to Papago Park, they will stop and think “Oh no, more pesky emails from
that old guy” before letting the bulldozers loose, again. Well, when the Park is all gone, I
won't have to write these letters…
Please read the email below. Check the facts. Ask questions. View the 2 pictures. Note
how Preserve funds are being used (too bad Phoenix didn’t make Papago Park a preserve
like Tempe did, but that was the voters, not City officials). I am attaching two photos – one
of the Giant's facility and another showing the zoo parking lot extension, subject of the

email below.
Lasse (leader of ‘Friends of Papago Park’) and I would like to meet with any Board
members and give more information and answer any questions. A lot of people are
unhappy with what they are doing to our most historic Park. Please pass this on to other
Board members whose emails I could not find (easily).
Thank you, J. Arthur Deal

From: J. Deal <jdeal@hotmail.com>
Sent: Monday, August 24, 2020 5:39 PM
To: Ryley.buchanan@phoenix.gov <Ryley.buchanan@phoenix.gov>
Cc: Theresa J Faull <theresa.faull@phoenix.gov>
Subject: Observations about new zoo parking lot

Please pass this along to Tony Moya (Chair) and all Phoenix Park and Recreation Board
members
First it was the unholy, illegal lease of Papago Park land to the Giants via a rather shady
agreement with Scottsdale -- and the subsequent destruction of desert vegetation, now
there is the gratuitous destruction of another desert area in Papago Park for an
unnecessary parking lot at the Phoenix zoo. I have investigated the Zoo matter to some
extent and would like to make the following random observations:
I have examined the zoo lease documents provided via public records request and
none of them state in absolute terms that the City of Phoenix is obligated to provide
all the parking wanted by the zoo.
In the original contracts of 1/6/62 and another from 4/26/73 there is a requirement
that Phoenix provide parking areas for the zoo. The obvious intention is that parking
should be adequate and reasonably close (within 500 feet). The wording is vague
but it does not require that Phoenix should meet all zoo parking needs for all
occasions, upon demand.
I take issue with the “more than 130 days annually” statement found in six different
meeting agendas regarding present parking being insufficient. I would like the zoo
and the city of Phoenix to explain the ‘130’ figure given above.
Rather than accept an unsupported, fuzzy number, I would like to see a tabulation
of visitor and entrance fee data by hour/day for a full year. This would provide the
means to calculate a fairly accurate trigger point after which the existing lots are full
and traffic must be routed to the stadium parking – and thus arrive at a more
precise number of ‘overflow’ days. I can do this for you, if you wish.
From personal observation, I would guess that the needs for overflow parking
beyond that in the existing four lots does not surpass more than 33 days per year,

occurring only on Thursdays through Sundays during the “Zoo Lights” event (in
2020, between 11/27 and 1/19). Of course, that is just a guess because I did not
foresee the need for precise data, although I could have easily have done this last
year had I known what was at stake. As I have stated, except for a few evening
hours during winter weekends, the present parking is perfectly adequate and the
occasional additional walking required is minimal and does not affect most visitors.
It seems to this person that the additional 750 parking spaces, requiring 8 or 9 acres
of native desert land, is far in excess of any reasonable needs, even for the holiday
season. However, since I have no data on zoo visitor numbers, it is hard to make
judgments. Note that this 2020 expansion far exceeds the area of those done in
earlier years (Lots B, C and D), authorized by an amendment to Lease 13960 of
1/23/1998.
I, personally, have attended three Zoo Lights events in the last few years and have
never had to use the Stadium overflow lot. I do know, however, it is frequently used
at those times. Because I live near Papago Park, I see the families with children and
strollers crossing Van Buren and going to the zoo during the holiday season.
Let me put this in simple terms: the visitors will walk for two hours within the zoo to
see the lights and exhibits but a small percentage cannot walk an additional five
minutes to and from current stadium overflow parking, so we must absolutely
destroy more desert terrain to solve this crucial problem. Does that summarize your
thinking on the matter?
I have also checked a dozen satellite photos of the zoo area taken in the last five
years across four platforms, and in none of them was the main parking area
anywhere near full. Of course these images are all daytime and in some cases the
date/time stamp is vague. Even so, if the 130 days (35.6% of the year) number is
correct, one would think that at least one photo, or even three, of the main parking
lot would show full capacity. They don’t; not even one.
It is obvious that parking lot dimensions should never determined by a maximum
theoretical “worst-case scenario”. If that were the case, much of urban landscape
would be blacktop. There are firms and sophisticated software that provide
optimized dimensions and layouts for automobile parking according to economic
activity. Were these used?
Even if overflow parking is occasionally needed – as it is – this does not mean that
there are no other solutions. The present stadium parking is, as far as I know,
sufficient to meet this need, and the arguments based upon distance and security
are beyond weak, since Phoenix police are always present at the intersection to
ensure safe passage. There is also an engineering concept called a ‘bridge’ which
might solve this problem, if it is a problem.
The excuse of conflicting events using the stadium parking is less than convincing. I
am sure you are aware that the stadium is now used by ASU, not a MLB team. The
impact of this change on parking use is unknown, but I doubt that the University

team will be playing games at that location every Thursday, Friday, Saturday and
Sunday of the winter season. Just a wild guess.
Note that the 4/26/1973 (lease 13960, item 10) contract does consider the parking
problem and permits the zoo to operate a concession for transportation of visitors
to/from the zoo. Why was this option not explored? About 50 years ago I had
imagined a small railway running around Papago Park (similar to that in McCormick
Park where my grandfather’s locomotive from his years at Magma, Superior, 19401957, is featured). This could be planned to serve parking and provide a means to
explore and access other features of the park (Botanical, Hole-in-the-rock, picnic
areas, etc…). The ticket price could be deducted from the entrance fees.
Another option not explored for the parking problem – real or imagined – would
have been to consolidate the four existing parking lots into one. By removing
barriers and small planted areas between existing lots, roughly the same total
parking capacity could have been achieved without the need of a new lot build in a
protected area. Yes, I am aware of the hydrographic issues for this option. Still,
given the pandemic and limited use of these parking lots, this year would have been
perfect to do this.
Then there is the issue of destroying yet another “protected park zone”, as defined
in the 2010 Master Plan. The area was not very protected, is it? So the 23.8% of
Papago Park labeled “protected park zone” and deemed “relatively undeveloped
desert” in that document will now have to adjusted downward, again. What is the
goal? Twenty percent? Ten percent? Zero? Since this is the second unneeded
parking lot built in the last year over native desert vegetation, one sees a pattern of
disregard for desert flora.
By the way, the second new parking lot mentioned above, which barely qualifies as
such, has never been used. I refer to that parody of a parking area north of the
softball facility. One wonders if there is a plan to make Papago Park one big dirty,
asphalt parking lot. I will not even mention expanding the golf course out into
desert areas. Is there a pattern here?
Note that in the Master Plan the number one priority is to protect and preserve
desert areas. Note also that at the very bottom of the list of desired amenities is
“more parking”. So what happens? The City of Phoenix destroys native desert areas
to build more parking.
There is a clause in the Master Plan that says the protected areas are protected but,
I repeat, but, they can be used if to “enhance the visitor experience”. Yes, people
travel from Glendale and Casa Grande just to experience the enhanced joy of a new
parking lot. It is almost as if that clause was included because they intended to use
those protected areas anyway. One wonders what other desert areas will be
sacrificed upon the altar of enhancement. Given the fact that that surveying teams
have been observed this year measuring other areas of the park, one wonders again
what expansions are being planned. Is the Botanical going to expand?

The fact that the Master Plan can be amended by a simple vote of the committee
means that the Master Plan is worthless. If City officials want to use any land
designated as “protected desert” in that Plan they have only to talk about it for
three minutes, vote among themselves, amend the plan and then let the bulldozers
loose, like they did in July. Pronto. Problem solved – Now let’s build that skating rink
in Papago Park like we wanted to 12 years ago.
The reports or minutes of the meetings about changing the Master Plan or building
the new parking areas Board have an item entitled ‘Public Outreach’, which, believe
it or not, consists of a presentation by a member of a subcommittee or a city official
(often one and the same) to a City board or committee. Strangely, there is no real
public in public outreach.
To add insult to injury, the agenda approving the new parking lot (6/26/2019)
contains the recommendation that “any newly developed parking areas” should
utilize “design components sensitive to, and compatible with, surrounding land uses
while accommodating the natural features of the site that compliment recreational
needs”. Yes, nothing says sensitive and accommodating to desert environment like
100 truckloads of asphalt; nothing symbolizes recreation more than a pile of gooey,
bituminous pitch.
It keeps getting worse: the 1/14/2019 Master Plan Update document authorizing
the 750 new parking spaces, states – and I quote -- “zoo staff also provided
additional information regarding future interior improvements and exhibits that
would attract more visitors and validate the need for improving the existing parking
areas and providing increased onsite parking opportunities”. So, the zoo is going to
add improvements to justify the need for more parking, after they have built the
parking. Isn’t that a backwards, horse and cart thing?
While on the subject of future zoo improvements and exhibits, it seems to me that
they are running out of land within the lease area (~121 acres). Is there a plan to
expand the zoo? Perhaps the 8-9 acres could have been better utilized for this
purpose – at least it would fit the “recreational” or “public convenience”
requirements of the deed restrictions in the title documents to the park (unlike the
45 acres of the park given to a private, for-profit corporation to build a 36.76 acre
enclosed, restricted-access facility – but that is another issue)
From a walk-around, I calculated about 350,000 square feet of desert flora was
destroyed – cleared, scraped clean – to build the new zoo parking lot, equal to
about eight acres. The Ace Asphalt worker told me he thought the job was nine
acres. I could not find a value for the total area of the new zoo lot in any of the
documents I received. This area bulldozed is larger and somewhat different in shape
from that of the ‘Area of Consideration’ in Attachment A of the 6/26/2019
document, but that is no surprise – what would be surprising is if they were to
destroyed less desert than planned. That document also says there is no financial
impact so I guess ACE is building the parking lot for free.

One justification for selecting that area of the park to bulldoze for parking is,
according to City documents, that it is “isolated from the other designated
protected areas by the Zoo and its existing parking lots, Galvin Parkway and Van
Buren Street“. Well, duhhh, nearby areas and many desert regions in the park are
also isolated (i.e., surrounded) by the zoo, the golf course, the Botanical Garden, as
well as streets, roadways and cement walkways. In fact, the protected desert area
immediately to the west of the new lot is also isolated by exactly the same features.
Is that desert area ripe for harvesting or is the City going to wait a while?
Just when one thinks that all criticisms have been said about a bad project, that all
possible condemnations have been uttered, one comes to the sign at the entrance
of the worksite which proudly proclaims “Funded by the Phoenix Parks and
Preserves Initiative”. So, we are now using Preserve funds to destroy (unpreserve?)
desert lands in a park. Great. I doubt that is what the voters intended.
I would like to remind you that the approved uses for sales-tax-based funds derived
from the Preserve Initiative are “purchase land and create new regional, community
and neighborhood parks, upgrade existing parks with better shade, green space,
and recreational features, add more park rangers, lighting, security, and
maintenance for parks and recreational facilities” and so on. Nothing about parking
spaces for private companies operating under lease from the city.
Finally, on 7/23/20, Lasse (of ‘Friends of Papago Park’ fame) and I had an online
video meeting about Papago Park with City of Phoenix and Scottsdale officials,
primarily to express our displeasure with the private baseball facility being built in
violation of deed restrictions. We also touched on the continuing encroachment on
the desert habitat of the park over the years. The meeting was cordial and City
officials did say they understood our concerns and they recognized the need for
more public input. At no time in that meeting did any Phoenix official (there were 34 present) tell us that the very next week they would start bulldozing another eight
acres of desert for the expansion of the zoo parking. That is really disappointing – a
serious lack of courtesy. Both Lasse and I had heard rumors that this was to happen
but it would have been polite to hear an official in the meeting say “by the way, and
you are not going to like this, but we start construction of another parking lot next
week”. Yes, we don’t like it but we are not going to go ballistic, cry, have a fit or
invoke some barbaric medieval chastisement in Danish, German, Spanish or
Portuguese upon those present who defile Papago Park habitat. Well, not me, at
least, maybe Lasse. We protest; we write letters or emails, and we hope that
officials will do what is right, not what is commercially or politically expedient. We
are reasonable people; we are serious adults; and we care deeply about the Park
because of its historic and unique desert scenery, what is left of it.
Thank you for your attention. I hope something comes of this...
J. Arthur Deal

Re_ [EXTERNAL] Copy of Email to Park Boards -- ....pdf

From:
To:
Subject:
Date:

Bies, Brandon
Caminiti, Mariagrazia
Re: [EXTERNAL] Copy of Email to Park Boards -- about Destruction of Papago Park (a continuing saga...)
Tuesday, September 1, 2020 2:41:48 PM

Thanks - I will continue to pass along to the relative NPS folks out there.
Brandon
-------------------------------------------------Brandon S. Bies
Deputy Chief of Staff (Acting)
National Park Service
202-439-7330 (cell)

From: Caminiti, Mariagrazia
Sent: Monday, August 31, 2020 3:43 PM
To: Bies, Brandon
Subject: Fw: [EXTERNAL] Copy of Email to Park Boards -- about Destruction of Papago Park (a
continuing saga...)

for your continued info.
From: J. Deal
Sent: Monday, August 31, 2020 3:22 PM
To: Caminiti, Mariagrazia
Subject: [EXTERNAL] Copy of Email to Park Boards -- about Destruction of Papago Park (a continuing
saga...)

This email has been received from outside of DOI - Use caution before clicking on
links, opening attachments, or responding.

Marigrace --- It just keeps getting worse....
This is a copy of an email with replies about the latest episode of the destruction of our most
historic park -- specifically the new expansion parking lot for the zoo, a private company.
Please see my observations below. See comments.
I sent an email last Monday to the Board that oversees Phoenix parks about this. I called the
'contact' and she said to send it to her and she would forward it to Board members. Think was
not done so I tried to find the emails individually and let those people know what the public
thinks.
Unfortunately, the City of Phoenix continues to disregard public opinion and disrespect the
integrity of Papago park. While they may be entitled to build parking lots wherever they desire
(unlike the illegal private baseball facility), it is not what the public wants. There seems to be a

strange, unholy pattern of rushing to satisfy corporate (Giants, ASU, Zoo, etc...) demands at
the expense of desert areas. One wonders what is going on in the back rooms.
Good news, for a change -- One more month of Summer. I am 73, born here -- and I can't
remember a more miserable summer than this one in 2020.
J.

From: Friends of Papago Park
Sent: Monday, August 31, 2020 3:42 PM
To: pgarciaduarte@trellisaz.org ; john.v.furniss@gmail.com ; masaviphoenix@gmail.com ;
s.porter@asu.edu ; dorinabustamante@gmail.com
Cc: Theresa J Faull ; Ryley.buchanan@phoenix.gov ; J. Deal
Subject: Re: To Park Boards -- about Destruction of Papago Park

On Mon, Aug 31, 2020 at 8:36 AM Friends of Papago Park <friendsofpapago@gmail.com>
wrote:
Good day All,
Our group 100% agrees. The sheer destruction that the City of Phoenix continues at Papago
Park is in total violation of the Papago Masterplan and ignores the feedback from the
residents..
What do people think? Look at our facebook group with 700+ members. I'd encourage you
to read some of the comments on there. Those are private residents and park users.
I have included a few direct quotes below:
They pave paradise to put up a parking lot - Ann O. McPeebs
Just what we need, more asphalt. - Mosley Leporidae
I hate to see this. Destruction of the desert for a parking lot that will be empty 90% of the
time and doing nothing but collecting heat -Ken Luiten
So now we have TWO parking lots that sit completely empty for ten months of the year on
opposite corners. The muni stadium is the perfect overflow lot. The city should have worked
it out. This is sickening. - Laurie Stegall
They continue to destroy what we can’t get back! All for a parking lot too,what a shame! Armando Medina
This is so terribly sad and disrespectful of the limited space in the inner city. Generations in
the future probably won't need all those new roads and parking areas and the heat island
effect is only adding to the inner city heat and drought problem.
I am very thankful that North Tempe Neighborhoods Association worked very hard and
presented Tempe City Council with enough signatures to allow them to put Tempe's Papago
Park Preserve on the ballot a few years ago. -Deb Gain-Braley
I live (on) the otherside of the canal from this. We are totally getting jacked up down here.

Tall apt/condos, no infrastructure and destroying the desert. First it was all the Arabian
ranches, then destroyed a lovely mall in lue of dense building . Still nothing to do, just cram
the people in. Please explain why in the exercise, health pushing generation, do we need a
huge parking lot? I sure didn't vote on it. - Janet Kramer
Why can’t people just take the f#cking bus? -Jackson Olson
Yeah let's just expand the heat island even more. -Kyle Richardson
What the hell. Like there isn't enough now. -Betty Bulka
Rotten! -Dready Krueger
Thanks
Lasse Norgaard-Larsen / The Friends of Papago Park team
E-mail: friendsofpapago@gmail.com
Web: http://www.friendsofpapagopark.org
On Mon, Aug 31, 2020 at 7:39 AM J. Deal <jdeal@hotmail.com> wrote:
Last Monday I tried to send the email below to the City of Phoenix, to forward to
members of the Park Boards. They would not give out individual emails (justly) so I asked a
staff member listed as the ‘contact’ to do this. She said she would. On Wednesday evening
I contacted a member of that group that I know and that person said my email was not
received. Was it sent? Did the City of Phoenix 'kill' my email? Does it not accept criticisms
of their actions? Or is it just slow bureaucracy and the email actually was passed on? I
don't know. Anyway, I was able to track down a few names on the two Boards that handle
park issues, so I am sending this directly to them. I apologize for the intrusion into your
inbox, but I feel that you should know how many people feel about what they are doing to
Papago Park.
For more than 8 months many people of been raising issues regarding the continuing
devastation of Papago Park lands. Initially it was the Giants training facility (a breach of the
deed restrictions and devastation of flora), then a never used sloppy asphalt dump and
now it is the destruction of eight more acres for an unneeded Zoo parking lot.
The fact is that in my lifetime the area of Papago Park in its native desert state has
diminished dramatically. I estimate that when a child going to the park (1954-60) perhaps
80-90% of the non-military area was desert. In the 2010 Master Plan only 23.8% is labeled
as ‘undeveloped desert landscape’. Since then they have extended the golf course into the
desert, build unnecessary roads (for ASU) over desert, and who knows what else. Just in
this last 12 months they have scrapped clean 3 different areas of desert vegetation for
two parking lots and one illegal private, restricted access corporate domain.
I wrote the email below specifically about the new Zoo lot --- but the problem goes way

beyond that one project. Sadly, the City of Phoenix Parks department does not give proper
value to the history or desert scenery of the Papago Park. To them it is ‘only dirt and a few
bushes’ or ‘just desert’. The public thinks otherwise, but they don’t care about them
either. The Parks Depart. people always talk about improvements or enhancements but
these always seem to result in less desert landscape. One reason I have written dozens of
emails – with nothing to show for it – is that maybe next time they (the City) plans some
‘enhancement’ to Papago Park, they will stop and think “Oh no, more pesky emails from
that old guy” before letting the bulldozers loose, again. Well, when the Park is all gone, I
won't have to write these letters…
Please read the email below. Check the facts. Ask questions. View the 2 pictures. Note
how Preserve funds are being used (too bad Phoenix didn’t make Papago Park a preserve
like Tempe did, but that was the voters, not City officials). I am attaching two photos – one
of the Giant's facility and another showing the zoo parking lot extension, subject of the
email below.
Lasse (leader of ‘Friends of Papago Park’) and I would like to meet with any Board
members and give more information and answer any questions. A lot of people are
unhappy with what they are doing to our most historic Park. Please pass this on to other
Board members whose emails I could not find (easily).
Thank you, J. Arthur Deal

From: J. Deal <jdeal@hotmail.com>
Sent: Monday, August 24, 2020 5:39 PM
To: Ryley.buchanan@phoenix.gov <Ryley.buchanan@phoenix.gov>
Cc: Theresa J Faull <theresa.faull@phoenix.gov>
Subject: Observations about new zoo parking lot

Please pass this along to Tony Moya (Chair) and all Phoenix Park and Recreation Board
members
First it was the unholy, illegal lease of Papago Park land to the Giants via a rather shady
agreement with Scottsdale -- and the subsequent destruction of desert vegetation, now
there is the gratuitous destruction of another desert area in Papago Park for an
unnecessary parking lot at the Phoenix zoo. I have investigated the Zoo matter to some
extent and would like to make the following random observations:
I have examined the zoo lease documents provided via public records request and
none of them state in absolute terms that the City of Phoenix is obligated to provide
all the parking wanted by the zoo.
In the original contracts of 1/6/62 and another from 4/26/73 there is a requirement

that Phoenix provide parking areas for the zoo. The obvious intention is that parking
should be adequate and reasonably close (within 500 feet). The wording is vague
but it does not require that Phoenix should meet all zoo parking needs for all
occasions, upon demand.
I take issue with the “more than 130 days annually” statement found in six different
meeting agendas regarding present parking being insufficient. I would like the zoo
and the city of Phoenix to explain the ‘130’ figure given above.
Rather than accept an unsupported, fuzzy number, I would like to see a tabulation
of visitor and entrance fee data by hour/day for a full year. This would provide the
means to calculate a fairly accurate trigger point after which the existing lots are full
and traffic must be routed to the stadium parking – and thus arrive at a more
precise number of ‘overflow’ days. I can do this for you, if you wish.
From personal observation, I would guess that the needs for overflow parking
beyond that in the existing four lots does not surpass more than 33 days per year,
occurring only on Thursdays through Sundays during the “Zoo Lights” event (in
2020, between 11/27 and 1/19). Of course, that is just a guess because I did not
foresee the need for precise data, although I could have easily have done this last
year had I known what was at stake. As I have stated, except for a few evening
hours during winter weekends, the present parking is perfectly adequate and the
occasional additional walking required is minimal and does not affect most visitors.
It seems to this person that the additional 750 parking spaces, requiring 8 or 9 acres
of native desert land, is far in excess of any reasonable needs, even for the holiday
season. However, since I have no data on zoo visitor numbers, it is hard to make
judgments. Note that this 2020 expansion far exceeds the area of those done in
earlier years (Lots B, C and D), authorized by an amendment to Lease 13960 of
1/23/1998.
I, personally, have attended three Zoo Lights events in the last few years and have
never had to use the Stadium overflow lot. I do know, however, it is frequently used
at those times. Because I live near Papago Park, I see the families with children and
strollers crossing Van Buren and going to the zoo during the holiday season.
Let me put this in simple terms: the visitors will walk for two hours within the zoo to
see the lights and exhibits but a small percentage cannot walk an additional five
minutes to and from current stadium overflow parking, so we must absolutely
destroy more desert terrain to solve this crucial problem. Does that summarize your
thinking on the matter?
I have also checked a dozen satellite photos of the zoo area taken in the last five
years across four platforms, and in none of them was the main parking area
anywhere near full. Of course these images are all daytime and in some cases the
date/time stamp is vague. Even so, if the 130 days (35.6% of the year) number is
correct, one would think that at least one photo, or even three, of the main parking
lot would show full capacity. They don’t; not even one.

It is obvious that parking lot dimensions should never determined by a maximum
theoretical “worst-case scenario”. If that were the case, much of urban landscape
would be blacktop. There are firms and sophisticated software that provide
optimized dimensions and layouts for automobile parking according to economic
activity. Were these used?
Even if overflow parking is occasionally needed – as it is – this does not mean that
there are no other solutions. The present stadium parking is, as far as I know,
sufficient to meet this need, and the arguments based upon distance and security
are beyond weak, since Phoenix police are always present at the intersection to
ensure safe passage. There is also an engineering concept called a ‘bridge’ which
might solve this problem, if it is a problem.
The excuse of conflicting events using the stadium parking is less than convincing. I
am sure you are aware that the stadium is now used by ASU, not a MLB team. The
impact of this change on parking use is unknown, but I doubt that the University
team will be playing games at that location every Thursday, Friday, Saturday and
Sunday of the winter season. Just a wild guess.
Note that the 4/26/1973 (lease 13960, item 10) contract does consider the parking
problem and permits the zoo to operate a concession for transportation of visitors
to/from the zoo. Why was this option not explored? About 50 years ago I had
imagined a small railway running around Papago Park (similar to that in McCormick
Park where my grandfather’s locomotive from his years at Magma, Superior, 19401957, is featured). This could be planned to serve parking and provide a means to
explore and access other features of the park (Botanical, Hole-in-the-rock, picnic
areas, etc…). The ticket price could be deducted from the entrance fees.
Another option not explored for the parking problem – real or imagined – would
have been to consolidate the four existing parking lots into one. By removing
barriers and small planted areas between existing lots, roughly the same total
parking capacity could have been achieved without the need of a new lot build in a
protected area. Yes, I am aware of the hydrographic issues for this option. Still,
given the pandemic and limited use of these parking lots, this year would have been
perfect to do this.
Then there is the issue of destroying yet another “protected park zone”, as defined
in the 2010 Master Plan. The area was not very protected, is it? So the 23.8% of
Papago Park labeled “protected park zone” and deemed “relatively undeveloped
desert” in that document will now have to adjusted downward, again. What is the
goal? Twenty percent? Ten percent? Zero? Since this is the second unneeded
parking lot built in the last year over native desert vegetation, one sees a pattern of
disregard for desert flora.
By the way, the second new parking lot mentioned above, which barely qualifies as
such, has never been used. I refer to that parody of a parking area north of the
softball facility. One wonders if there is a plan to make Papago Park one big dirty,

asphalt parking lot. I will not even mention expanding the golf course out into
desert areas. Is there a pattern here?
Note that in the Master Plan the number one priority is to protect and preserve
desert areas. Note also that at the very bottom of the list of desired amenities is
“more parking”. So what happens? The City of Phoenix destroys native desert areas
to build more parking.
There is a clause in the Master Plan that says the protected areas are protected but,
I repeat, but, they can be used if to “enhance the visitor experience”. Yes, people
travel from Glendale and Casa Grande just to experience the enhanced joy of a new
parking lot. It is almost as if that clause was included because they intended to use
those protected areas anyway. One wonders what other desert areas will be
sacrificed upon the altar of enhancement. Given the fact that that surveying teams
have been observed this year measuring other areas of the park, one wonders again
what expansions are being planned. Is the Botanical going to expand?
The fact that the Master Plan can be amended by a simple vote of the committee
means that the Master Plan is worthless. If City officials want to use any land
designated as “protected desert” in that Plan they have only to talk about it for
three minutes, vote among themselves, amend the plan and then let the bulldozers
loose, like they did in July. Pronto. Problem solved – Now let’s build that skating rink
in Papago Park like we wanted to 12 years ago.
The reports or minutes of the meetings about changing the Master Plan or building
the new parking areas Board have an item entitled ‘Public Outreach’, which, believe
it or not, consists of a presentation by a member of a subcommittee or a city official
(often one and the same) to a City board or committee. Strangely, there is no real
public in public outreach.
To add insult to injury, the agenda approving the new parking lot (6/26/2019)
contains the recommendation that “any newly developed parking areas” should
utilize “design components sensitive to, and compatible with, surrounding land uses
while accommodating the natural features of the site that compliment recreational
needs”. Yes, nothing says sensitive and accommodating to desert environment like
100 truckloads of asphalt; nothing symbolizes recreation more than a pile of gooey,
bituminous pitch.
It keeps getting worse: the 1/14/2019 Master Plan Update document authorizing
the 750 new parking spaces, states – and I quote -- “zoo staff also provided
additional information regarding future interior improvements and exhibits that
would attract more visitors and validate the need for improving the existing parking
areas and providing increased onsite parking opportunities”. So, the zoo is going to
add improvements to justify the need for more parking, after they have built the
parking. Isn’t that a backwards, horse and cart thing?
While on the subject of future zoo improvements and exhibits, it seems to me that
they are running out of land within the lease area (~121 acres). Is there a plan to

expand the zoo? Perhaps the 8-9 acres could have been better utilized for this
purpose – at least it would fit the “recreational” or “public convenience”
requirements of the deed restrictions in the title documents to the park (unlike the
45 acres of the park given to a private, for-profit corporation to build a 36.76 acre
enclosed, restricted-access facility – but that is another issue)
From a walk-around, I calculated about 350,000 square feet of desert flora was
destroyed – cleared, scraped clean – to build the new zoo parking lot, equal to
about eight acres. The Ace Asphalt worker told me he thought the job was nine
acres. I could not find a value for the total area of the new zoo lot in any of the
documents I received. This area bulldozed is larger and somewhat different in shape
from that of the ‘Area of Consideration’ in Attachment A of the 6/26/2019
document, but that is no surprise – what would be surprising is if they were to
destroyed less desert than planned. That document also says there is no financial
impact so I guess ACE is building the parking lot for free.
One justification for selecting that area of the park to bulldoze for parking is,
according to City documents, that it is “isolated from the other designated
protected areas by the Zoo and its existing parking lots, Galvin Parkway and Van
Buren Street“. Well, duhhh, nearby areas and many desert regions in the park are
also isolated (i.e., surrounded) by the zoo, the golf course, the Botanical Garden, as
well as streets, roadways and cement walkways. In fact, the protected desert area
immediately to the west of the new lot is also isolated by exactly the same features.
Is that desert area ripe for harvesting or is the City going to wait a while?
Just when one thinks that all criticisms have been said about a bad project, that all
possible condemnations have been uttered, one comes to the sign at the entrance
of the worksite which proudly proclaims “Funded by the Phoenix Parks and
Preserves Initiative”. So, we are now using Preserve funds to destroy (unpreserve?)
desert lands in a park. Great. I doubt that is what the voters intended.
I would like to remind you that the approved uses for sales-tax-based funds derived
from the Preserve Initiative are “purchase land and create new regional, community
and neighborhood parks, upgrade existing parks with better shade, green space,
and recreational features, add more park rangers, lighting, security, and
maintenance for parks and recreational facilities” and so on. Nothing about parking
spaces for private companies operating under lease from the city.
Finally, on 7/23/20, Lasse (of ‘Friends of Papago Park’ fame) and I had an online
video meeting about Papago Park with City of Phoenix and Scottsdale officials,
primarily to express our displeasure with the private baseball facility being built in
violation of deed restrictions. We also touched on the continuing encroachment on
the desert habitat of the park over the years. The meeting was cordial and City
officials did say they understood our concerns and they recognized the need for
more public input. At no time in that meeting did any Phoenix official (there were 34 present) tell us that the very next week they would start bulldozing another eight

acres of desert for the expansion of the zoo parking. That is really disappointing – a
serious lack of courtesy. Both Lasse and I had heard rumors that this was to happen
but it would have been polite to hear an official in the meeting say “by the way, and
you are not going to like this, but we start construction of another parking lot next
week”. Yes, we don’t like it but we are not going to go ballistic, cry, have a fit or
invoke some barbaric medieval chastisement in Danish, German, Spanish or
Portuguese upon those present who defile Papago Park habitat. Well, not me, at
least, maybe Lasse. We protest; we write letters or emails, and we hope that
officials will do what is right, not what is commercially or politically expedient. We
are reasonable people; we are serious adults; and we care deeply about the Park
because of its historic and unique desert scenery, what is left of it.
Thank you for your attention. I hope something comes of this...
J. Arthur Deal
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context=%7b%22Tid%22%3a%220693b5ba-4b18-4d7b-9341-f32f400a5494%22%2c%22Oid%22%3a%22e38b47ca-732c-4074-9f167c137d4d298b%22%7d>
Learn more about Teams <https://aka.ms/JoinTeamsMeeting> | Meeting options <https://teams.microsoft.com/meetingOptions/?
organizerId=e38b47ca-732c-4074-9f16-7c137d4d298b&tenantId=0693b5ba-4b18-4d7b-9341f32f400a5494&threadId=19_meeting_MjFiNGE0YjktZWVmYS00ZTQwLWE4ODktZjNhNmIyM2Y0MzM3@thread.v2&messageId=0&language=enUS>
________________________________________________________________________________
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