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. Background

Mill Avenue is an historic destination and has been named one of America’s best
streets. Investing in our community and maintaining our assets is a top priority for
the City of Tempe. Keeping our downtown attractive, welcoming and full of fun is
vital to tourism, economic development and our community’s youthful atmosphere.
The Downtown Streetscape Improvement Project is a design, placemaking and
construction effort that focuses on developing a revitalized Mill Avenue corridor in
the City of Tempe. The area of focus is between University Drive and Rio Salado
Parkway along the Mill Avenue streetscape.

Three public meeting were held for the Downtown Streetscape Project during the
month of August:
- Aug.7 from 4 to 5 p.m. at the Tempe Transportation Center
- Aug. 9 from 12 to 1p.m. on Zoom - recorded video placed online with 332
views
- Aug. 9 from 6 to 7 p.m. at the Tempe Public Library

Additionally, a survey was available online at tempe.gov/Forum from July 12 through
Aug. 31, 2023, to gather feedback on the proposed concepts. This survey received a
total of 392 visitors and 253 responses.

II. Outreach

Several methods were used to provide information to the public and stakeholders
regarding the project, meeting and opportunities for input.

Outreach for the Downtown Streetscape Project ensures that the refresh of Mill Ave
aligns with the community’s wants and needs. The additional outreach outside of the
Tempe Forum allowed for the direct input from the community.


https://www.tempe.gov/government/communication-and-marketing/tempe-forum

Project Webpage

The project webpage was updated continuously and included information about the
project, the date and access information for the public meeting and online comment
information.

Top Sources:
Direct
Search engines
Social media
FOXI10
Mailchimp
Spikes:
o 8/9, 8/13, 8/21
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Social Media, Eblasts and Press Release

Click on hyperlinked dates to read comments on posts

1  7/27 - public meeting
Reach/Impressions: 2847 | Engagement: 436
1 8/17 - public input reminder
Reach/Impressions: 5611 | Engagement: 1662
1 8/27 - public input reminder
Reach/Impressions: 1669 | Engagement: 97
1 8/27 - public input reminder (STORY)
Reach/Impressions: 171 | Engagement: 7

1 7/27 - public meeting
X Reach/Impressions: 3067 | Engagement: 126

1 8/9 - day-of meeting reminder
Reach/Impressions: 549 | Engagement: 12

1 8/17 - public input reminder
Reach/Impressions: 9080 | Engagement: 221

1 8/27 - public input reminder
Reach/Impressions: 1387 | Engagement: 34

1 8/27 - public input reminder (STORY)
@ Reach/Impressions: 409 | Engagement: 29


https://www.tempe.gov/government/communication-and-marketing/refresh-tempe/downtown-tempe-refresh
https://www.facebook.com/Cityoftempe/posts/pfbid05tBXjoG1dk29juMTLz9sfYX3c36KDhUTECBZM1uVrBHZ6t92962Q8itw9cxXr83Pl
https://www.facebook.com/Cityoftempe/posts/pfbid05ohocFg9jQRdUwFfQH8koDXMR49QkDakqW8m3TQ4abiY4TpJcBH5s6GZdmT7iQ5Bl
https://www.facebook.com/Cityoftempe/posts/pfbid0eB2VTMD6F4ZfPc6huUmYn112DbKVr1g6QshjmxZZcgPZHNqvJW1uqzVV7nHQy7Eol
https://twitter.com/Tempegov/status/1684702706739601410
https://twitter.com/Tempegov/status/1689371470391291907
https://twitter.com/Tempegov/status/1692256480454443091
https://twitter.com/Tempegov/status/1695860478164267343

7/27 - public meeting

1
. Reach/Impressions: 632 | Engagement: 1

1 7/27/23 - news release
ad 4099 emails sent, 41.6% open rate, 4.1% click rate
1 8/14/23 - Tempe This Week

8636 emails sent, 38.5% open rate, 4.0% click rate
1 8/22/23 - Input reminder

4146 emails sent, 39.5% open rate, 4.1% click rate
1 8/28/23 - Tempe This Week

8676 emails sent, 38.1% open rate, 3.2% click rate

Downtown Tempe Authority
The Downtown Tempe Authority assisted with outreach to area businesses and
merchants with the following:
1 Project survey link presented at Tempe Business Roadshow on July 19, 2023
1 Included project description and link to the survey in weekly merchant
newsletter during month of August
1 Distributed project flyers with survey QR code to street-level merchants and
asked them to respond to survey and share with employees/staff
1 Emailed project description and survey QR code to property managers of
downtown office buildings, residential properties and hotels with ask to
distribute to tenants, residents and employees via email and intranet
1 Placed project boards on easels in downtown office building lobbies with
directions to respond to survey via QR code

Emails

A notification email was sent to downtown area residents via their homeowners’
association contacts, Tempe Forum subscribers, neighborhood contacts, and
relevant Boards and Commissions inviting them to attend the meeting or to
comment online.


https://nextdoor.com/p/_T4xZwfhj8Cm?utm_source=share&extras=MjYzMjM0OTc%3D
https://mailchi.mp/tempe/millstreetscape072723
https://mailchi.mp/tempe/tempe-this-week-aug-14-2023
https://mailchi.mp/tempe/millinput0823
https://mailchi.mp/tempe/tempe-this-week-aug-28

[Il.  Survey Results

The survey was available online at tempe.gov/Forum from July 12 through Aug. 31,
2023 to gather feedback on proposed hardscape and tree options for the Downtown
Streetscape Project.

184 respondents provided an address with approximately 96% in Tempe.
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https://communityfeedback.opengov.com/portals/tempeaz/Issue_13027

1.

Please rank your preference of hardscape options.

Overall ranking preference:

1. Concept 2

2. Concept1

3. Concept 3

Second
First Choice Choice Third Choice

Concept 1 94 40 66
Concept 2 72 90 43
Concept 3 61 72 55

Responses: 227

What do you like MOST about each option?

1.

2.
3.

o ok

1.

12.

13.

14.

#1 very colorful #2 retained much of the salvaged brick as a historical
element; nice clean look #3 did not like

#3 is simple and elegant. | say keep it simple whilst beautifying the cityscape.
#3 looks clean, somewhat minimalistic and seems like it will be cooler by
reflecting some heat #2 the historic features, lighter pavers might reflect
heat #1 interesting designs

1- the flow of color 3. The design

1. Historical Education. 2. COLORFUL APPEARANCE 3. SIMPLICITY

1: Pretty floor design sets it apart from nearby roads 2: Solid brick is less
likely to show wear and appear dirty 3: Unit pavers add some visual
distinction

1st option adds character and unigueness that differentiates it from
surrounding community downtowns. 1st option references history of Mill Ave
while providing modern touches. 2nd option adds some character and clean
lines to what exists now. 3rd option would be the same just cleaned up.

3 is an updated look to the current 2 is essentially the same as the existing
with new bricks 1is the most creative

3 represents Tempe better than the others.

3. The bricks and pavers. 1. The wavy lines breaking up the visuals of the
sidewalk to make it more interesting. 2. Not my favorite

A creative walking area. It will be important that Tempe keeps the sidewalks
for walking ...please do not allow scooters to ruin it and the enjoyment of
strolling downtown.

All mirror current and historical Mill Ave materials, though Concept 2 is is the
most similar. Concept 2 also has the most consistent pattern and use of
materials when considering the use of wheeled transport down sidewalks
(prior ASU longboarder here).

All of the concepts should reflect the historic character of downtown Tempe
(concept 1 and 2 include something). The first concept also includes the
concept of water which is an important component. The streetscapes should
complement the history of the area, not detract from it.

Art and colors.



15.
16.

17.
18.

19.

20.

21.

22,
23.

24.

25.
26.
27.

28.
29.

30.

31.

32.
33.

34.

35.

36.

Art feature is appropriate for Mill even though the design felt busy

Artwork paving and salvaged brick to keep a clean uniform look that has
been Tempe.

Brick, planter updates, expanded greenery

Can't say | like anything about any of the options. They are all brick, and look
very much like an uninteresting subdivision. Kinda disappointing that all
three concepts lack any kind of creativity or modern approach to the design
of public spaces. Nothing innovative at all, which seems a shame when trying
to revitalize Mill Ave.

Choices in color and material

Color and more variety in concepts one and two

colors

Concept 1 - colors Concept 2 - classic Concept 3 - not too plain or too busy
Concept 1 - has the most character and interest. Concept 3 - has the second
most interest and is modern. Concept 2 - simple.

Concept 1- Liked the lithocrete accent paving. Concept 2 - Really didn't
much like it, so | don't have much good to say about it. Concept 3 - All in all, |
liked Concept 3 the most. It looks nice without going overboard with
different types of streetscape. It is simple but elegant. It is very good for the
student area. | really did not like Concept 2.

Concept 1 and 2 both features possible artwork/history which will provide
more engagement.

Concept 1 creatively leads people with flow down the otherwise straight-line
street. Love the litho mosaic imaging.

Concept 1is most interesting.

Concept 1is playful

Concept 1is the prettiest. Please make sure any transitions between brick
types and individual bricks are even, as a wheelchair user this is currently a
problem along stretches of Mill Ave.

Concept 1is unigue and has character. Concept 2 feels like mill ave concept 3
n/a

Concept 1is unigue for the valley. Concept 2 is is very reparable Concept 3 is
artistic.

Concept 1 looks phenomenal and brings excitement

Concept 1 looks very colorful and fun. Really sells the excitement of Mill.
Concept 2 looks clean and uniform, another good option. The brick is nice.
Concept 3 looks like an upgrade from the existing surface.

Concept 1 provides the most visual appeal, | think, followed by concept 3 and
concept 2. | like the lithomosaics in concepts 1 and 2. For all three options, |
applaud the silva cell concept.

Concept 1 showed a lot of art and more color, design ad accents to the
sidewalk Concept 2 shows simplicity Concept 3 shows simplicity but a bit of
more design

concept 1 was colorful and vibrant while incorporating a historic aspect of
how Tempe got to be the vibrant community it is now. | like Concept 2 for
the historic element, but it was not as vibrant as #1. Concept 3 is ok, but
nothing that really pops out. i like the opportunity to have art areas in
downtown.



37.

38.

39.

40.

41.

42,

43.

44,

45.
46.

47.

48.

49.

50.

Sl

52.

Concept 1: More ""artistic””, adds a unique effect, exciting Concept 2: Clean,
will probably age well Concept 3: More conservatives than concept 1 but
brings in more contrast than 2

Concept 1. Most interesting design, uses a variety of materials, incorporates
city history Concept 3: 2nd most interesting design, uses some materials
Concept 2: Incorporates city history, uses some materials

Concept 1: the esthetic design is desirable. Concept 2: extensive use of
salvage brick is appreciated, especially if they are salvaged locally at low
economic and carbon cost. Enjoy the bump outs for ""extended living
room"", but in order to work needs to be protected physically from the road
and its abrasive noise, under utilization will occur if it is not made more
comfortable and inviting. Concept 3: Classical rhythm works nicely to guide
people about where to congregate using the pavers.

Concept 1: The integrated artwork Concept 2: The integrated artwork, the
simple design allows the diversity architecture within the buildings to be
shown off. Concept 3: The simplicity of the design and colors complements
the buildings.

Concept 2 - Not too busy on the eyes; extra art detail that | think Tempe can
benefit from Concept 3 - clean”

Concept 2 has a nice flow to it and looks pleasing to the eye. The salvaged
brick paving looks cooler in temperature than the concrete pavers. Like the
look. Concept 3 seems not to have a flow but has a nice pattern.

Concept 2 improves on traditional improvements without over-powering it.
Concept 3 would be a good alternative.

Concept 2 includes lithograph artwork capturing Tempe history and carries
on the historic brick look that downtown Tempe is known for.

Concept 2 is just the right amount of design without becoming to busy.
Concept 2 is the best option because it restores the area while closely
matching the aesthetic of what Mill Ave has looked like for decades. Concept
1is great because it would bring back some much needed art and creative
energy to the area. Tempe used to be known as a hotspot for art and music,
but all of that culture has migrated to downtown Phoenix. Concept 3 is...
different?

Concept 2 is the most timeless while honoring Tempe's history. Concept 3 is
more utilitarian but is at least simple and maintainable.

Concept 2 is uniform and isn’t busy. It’s classic. Concept 1is busy but
modern. Concept 3 nothing.

concept 2 looks like it will stand the test of time best, it is not so busy as to
compete with the businesses that are along Mill.

Concept 2 looks more classic and matches the architecture. Concept 3
would be fine if it is substantially cheaper.

Concept 2 maintains historical continuity and a relatively timeless design.
Lithomosaic has potential to be significant feature that offers historical
information that contributes awareness of our unique place in this unique
corner of the United States.

Concept 2 preserves a characteristically excellent aspect of Mill Avenue.
Classic red brick is part of the character of Mill Avenue. A classic
"downtown" area like this is part of what drew me to Tempe.



53.

54.

55.

56.

57.

58.

59.
60.

o1.

62.

63.

64.

65.
66.

67.
68.
69.

70.

71.

72.

Concept 2 provide uniform backdrop for other design elements without
competing with them. It provides a uniform walking surface.

Concept 2: maintain the historical look and feel, also appears to be the most
sustainable using salvaged brick. Concept 3: creates a little more visual
appeal using primarily two different materials. Concept 1: The most vibrant.
Concept 3 brings a current popular design feel to the streetscape. It will be
less distracting but feel comfortable. | think if Mill Ave wants to stay relevant
as a downtown (because we all know we are losing to Roosevelt Row and
downtown Mesa now) this design is a great start. Concept 2 keeps the same
esthetic that we’ve known and loved for many years. It will be considered
status quo but with improved water capture technigues.

Concept 3 is cost effective, neat and clean.

Concept 3 will give the street a basic make over with little though and
consideration. Two would be nice as long as the Lithomosaic Artwork is
going to show different prospectives of race and gender on the titles.
Concept 3: it has an adequately dynamic design that isn’t too over the top
and will age well. Concept 1: has unique features Concept 2: straight forward
Concept looks the best, it

Concept/Option 1 has cool refreshing design with blue colors to look like
water. Concept 2 and 3 are just ok but 3 is better then 2 because it has 2
different colors as opposed to just 1 color for concept 2.

Conceptl - | like the flow and curved lines, mix of bricks and pavers.
Concept3 - | prefer optionl, but | like the mix of concrete unit pavers and
salvaged/supplemented red brick mix.

Concepts 1 and 3 are interesting to look at. | like the lithomosaik artwork. |
like concept 2 because the lighter color will keep the walkway cooler on hot
days.

Corner bump outs for safety and artwork!

Each option was different that what is currently on mill. Also each
incorporates art

Honors the historic look of the brick pavers iconic to traditional Mill Ave
Hopefully Concept 2 would be the least costly. Concept 1is impressive but |
would think most costly.

https://www.youtube.com/watch?v=GIXNVnftaNs
https://www.youtube.com/watch?v=90fBpQgLXUc

| actually don't like any of them....we have spent untold millions on Mill Ave
already

| am thinking of cost-effectiveness, does Mill Avenue REALLY need
improvements? Taxpayers want to know there is more bang for their buck, |
think Concept 1 has more potential for higher future upkeep. Not knowing
initial cost outlay or upkeep - these are my choices - if in fact, a face lift is
even necessary.

| appreciate the design of Option 1 the best. Capturing the city’s history
through the lithomosaic and using salvaged bricks. Option 1 has more flair
than the other options. It stands out more. Keeping in mind that this all
needs to be kept clean and maintained to keep it at it's best for years to
come. Options 2 and 3 are fine, but Option 1 has more artistic appeal.

| did not like anything about each option. This will cost too much for the city
to spend.



73.

74.

75.
76.

77.

78.

79.

80.

81.

82.

83.

84.

85.

86.
87.

88.

| don’t like any of them really. | just want Mill to look historic and not like the
big glass cubes.

| don’t really like much to be honest and think the city is spending too much
money on it.

| like Concept 1 color, deign and non-linearity.

| like Concept 2 because it has the artistic/historical elements but isn't too
busy. Concept 3 is nice and a clean design.

| like how concept 1 had lots of color. | like how each had salvaged brick as
one of their options.

| like how simple Option 2 is. | also like incorporation of the salvaged bricks,
bump-outs, and places for trees.

| like maintaining a majority of the brick but accenting it with the concrete is
a hice touch.

| like option 1 because it is colorful and unique. There is no point in spending
a metric buttload of money and what will certainly be an inconvenient
amount of time in making just another regular corporate bland looking
sidewalk.

| like that all three options will use salvaged brick from Mill Ave. | also like
that the tree grates and street lights will remain in the same spot. Concept 1 -
| like the flowing look and that it is quite different from the current look Mill
Ave has. | also like the lithomosaic artwork.

| like that Concept 1 has the Lithomosaic Artwork Paving located in various
places along the sidewalk. | like that Concept 2 and Concept 3 have a
straight pattern of Brick and Concrete pavings.

| like that concept 2 retains the most existing brick pavers. The patina is nice,
and lends the street a historic feel. | like concept 1, but worry the lithocrete
will age poorly and look dated in the coming decades (much in the way
turquoise and stereotypically southwest elements popular in the 80s and 90s
immediately date a structure now). | really don't like concept 3. It sacrifices
the vintage brick but for no artistic purpose, just grey concrete pavers.

| like that the second option will retain the red brick typical of Mill Ave, which
contributes to its historic atmosphere. | grew up in Tempe, and | have always
loved the atmosphere of Mill Avenue as it is with red brick and tall ficus
trees.

| like the artistic rendition of Concept 1 with more colors and the Tempe
history included. It is the most interesting to look at of the three concepts
and | think the rendering looks nice. Concepts 2 and 3 feel a little more
boring to me, although | do like the use of the bricks.

| like the artwork.

| like the blending of old pavers and hew materials in Concept 3, also that the
shaded areas under trees are the darker pavers. | think this makes better use
of shade and light, reducing solar heat gain while providing contrasting
colors. The winding path appearance of Concept 1is nice now, but | don't
think it will have the same appeal in 10, 20, or 30 years throughout its
expected lifespan. That look may be in style now but | doubt it will have
enough staying power to justify incorporating it into a city streetscape with
an estimated 40 year life.

| like the brightness of the color contrast



89.

90.
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92.
93.

94,

95.
96.
97.

98.
99

100.

101.

102.

103.

104.
105.

106.

107.

108.

109.

110.
1.

12.
13.

4.

| like the color and design of the first one, but the second on is similar to the
original street.

| like the colors and the movement of the design, and the inclusion of the
Lithomosaic art in Concept 1. concept 3 offered a more subtle design which
still had flow.

| like the concrete pavers in concepts 2 and 3.

| like the contrast of colorson1& 2

| like the curb bump out in all of them. | wish more of the street parking was
converted into pedestrian space or seating. | like the classic feeling of the
brick pavers from option 2, | like the lithomosaic from option 1, and nothing
really from option 3.

| like the designs on concept 1 and lesser of 3 but | really worry about how
quickly the designs and light colors will look dirty and dingy if not pressure
washed regularly. Look at the roundabout on 6th street by the orchid house,
it was mostly black with in weeks of being painted not it looks worse than
the original surface.

| like the diversity of design and materials of option 1.

| like the increased tree cover and bump-outs that each option has.

| like the look and feel of option 2 the best. It seems like the best option for a
refresh that also allows some new color and artwork to be part of the
downtown area, bringing to life some of Tempe’s history.

i like the more artsy element of Concept 1

| like the movement in the design over the others

| like the playful nature of the first choice.

| like the reusing of salvaged bricks, | feel that the bricks are representative
of the culture of mill avenue. For concept 1, | like the color of the accent
paving, it reflects the colorfulness of Tempe.

| like the salvaged brick because it gives the vintage, charming feel that Mill
Ave is known for.

| like the salvaged brick the most. #1 had the most design element to it didn’t
seem as boring as the other two.

| like the simplicity of option 2, while still adding some nice artwork.

| like the simplicity of the 3rd design. The 2nd design is nice, but a little
bland, and | think the 1st scheme looks cheesy and is not very sophisticated.
| like the use of color in the first option.

| like the use of the salvaged brink in all three options. | like the way the
combination of the swirl and the lithocrete in Concept 1 the most - it is
beautiful, artistic, and playful -- which feels very "Tempe"!

| like using the salvaged bricks to make the redesign better on the
environment!

| liked the accent paving.

| liked the artwork

| liked the color design on Concept 1. | liked that Concept 2 has a lot of
reclaimed materials

| liked the different use of materials.

| liked the uniformity of paving in 3 & 2. | do wish there was a way to insert
the art lithographs in concept 3.

| love the artistic part of concept 11 like the grey brick concert 2

10
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124.

125.

126.

127.

128.

129.

| love the unique design of Concept 1, including the blue colored insert and
waviness to the design; concept 2 is my second choice with the traditional
brick look of Mill Ave.

| love the use of material besides concrete pavers

| prefer a clean design so it doesn’t look dated in 10 years

| prefer a clean look and there are too many trip hazards with brick,
especially repurposed salvage brick which led me to pick Option 3 as my
first choice.

| prefer maintaining the traditional brick materials as much as possible, which
informed my ranking.

| prefer the least cost and maintenance and re-use of existing materials.
There needs to be a focus on highlighting our original founding Indigenous
people. When | opened this survey and saw this man in the sidewalk concept,
| got a little concerned. No more land acknowledgements, land back. If we
can't give land back, then we need to give space. We need to ask the
Indigenous neighbs around us from the Tribes and from other organizations
and ask them. Not expect people to wander over here and take this survey.
We are in cultural need of permanent Indigenous art, sculpture, honorary
designs that we see DAILY! Not an art piece that comes and goes from a
gallery exhibit. | can't think of one place in Tempe where | can even go see
any type of art dedicated to our Indigenous roots. Please enlighten me if I'm
missing something because I'd love to see it. We must connect with
Indigenous ideas if we want to learn how to survive comfortably on this
desert in the coming years. Indigenous thought is our future.

| really like concept 1 because of all the colors. | don't like the last two at all.
Very plain.

| really liked the lithocrete in Option 1 The reused brick in option 2 was nice |
liked the patterns of option 3

| think the salvaged brick is charming and it's use should be maximized. That
said, the colors and patterns of option 1 are appealing.

I'm wondering why the change is needed. What is wrong with the existing
brick paving? Please explain this first. Personally i really prefer the brick
pavers that exist.

In order to better evaluate the options, it would help to see more refined
details. The pallet of materials are intriguing. Use of the silva cells is an
important environmentally consideration.

It has a photo, and it looks professional

It is unique and looks like something Tempe would do. My only concern is
the cost, but | assume it will be there forever.

Less is more. | don't want the City to look too "busy,” loud, frenetic,
excitable, or have multiple bright and excessive colors like the psychedelic
'60's. We had some buildings and areas like that in the 60’'s and got rid of
them in the 70's. It should be modest, calming, and easy to navigate; a
multigenerational mature and inviting look. The color should be in the
windows of the establishments to advertise and entice the public, or direct
and lure, not distract or overwhelm passers by and visitors.

Less is more. Save the money and plant/upkeep trees for shade. The
pavement will get dirty with chewing gum and whatnot, so why bother. WE
NEED SHADE, not pavers.

11
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143.

144.
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146.
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Love the idea of incorporating more art into The District

Maintaining the red brick is very important to me

Maintaining the red brick, old school vibe of downtown Tempe while still
refreshing it. Please don’t make it look like every other new development in
the valley.

Making enough room for trees and shade, and the more interesting color
choices. | like the "bump-out” for art.

Mixed use of different kinds of pavers.

More colorful and better design.Do not use the Tipuana Tipu trees they are
invasive. Tipuana tipu is viewed as an invasive weed in some countries and is
known for having a very aggressive root system.[8] The tree roots can easily
lift up concrete and asphalt. Precautions should be taken when planting near
buildings, homes, or pools, as they are likely to be damaged.

More modern looking and less likely to look bad overtime. Less expensive
upkeep as well.

None of it. Not a fan.

None of these options are appealing and will do nothing to generate revenue
or tax dollars from the Mill Ave corridor.

Nothing. All horrible. At least have some history in the lithographic art.
Option #2 seems to be the least departure from the existing hardscape. Itis
important to keep continuity with the previous sidewalk and street layout.
Option 1- The variety and movement created with the greater use of colors
and materials is my favorite. | especially like the curved forms. It allows
moments for people to stop or move off to the side by design. Option 3 -
The change in direction of pavers vs brick materials will break up users’
stride and create a slower moving experience which is a positive. Option 2 -
By far my least favorite but good to have a comparison for a cost-saving
approach. Biggest positive is that is has the greatest potential for brick re-
use.

Option 1 has the best aesthetic - | like the variety of colors and materials.
Option 2 provides a classic look with the salvaged red brick. Option 3 is very
rigid and formal

option 1is traditional and creates contrast to modern buildings that surround
the area option 2 has a lot of style option 3 is colorful

Option 1 modernizes the streetscape and pays homage to the original
character by reusing the bricks. | also like the lithomosaic art Option 2 still
maintains the identifiable character of Mill Ave. and incorporates the
lithomosaic art Option 3... | just don't like.

Option 1 offers a new look and feel completely different than the current
look. It also uses less salvaged brick. The less brick the better. The design has
motion and a sense of movement. Option 3 offers a different look than the
current scheme. It has some uniformity but at least break up the sidewalk
and creates a sense of change as you are walking. Option 2 feels too much
like the current look and feel. It is time to revamp and do something
completely different.

Option 1 provides the most variety

Option 1) Variety of materials Option 2) Thoughtfulness of Tempe history
Option 3) Pace of the design

12
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Option 1: Unigue Option 2: Looks the easiest to execute Option 3: Timeless &
will age well

Option 2 is most like current walk, all brick Option 3 is ok, not too busy
Option 1is creative”

Option 2 Salvaged brick walkways retains character of original Mill ave area.
Option 2 has Lithomosaic art opportunities.

Option 2: minimizes concrete which is crucial to heat issues in the valley.
Option 3 is simple and more forgiving of on site conditions. As project
develop over time this version is the easiest for developers to accommodate.
Option one is certainly the most aesthetically pleasing, option two is very
simple, and option 3 seems the best compromise between adding
personality to the sidewalk while also not being distracting

Options 2/3) Clean and elegant

Options 3 and 2 look the easiest to construct. While option 1is pretty, it will
take longer and be more expensive to construct the curved design. | am
concerned for the businesses impacted by foot traffic during this
construction. It would be best to complete the construction during summer
months to mitigate impact to businesses fronting Mill Ave.

Pavers and bricks are a good cheap hardscape to use and easy to replace/fix
if they become damaged.

Providing for tree shade

Recycling bricks is a good idea in general

Red brick

Reuse bricks, simple. Just make sure that you are not blocking wheelchair
access! | like the trees. Lots of trees as long as they don’t block wheelchair
access.

Reuse of salvaged brick with some new brickwork used sparingly. Images of
history/ local bands will be a great addition. Keep it simple and classy, don’t
overdue it. Rhythm in sidewalk pattern just more minimal. Date plaques and
short history on older buildings.

Roberto Burle Marx-esque.

Salvaged brick is a more sustainable material choice that reflects historical
character of the street. Lithomosaics are a good idea for highlighting Tempe
history and culture, in addition to the noted art installations. Dedicated tree
spaces that provide shade cover are a great idea.

Salvaged brick is a nice touch. Like the paving artwork of the Concept 2, and
embracing the history of Tempe.

Salvaged brick. It's the most authentic toward keeping a historic original vibe
Salvaging the bricks.

Simple and not to busy. Do like the artwork pavers

simple, elegant, not too busy

Simplicity

Simplicity

Simplicity and textures

Simplicity of brick.

Simplicity, maintainability, refresh of existing materials

straight sidewalks. the curved one is ridiculous and the lithographic sidewalk
items are just going to get dirty or cause people to stop in the walkways
suddenly
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175.
176.
177.

178.

179.
180.

181.

182.
183.
184.

185.

186.

187.
188.
189.

190.

191.

192.

193.
194.
195.
196.

The brick & minimalism.

The bricks looked nice and are good for walking on.

The brickwork shown in Concept 2 is a classic design and less busy than the
other two. | also like the lithomosaic paving that will add some much needed
public art to Mill Ave.

The color and flowing, curved lines of option 1 The inclusion of artwork
pavings in options 1 & 2

The colors

The contrast in materials is visually pleasing, and | like the historical nods and
use of salvaged materials.

The creative design.

The degree to which the brick and historic feel is preserved

The different textures add interest to the street scape.

The expanded streetscape living room bump-outs are a great addition. |
completely agree that a greater effort needs to be made to help calm traffic
and reclaim space for pedestrians.

The first concept was the most interesting and most people will enjoy seeing
it and using the area. The long, sweeping curves unite the pattens of this
concept.

The first option seems to define the space as distinctly pedestrian. The curvy
design makes it look like a place set aside for walking rather than extra space
on the side of the road that will probably be overtaken by car doors, store
displays, etc. The extra concrete brick pavers mixed in with the old makes
the area look more modern. The trees lining the road as a sort of barrier are
also good.

The integration of Tempe’s history into the design

The meandering path of Concept 1 creates the most visual interest.

The red brick is critical to the downtown streetscape. | think this helps Mill
feel more welcoming and more like a city that cares to take the to do the
little things. There is a romance to the bricks that you cannot replicate with
stamped concrete.

The red brick is most appropriate and compatible with the Historic Core
(3rd-6th). | would suggest a concrete feature strip similar to existing up
against the buildings because the storefronts are so irregular -if not it will
require a lot brick cutting and small wedges to fill in. Maybe a wide matching
concrete band encompassing the tree planters with plain brick in between
the two concrete strips. | could see Option 1 in the non-historic sections of
Mill so the Historic Core will have its unigue identity. Consider using
engraved bricks or tiles with names of historic characters, Council,
Commission, Board, DTA members and others who were instrumental in the
Downtown Redevelopment. The artwork concrete would fit in with historic
theme.

the salvage brick and artwork incorporated into design

The salvaged brick paving In concept 1, | like how it's not just a straight line
and has variety in colors

The salvaged brick to give it some history!

The salvaged original brick.

The trees

The use of recycling materials by using salvaged brick paving
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197. The use of salvaged brick paving.

198. The use of used brick and shade trees.

199. The varying colors and finishes are pleasing.

200. The vibrancy and intricacy of design.

201. They all seem like a waste of financial resources honestly. | don’t see a big
benefit for this at all

202. They are all nice. My favorite - Concept 2 honors history of Tempe, but is not
too fussy. Concept 3 is nice but not as interesting and "historic” as #2.
Concept 1is very pretty, but looks like it might not hold up in the hot sun.

203. They have a unique way of catching the eye

204. Use of recycled bricks from old Tempe. | like the curvy layout in option one,
with a variety of materials.

205. use of salvaged brick. Lots of trees.

206. Use of salvaged pavers

207. Use the concrete unit pavers instead of the salvaged brick in every design.
The salvaged bricks are a really bad idea, they cause safety hazards
constantly because they break and come loose, creating trip hazards right
now. Plus, their porous surface allow mildew to collect and hard to pressure
wash away.

208. varied colors of paving to differentiate the usage of that area -- but the less
""busy"" & more understandable for concept 3 the salvaged paving supplies
makes for less waste.

209. We like #3 because it looks the easiest maintenance and maintain its look the
longest.

210. We want a timeless design for our downtown.. Concept 3 will begin to look
dated almost instantly. There are way to many colors being used. And colors
that look infantile. It's a college area. Something a little more mature is
appropriate. Concept 2 is the nice balance of classic and clean. It also has
the interest of history which makes downtown a living open access museum.
That's good for tourism. It would also be nice to include art installations that
say #lheartTempe. Make them nice and visitors will make it a travel
destination. | love taking pics with signs and statutes like that where ever |
go. Can there also be something in spanish and something showing a land
acknowledgement to the tribes.

211. Why are we spending yet more money to refresh’ Mill Ave ? How many times
do we have to pour money down that rathole? You want historic signage?
Put it in the Beach Park You want to refresh redesign something for the
publics benefit- fix the library site layout. Handicapped parking is over 100’
from the entrance Tempes public works- roads sewer water parks could use
work. South Tempe could use more tennis courts.

212. Wide open walkways

213. You guys are at least trying to make the city fun to walk in, unlike a lot of
other Arizona cities. Even the weakest option (option 3), it still has a lot
more space to walk/hang out in than typical in other Arizona cities, without
just resorting to basic sidewalk.

3. What do you like LEAST about each option?
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NOo

1.

12.

13.

14.

15.

16.

17.

18.
19.

#1 a little too busy, might not look good as it ages and/or gets dirty #2 the
salvaged brick pavers seem to look dirty often now and will later unless there
will be more maintenance than current #3 the light colored pavers might
look dirty faster than darker pavers

#1 more expensive #2 similar to current look #3 very rigid look that does not
correspond to anything

#1 option way too busy. Hopefully the new design can be kept simple-
preserve some history but take Mill into the future. The curves and bright
colors just don't work- no relation to this area. Please don't use bright
primary colors on materials, furniture and no oversized colorful letters/
sighage- it looks cheap. Ficus provides shade but attracts many birds. Need
more permanent site furniture, not moveable items.

#1 was too complicated & ""busy”” to understand different use areas quickly
not enough trees on any of them --- if we're going to cool down our paved
areas & the concrete heat jungle -- trees are the only good answer/

1is not timeless 2 is essentially what we have, why spend all the money on
bricks if the design is the same as current

1. COST 2. BEEN DONE ELSEWHERE 3. DULL

1: Colors and ground design can show wear and appear dirty when not
maintained 2: Not visually interesting, looks like every other street near Mill 3:
Small concrete pavers can become loose and uneven, like on College

1-2 are too busy and will require more money spent on keeping them clean
and maintaining a clean image for the downtown.

3 the blocky repetition seems stale. 2 is a bit boring.

A lot of hardscape. Please curb light pollution and consider its deleterious
effect on nighttime insects and animals (new research). Ways to address
this are: 1) have all lights face downward only and 2) use amber light rather
than blue, white, orange, or red, as the latter are less attracted to those. If it
is possible to also use lights that respond to motion detection, that would be
a bonus.

adding stupid designs

after this summer's heat and what it did to the old trees in my yard, | fear
there will be a mess of leaves on the sidewalks all year round, even though
they are not deciduous

All of the options are a waste of tax payer dollars and any proponent for this
waste of money should resign their position immediately.

All three: way too much paving, should have way more planting for
microclimating. Also if using pavers, should set up a way to collect the rain
water during monsoon season for use in the tree beds.

As listed above, why? Are the ficus trees currently unhealthy? Is this to
promote further growth?

Brick can be annoying for wheeled devices (skateboard,scooter,bike). If you
don't want them to be in that sidewalk make a lane for them (bike-ish lane)
Bricks and pavers come loose over time. Stamped concrete gives a similar
look but won’t come loose.

Busyness

Concept #1 looks very busy. It is an extreme departure from the existing
sidewalk and may present a maintenance nightmare to keep up.
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20.

21.

22.

23.
24,

25.

26.
27.
28.
29.

30.

31.

32.

33.

34.

Concept 1 - could look outdated sooner or be harder to repair when
necessary. Concept 3 - Kinda bland and generic. Concept 2 - nothing new,
nothing exciting.

Concept 1 - too busy on the eyes Concept 3 - boring

Concept 1- too busy. Concept 2 - too plain Concept 3 - would have
preferred curves in the design

Concept 1a lot is happening doesn’t look nice.

Concept 1 does not seem like it will age well (both aesthetically and
materially) and will be more difficult to patch or maintain while keeping it
looking good. Concept 2 has the concern of too much brick paving
becoming unlevel and creating hazards. (I would recommend balancing the
brick paving with some of the concrete paving, which tends to be more
durable and stable)

Concept 1 doesn't really fit with the idea of this as a naturally growing and
changing old downtown. It seems to be trying to make the space more
"park-like" and it is not a park.

concept 1 feels busy concept 2 n/a concept 3 feels too cut up

Concept 1 has a design that is so busy that nothing stands out.

Concept 11 can't say anything negative about it

Concept 1is a major departure from the historical character of the street,
especially in the historic core of the street.

Concept 1is overly fussy, and probably very expensive. It is over-the-top in
its design. Also | do not care much for the types of trees that are being
proposed. | think the lithomosaic artwork will cause controversy - there will
likely be all sorts of arguing/conflict over who or what should be
""honored.""” Students in particular get very excited about this type of thing.
It just isn't worth it. Concept 2 - Concept 2 is very similar to what is there on
Mill Ave. now. | think the all brick will quickly become dirty and perhaps even
smell as dirt and detritus works its way between the bricks. It is also very
dark, and will look darker over time and the trees block out the sunlight.
Don't like it at all. Concept 3 - This is my favorite, and | really don't have
much bad to say. One qguestion - what kind of trees will be there? | think
whatever concept is chosen should have trees that let in some sunlight and
don’t completely block the sun. Lack of sunlight is what causes the
pavement to look dirty and grubby.

Concept 1is ridiculous. On a metaphysical level, it is just wrong. The solidity
of brick is exchanged for the Heraclitean flux which is jarring to the eye and
scary for the soul. It would be challenging to purchase anything on this new
street because of this overwhelmingly negative vibe.

Concept 1is too busy, looks too "corporate”. Concept 3 did not have enough
brick and did not include lithograph artwork.

Concept 1is too busy, too many transitions to the walking surface. You don’t
want people walking through the district looking down, you want them
engaging with the businesses and not worried about where to step because
of transitions to the walking surface.

Concept 1is trying to hold onto a 80-90's Mill Ave style that has gone way
out of fashion. | was here in those days and this concept would have worked
then. But now it will fail hard as all the locals will wonder why Tempe wasted
all the money on this when the original was just fine.
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35.

36.

37.
38.

39.

40.

41.

42.

43.

44,

45.
46.

47.

48.

49.
50.

51

Concept 1 looks like it might not hold up in the hot sun. Concept 2 is my
favorite. Concept 3 is not as interesting as the other options.

Concept 1 looks like it would be costly. Not that | particularly care that much
| still say go for it. But potentially rather expensive. Concept 2 just doesn't do
much to emphasize walking along it. It looks clean and nice, but lacks that
fun vibe mill has. Concept 3 looks like a double whammy of expensive due to
the concrete and oddly segmented. Not much of a fan there.

Concept 1 looks too busy and like it would involve more cost.

Concept 1seems to be a lot of change and honestly it doesn't bring much
value IMO. e.g., Lithomosaic artwork

Concept 1: Desigh might be too crowded. Concept 3: Design is a bit less
interesting, does not incorporate any historical aspects. Concept 2: Design is
the least interesting.

Concept 1: more risk that it reflects dirt more easily, may not age well
Concept 2: No excitement, bland Concept 3: indifferent about block design
Concept 1: Too busy, with traffic, pedestrians and buildings, the streetscape
should complement and not add to the busyness of Mill Ave. Concept 2:
Possibly too simplistic. Concept 3: No incorporation of the artwork paving.
Concept 2 - the grey concrete unit pavers used on the intersections look
weird. The brick colored ones from concept 1look much better Concept 1 -
the color scheme looks overwhelming. The grey exposed aggregate
concrete at the intersections looks out of place. | like the accent painting but
it's almost too much. It should be motivated by changes in the sidewalk.
There should be less of a contrast in color of the the salvaged brick and the
concrete unit pavers. Concept 3 looks terribly bland and adds nothing to the
aesthetic of Mill.

Concept 2 - While | don't dislike the look of Mill Ave. today, if we are going
to do all this work to improve the infrastructure and refresh the appearance,
| like the idea of having Mill Ave. with a new look.

Concept 2 is alright but seems similar to what is there now and not really
worth navigating construction for a while while it is built.

Concept 2 is boring.

Concept 2 is flat and boring. It offers no visual break in walking down the
street. One concern about concept 1is the durability of the colors and
mosaic. what ever is used needs to be long lasting and not a burden on
maintenance. Brick may absorb heat - | wonder if any of the plans should
incorporate a cooler material - More trees with a pedestrian sized canopy is a
must for any of the options.

Concept 2 isn't modern. Concept 1is too busy and the lighter tile will get
dirty fast. Concept 3 will get dirty and doesn’'t match the surrounding
buildings.

Concept 2 looks dull and boring. 1 has a little more color than | would like
and 3 has a little less color than | like.

Concept 2: might not feel like much changed.

Concept 3: might not be as sustainable as concept 2. Concept 1: way too
busy and appears to be the least sustainable option.

Concept 3 felt more industrial or cold, like it belonged at a parking garage.

18



52.

53.

54.
55.
56.

57.

58.
59.

60.

61.

62.
63.
64.
65.

66.

67.

68.

69.

70.

Concept 3 is expensive over time, art will need constant repair and touch up.
Concept 2 is going to be very stripe like, it won't encourage people to move
forward. Concept 1is more expensive than concept 2 to maintain over time.
concept 3 is very difficult for those with low vision. A change in the color of
the sidewalk may be perceived as a height difference, and may indicate a
step up similar to a curb. This is a very poor choice for those of us with
aging parents. | have a similar issue with number 1, it will be very difficult for
those with low vision.

Concept 3 looks sterile. | would like more history in Concepts 1 and 2.
Concept 3 seems boring

Concept 3 was far too bland for Mill. Having some color or spunk on the
sidewalk in this area is important.

Concept 3: the salvage brick lines are kinda boring and could look odd from
a pedestrian point of view Concept 2: could see it easily being bleached from
sun in few years and or defaced. Also the winding path is odd. Concept 2:
not much different than todays designs

Concept one is far too busy and removes too much of the old red brick
Concept2, very plain. Although | appreciate the red brick, it's just too much
just red brick.l like the mix of other pavers.

Concepts 2 and 3 feature straight lines, nothing special.

Concrete pavers

concrete use is bad for the environment. Simple is better

Didn't display greenery and shading options or cooling pavement designs
Durability. Current hardscape is cracked, chipped and missing sections.

Even though | liked the insertion of color in option one, | am afraid the design
will be a bit disorientating.

Falling on a brick would hurt and since Tempe has a lot of senior housing the
city could be seeing a uptick of broken hips and bones. Concrete pavers can
be very slick if wet (if we ever got any rain)

For all ground cover option | think the most important guestion in choice
selection should be if the material option(s) reduce heat retention (avoid
heat island affect) and allow for water permeability (as part of flooding-
storm management and tree root health). No amount of visual loveliness
does anyone any good if the street is too hot and uncomfortable to walk
down! | worry that short-sighted and individualistic historic profiles would be
selected for the lithomosaics, and | am vehemently against that - no singular
people’s faces should be selected, but instead consider imagery
representative of full history of Tempe (native tribal representation, flour mill
industry, native flora, native fauna, city values). Tree selection should be
consulted with arborist to maximize tree shade coverage (which needs to be
augmented with shade structure additions), profile native plants, safety of
nearby city pipes/lines/buildings, and ensure plants thrive with low water
environment. Lighting for street needs to be night sky friendly design!

Gray concrete unit pavers. Gray is boring and too 'modern’ for downtown
historic Tempe

Grey concrete pavers don't do anything for me. | still think that cars
shouldn't be allowed on Mill...

honestly, | don’'t see how these add value to the area at all. just power wash
the current sidewalks more if you're concerned about them. I'd rather money
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71.

72.

73.

74.

75.

76.

77.

78.

79.

80.

81.

82.
83.

84.
85.
86.
87.

88.

89.

go to other revitalization projects on Mill or offer cheaper parking. | don't go
to Mill unless | HAVE to because of parking costs and cost is the biggest
detriment for most people to go to Mill, not sidewalks.

| believe that the lithomosaic and lithocrete accents will be targets for
graffiti and very hard to clean.

| believe the more intricate Concepts 1 and 3 would take more time and
money to complete. Concept 1is much more modern, but prefer to maintain
historical feel as much as possible. The Lithomosaic artwork is less likely to
be noticed if placed on long stretches of sidewalk vs. at intersections where
people would stand for a time.

| did not like the addition of pictures to the sidewalks. Not only is it
distracting while walking, but who is going to keep it clean?!

| did not like the colorful lithocrete accent paving because it feels tourist-y
and like you're on a playground.

| dislike grey pavers anywhere. | find grey depressing in general.

| dislike the 'lithocrete’ accent materials in concept 1.

| dislike the size of the tree planters in all option, | wish they would be larger.
| think that option 1is too busy and would easily be damaged and look
cheap. | think option 2 will look good and be durable.

| dislike using blue to represent the "river” in concept 1. Blue looks out of
place here and is used already too much in Tempe municipal color schemes.
| do not like options 1 and 3, which diverge significantly from Mill's current
design. Mill Avenue will lose some of its unique character if it bows to design
trends.

| do NOT like the busy design of Concept 1and do not think that it is
appropriate for this area.

| don’t believe that any of these are cool pavement options so will contribute
to urban heat. If we are going to do this extensive refresh like, priority
should be given to installing the coolest surfaces possible.

| don’t like how busy option one feels

| don’t like that Concept 1 has swirly lines throughout it. | think that style
looks beautiful in some places such as along canals, but | think it is more
practical to have a set, straight pattern for sidewalks.

| don’t like the concrete. Seems cheap.

| don't want to see any art that represents woke ideas.

| feel that concept 3 is boring and plain.

| like the artwork in the sidewalk, but | don't think it should be of historical
icons. | think it should be bespoke artwork by local artists that break up the
space. No one outside of Tempe is concerned about historical figures and
they will not stop to take a photo of a person from history on the sidewalk.
But if it is art, then it becomes more relatable. Option 2 and 3 do not
incorporate any art which is a missed opportunity. They are too close in
design to the current look. Option 2 more so than 3.

| liked everything about option 1 Option 2 seemed liked nothing much
changed from what we have now Option 3 looked like it would be really hot
with the grey brick

| really didn't like the meandering colorful approach. It reminds me of the
fiesta district in Mesa, but worse.
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90.

9l

92.
93.
94,
95.

96.

97.

98.

| really dislike concept 1, | don't like the aesthetic, and it will waste more
material due to the need to cut all of those pavers at arbitrary curves. The
shapes don't relate to the street, the buildings, or anything else. The other
two schemes are much preferred.

| really don't understand what the benefit is for the suggested changes,
money could be used for better things.

| really worry about how quickly the designs and light colors will look dirty
and dingy if not pressure washed regularly. Design 2 is bland.

| think Concept 1is way too busy. Concept 3 isn't interesting enough.

| think designs will look dated

| think the lithocrete accent paving of option one looks visually busy, and the
alternating pavement type of option 3 looks too repetitive and boring.

| would like the "living room"” bump outs expanded further in each design,
making Mill a pedestrian-first street. As it stands, the living rooms are
relegated to the corners in favor of street parking. The future of Mill is transit
and walking, street parking sacrifices our public space to storage of a private
automobile.

I'm a student, | am not a senior citizen but trendy changes like these are bad
and will make Tempe the butt of a joke, one of so many gentrifying cities
that are making improvements that don't improve. | HATE THE lithopaving.
It's tacky and visually cluttered. | literally moved to downtown because of
the red brick. It's rich, warm, historic, grounded, and complements the desert
and urban palettes. | like the combination of concrete and brick, but it's the
brick that keeps this downtown feeling vibrant as well as historic. Personally
speaking, | love deep, rich, textures palettes. Tempe is the only place that
gets close to a historic city feel like Brooklyn. I've lived in AZ my whole life
and this area has been such a visual and sensory reprieve from the sad beige,
grey, desaturated suburbs. Phoenix is grey. Everywhere is grey and beige.
And | don't want wavy or patchwork paths on sidewalk space!l. | don't want
to step on faces when pub crawling or walking my dog. | don't want to be
surrounded by bright primary colors and mixed materials that don't make
sense and visually cut the space. Right now mill feels large and cohesive. a
lot of these pics feel generic, juvenile, and trendy. There's a reason people
flock to old cities. There's a reason we hate millennial grey now. If anything, |
want to know that renovations care about preservation and making the old
more functional instead of messing with the aesthetic. Improve the
plantings? Great. Add tree grates? Fantastic? Encourage art and murals. Yup.
But art is organic. How about making better communal spaces that
encourage mixed use instead? Like the area between the restaurants and the
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