
 

 

 

Minutes of the Neighborhood Advisory Commission (NAC) Meeting held on Wednesday, 
April 2, 2025, at 5:30 p.m. as a hybrid meeting with in-person attendance option along with 
virtual component option via Microsoft Teams platform 
 

(MEMBERS) Present: Brandon Abrahams, Lane Carraway, Joe Caudill, Ray Devine, Jan 
Doughty, Gabe Hagen, Eric Johnson, John Kozel, Allison Poulos, Duane Washkowiak and Brittney 
Wong  
 

(MEMBERS) Absent: Stacy Novis, Joel Stern, Angie Taylor, Suri Wall 
 
City Staff: Shauna Warner, Neighborhood Services Manager; Elizabeth Thomas, Neighborhood 
Services Specialist; Keith Burke, Deputy City Manager; Jacob Payne, Principal Planner, 
Community Development  
 
Guests: Christopher Watts, Tempe resident  
 
Agenda Item 1 – Call to Order 
The meeting was called to order at 5:30 p.m. by Chair Wong 
New members Caudill and Poulos were welcomed to their first meeting. 
 
Agenda Item 2 – Public Comment 
None. 
 
Agenda Item 3 – Review and approval of meeting minutes: March 5, 2025 NAC Meeting 
Minutes 
 
Motion: Commissioner Devine 
 

Second:  Commissioner Carraway 
 

Result: The motion passed with a unanimous vote of all members present, 11 ayes  
 
Commission Member Ayes:  Brandon Abrahams, Lane Carraway, Joe Caudill, Ray Devine, Jan 
Doughty, Gabe Hagen, Eric Johnson, John Kozel, Allison Poulos, Duane Washkowiak and Brittney 
Wong  
 
Absent: Stacy Novis, Joel Stern, Angie Taylor, Suri Wall   
 
Agenda Item 4 – Character Area Plan 2 Overview 
A Character Area Plan helps to inform development, conveying the vision and goals of an area and 
encouraging positive change. Diablo/Double Butte Character Area Plan 2 is the final plan of eight 
unique Tempe character areas to be completed. Once this plan is done, other, prior Character 
Area plans will be periodically revisited and reviewed for needed updates.   
 
Character Area Plans are high level, vision and policy which often feature similarities in age of 
housing, styles of architecture, patterns of development, materials used, land use or street 
patterns, lot size, landscaping, landmarks and/or physical barriers. They are not regulatory, do not 
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change projected land uses and density noted in Tempe’s General Plan 2050 nor do they impact 
zoning or private property rights.       
 
Loosely bounded by Tempe Town Lake to the north, SR-143/48th Street to the west, Priest Drive 
(with some portions up to the railroad tracks) to the east, and the Arizona Grand Resort to the 
south, Diablo/Double Butte encompasses 4.8 square miles with fewer residents and more 
industrial and commercial sites than other Character Areas. Building upon input from 
neighborhoods and businesses about architectural, economic, cultural, and other defining 
characteristics, the Character Area Plan 2 will emphasize what makes this area of Tempe distinct 
from neighboring areas. The I-10 freeway splits the area nearly down the middle creating an 
obvious divider and barrier.   
 
Points of interest include: 

➢ Petersen House 
➢ Diablo Stadium 
➢ Bell Butte 
➢ Tempe Maker District 
➢ Fountainhead Corporate Park (Class A office space) 

 
Results of prior public survey, which concluded February 10, 2025 revealed participant priorities for 
heat mitigation, addition and improvements of sidewalks (pedestrian friendly development), 
enhanced streetscapes, canal side trails and multiuse paths and mobility and connectivity 
improvements. Large, abandoned buildings such as the Fry’s Electronics were also noted. 
 
The second phase of public outreach recently concluded on March 31. A public input summary of 
this process phase featuring dot-ocracy exercise and including an online survey, is being prepared 
for release soon. The Character Area 2 draft plan is then expected to be released in May followed 
by public meeting opportunities for comment. A revised draft will be available in late June or July 
for the public hearing process at the Development Review Commission and City Council. 
 
Member comments and questions included: 
Is there cohesion and overlap with prior plans? 
A: There is much overlap and commonality with each plan as well as distinctive characteristics of 
each area.   
 
What about demographics for CA2? 
A: Pretty similar to demographics of city as a whole with slightly more white population in this area 
and a higher median age. 
 
How many people live here? 
A: 11,500 people/residential 
 
Does City of Tempe have any financial commitment with these Character Area Plans? 
A: No, policy only.  They are visionary and aspirational but can get ball rolling when funds later 
become available.   
 
I'm concerned others will lose out. Implementation without ongoing maintenance. 
A: City builds in the costs of maintenance to any projects the city later adds. 
 
What are the largest employers in the area? The Dairy has to be one of them. Would be 
fascinating to highlight prominent employer!  (Dairy Tour was recommended as a future outing) 
 
Did not see education as a major employer.  Where does data come from? Does University of 
Phoenix have a presence here? 



 

 

A: Much of it is from the County and it may not be as current or accurate as we would like.  
University of Phoenix is farther west. 
 
What was outreach to businesses like? 
A: We worked with Tempe Chamber of Commerce to organize a business mixer on March 27.  
Economic Development also assisted with outreach and staff delivered door hangers inviting both 
residents and businesses to March outreach events.   
 
Medtronics employees like to walk on their breaks and sidewalk conditions are challenging. 
 
Agenda Item 5 – Arts in the Parks Spring 2025 
Memo with upcoming Spring dates and park locations provided in the meeting packet. 
 
Agenda Item 6 – 2025 Neighborhood Celebration Event Planning and Updates 
Staff distributed event t-shirts to members, encouraged everyone to sign up for needed day of 
event tasks and to help encourage attendance with final outreach push. New event additions were 
highlighted including chalk artist Louie Flores, free, onsite haircuts from neighboring Borrosos 
Barber Shop and the addition of a Sweet Repeats pop up shop. 
 
Staff agreed to provide large format lists of honoree and award names for the Welcome Station. 
 
Agenda Item 7 – NAC Communication Plan 
Chair Wong summarized main points discussed by members at previous meetings: 

• Round table format for “What’s Coming Up” at end of each meeting during the Future 
Agenda Items agenda topic – members could note upcoming meetings and events they 
know about or plan to attend - no further discussion will be allowed but members can share 
their plans 

• Establish a goal of how many meetings or events to be attended per month or per year by 
each member and report out. Try and choose two events a year to have a presence at. 

• NAC members can serve as a resource and a presence at these gatherings – wear your 
nametag, share general information about NAC with others 

 
Some type of tracking site or spreadsheet would need to be implemented. The meeting minutes 
are always one month behind when they are shared at the following meeting. The importance of 
accuracy of information to be shared by members was also noted.    
 
Members were reminded by staff that they had previously created a HUB website for commission 
members only which included an email list for contacts who had agreed to be contacted by the 
Commission. This list can continue to be expanded when new contacts express a willingness to be 
contacted by NAC. Former Chair Stern retains access to this website and list.  
 
After moderate additional discussion, members agreed to revisit these ideas and finalize the plan 
at the May meeting. 
 
Agenda Item 8 – Proposed Future Agenda Items 
For the May meeting, staff is checking availability of Code Compliance for an overview, a 
previously requested topic. Commissioner Hagen requested a Business License Update. Other 
suggestions included possible consideration of a joint meeting with Parks and Recreation and a 
Clark Park tour.  
 
Agenda Item 11 – Adjournment 
Meeting was adjourned at 6:26 p.m. 
Prepared by: Elizabeth Thomas and Reviewed by: Shauna Warner 


