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Mr. Chairman and Committee Members,  
 
I'm John Meaney, 4840 E. Ft. Lowell Rd., resident of the Old Ft. Lowell Neighborhood. 
 
Why is there concern about the Master Plan? 
One of the major concerns about the plan as it was presented in the third public meeting involves 
the specific changes proposed for the entrance to the historic neighborhood at the intersection of 
Craycroft and Fort Lowell Roads.  The potential loss of neighborhood people from the 
Commissary buildings and the elimination of the structures on the Adkins property would I think 
have a major impact in that they are irreplaceable markers of the historic neighborhood’s unique 
physical and social character.  For many years the eastern entrance to the neighborhood has 
consisted of the Adkins property on the south side and the Commissary buildings on the north 
side inhabited by neighborhood people.  Personally I have enjoyed this entrance to our 
community for more than 40 years.  The proposed plan would alter this entrance forever by 
changing the landscape of the Adkins property to a more open configuration and transitioning the 
Commissary buildings to non-residential uses.  Each of these alterations would represent 
significant losses for the environmental and cultural “face” that the eastern entrance has been for 
this neighborhood for more than 75 years. 
 
Why is there a need for balance in the Master Plan? 
I have been actively engaged in the feedback process for the Master Plan by submitting the forms 
distributed at the meetings or submitting comments online.  When the Fort Lowell Master Plan 
Variables were presented for comment online, I favored a balance of history and recreation.  
However, I cautioned at the time that I would not prefer this balance if it compromised in any 
way the need to preserve the Fort Lowell Neighborhood and its own unique sense of time and 
place.  The need for balance in the historical aspects of the plan comes to the fore at the 
intersection between what were the actual fort grounds and what developed subsequent to its 
abandonment.  I am concerned that the military fort aspects seem to have taken some precedence 
over the integrity of the historic neighborhood in the current plan.  I am not opposed to plans to 
tell the story of the military history of the fort; after all it was the fort that gave its name to the 
neighborhood.  However, the area already had many unique aspects from farming and other uses 
and certainly developed a unique character over the many years following the abandonment of 
the fort.  This unique character would be significantly diminished by the destruction of some of 
the physical and environmental elements that define the eastern entrance to the historic 
neighborhood and the loss of individuals who through time have always been important 
contributors to the unique social history of the neighborhood. 
 
Thank you. 
















