
1. Call to Order. 

2. Invocation. 

3. Pledge of Allegiance. 

4. Roll Call. 

Agenda for the 

Regular Meeting of the 

Englewood City Council 

Monday, September 17, 2012 

7:30pm 

Englewood Civic Center - Council Chambers 
1 000 Englewood Parkway 
Englewood, CO 80110 

5. Consideration of Minutes of Previous Session. 

a. Minutes from the Regular City Council Meeting of September 4, 2012. 

6. Recognition of Scheduled Public Comment. (This is an opportunity for the public to address City 
Council. Council may ask questions for clarification, but there will not be any dialogue. Please limit 
your presentation tofive minutes.) 

7. Recognition of Unscheduled Public Comment. (This is an opportunity for the public to address City 
Council. Council may ask questions for clarification, but there will not be any dialogue. Please limit 
your presentation to three minutes. Time for unscheduled public comment may be limited to 45 
minutes, and if limited, shall be continued to General Discussion.) 

Council Response to Public Comment 

8. Communications, Proclamations, and Appointments. 

Please note: If you have a disability and need auxiliary aids or services, please notify the City of Englewood 
(303-762-2405) at least 48 hours in advance of when services are needed. 
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9. Consent Agenda Items. 

a. Approval of Ordinances on First Reading. 

b. Approval of Ordinances on Second Reading. 

i. Council Bill No. 48- Approving the acceptance of a planning grant from the Colorado 
Water Conservation Board for implementation of Englewood's Water Conservation Plan 
from 2012-2021. 

c. Resolutions and Motions. 

1 0. Public Hearing Items. 

a. A Public Hearing to gather input on the proposed 2013 City of Englewood Budget. (Please 
note a copy of the proposed 2013 City of Englewood Budget is available for viewing in the 
Englewood Public Library during regular business hours and on the City website 
http://www.englewoodgov.org/) 

b. A Public Hearing to gather input on Council Bill No. 47, a proposed bill for an ordinance 
rezoning the Oxford Station TOO from Light Industrial (1-1) to Planned Unit Development. 

11. Ordinances, Resolutions and Motions 

a. Approval of Ordinances on First Reading. 

i. Council Bill No. 49- Recommendation from the Community Development Department 
to adopt a Bill for an Ordinance to vacate the 3400 block of South Clarkson Street. Staff 
further recommends that Council set October 1, 2012 as the date for a Public Hearing to 
gather public input on the proposed ordinance. Staff Source: Alan White, Director of 
Community Development. 

b. Approval of Ordinances on Second Reading. 

c. Resolutions and Motions. 

i. ~ecommendation from Finance and Administrative Services Department to approve a 
resolution authorizing a transfer and supplemental appropriation of $43,000 from the 
Risk Management and Employee Benefits Fund to the Capital Projects Fund for a Human 
Resources Oracle Standard Benefits Project which will be undertaken in 2013. Staff 
Source: Frank Gryglewicz, Director of Finance and Administrative Services. 

ii. Recommendation from Finance and Administrative Services Department to approve a 
resolution authorizing a transfer and supplemental appropriation of $42,000 from Public 
Improvement Fund to the Capital Projects Fund for the Emergency Alert Siren Project. 
Staff Source: Frank Gryglewicz, Director of Finance and Administrative Services. 

Please note: If you have a disability and need auxiliary aids or services, please notify the City of Englewood 
{303-762-2405) at least 48 hours in advance of when services are needed. 
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iii. Recommendation from Finance and Administrative Services Department to approve a 
resolution authorizing a transfer of $120,000 (Regional Transportation District Grant funds) 
from the General Fund to the Public Improvement Fund for the Station Area Planning Project. 
Staff Source: Frank Gryglewicz, Director of Finance and Administrative Services. 

iv. Recommendation from Finance and Administrative Services Department to approve a 
resolution authorizing a transfer of $200,000 from the Risk Management Fund to the 
General Fund. Staff Source: Frank Gryglewicz, Director of Finance and Administrative 
Service. 

v. Recommendation from Finance and Administrative Services Department to authorize a 
(non-binding) resolution providing that active police officers will be given the option of 
entering the Fire and Police Pension Association's Statewide Defined Benefit System and 
new hire active police officers be enrolled in the Fire and Police Pension Association's 
Statewide Defined Benefit Plan and the ICMA-RC Money Purchase Plan for Police will 
close to new participants as of May 2013. Staff Source: Frank Gryglewicz, Director of 
Finance and Administrative Service. 

vi. Recommendation from the Community Development Department to adopt a resolution 
authorizing Community Development Block Grant Application for FY2013. Staff Source: 
Harold Stitt, Senior Planner. 

12. General Discussion. 

a. Mayor's Choice. 

b. Council Members' Choice. 

13. City Manager's Report. 

a. Motion approving the South Metro Denver Animal Shelter Options Memorandum of 
Understanding. 

14. City Attorney's Report. 

15. Adjournment. 

Please note: If you have a disability and need auxiliary aids or services, please notify the City of Englewood 
(303-762-2405) at least 48 hours in advance of when services are needed. 



ORDINANCE NO. 
SERIES OF 2012 

BY AUTHORITY 

COUNCIL BILL NO. 48 
INTRODUCED BY COUNCIL 
MEMBER WOODWARD 

AN ORDINANCE AUTHORIZING THE ACCEPTANCE OF THE WATER CONSERVATION 
PLANNING GRANT AWARDED TO THE CITY OF ENGLEWOOD, COLORADO BY THE 
STATE OF COLORADO DEPARTMENT OF LOCAL AFFAIRS. 

WHEREAS, water conservation plans are required under the Water Conservation Act of 2004 
for entities that seek fmancial assistance from the Colorado Water Conservation Board (CWCB); 
and 

WHEREAS, the water conservation plan provides a profile of the existing water supply 
system, identifies water sources and limitations, outlines water costs and pricing structures, 
reviews existing policies and reviews water conservation activities; and 

WHEREAS, the City of Englewood submitted a planning grant application to the Colorado 
Water Conservation Board (CWCB) for the amount of$68,000; and 

WHEREAS, the City of Englewood has been awarded the CWCB Planning Grant in the 
amount of$46,316, and with the City's matching $20,000 funds provided with in-kind services 
will cover implementation of Englewood's Water Conservation Plan spanning ten (10) years 
from 2012 to 2021; and 

WHEREAS, there are no federal funds being used for Englewood's Water Conservation Plan; 

NOW, THEREFORE, BE IT ORDAINED BY THE CITY COUNCIL OF THE CITY OF 
ENGLEWOOD, COLORADO, THAT: 

Section 1. The City Council of the City of Englewood, Colorado hereby authorizes the 
acceptance of the Colorado Water Conservation Board Planning Grant, attached hereto as Exhibit A. 

Introduced, read in full, and passed on first reading on the 4th day of September, 2012. 

Published by Title as a Bill for an Ordinance in the City's official newspaper on the 7th day of 
September, 2012. . 
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Published as a Bill for an Ordinance on the City's official website beginning on the 5th day of 
September, 2012 for thirty (30) days. 

Read by title and passed on fmal reading on the 17th day of September, 2012. 

Published by title in the City's official newspaper as Ordinance No._, Series of2012, on 
the 21st day of September, 2012. 

Published by title on the City's official website beginning on the 19th day of 
September, 2012 for thirty (30) days. 

Randy P. Penn, Mayor 
ATTEST: 

Loucrishia A. Ellis, City Clerk 

I, Loucrishia A. Ellis, City Clerk of the City of Englewood, Colorado, hereby certify that the 
above and foregoing is a true copy of the Ordinance passed on fmal reading and published by 
title as Ordinance No._, Series of2012. 

Loucrishia A. Ellis 
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May 24, 2012 

Mr. Ben Wacfe 
Wafer Conservation cmd Grants Coordinator 
Colomdo Water Conservation Board 
Office of Water Conservation and Drought Planning 
1313 Sherman S!reet, Room 721 
Denver, CO 80203 

RE: City of Englewood Water Conservation Planning Grant Application 

Dear Mr. Wade: 

The City of Englewood is interested in developing a Water Conservation Plan to guide the 
effective and responsible use of their water resources. The City Council understands that, in 
accordance with HB04-1365, having a State-approved Water Conservation Plan is prerequisite 
to obtaining financiRl assistance from the Colorado Water Conservation Board (CWCB) and. the 
Colorsdo Water Resources and Power Development Authority. 

On behalf of the City, we are submitting the attached planning grant application for a Water 
Conservation Plan. The total costto complete tile plan is $68,000. The City proposes to match 
$20,000 with in-kind services, which is 30%) of the total project. The City requests a grant for 
$48,000 from CWCB to complete the plan, which will cover a ten-year planning horizon from 
2012 to 2021. 

As you will see in !he attached revised planning grant application, the City is committed to 
implementing effective long-term water savings and efficiency measures and programs. The 
City wishes to do its part in saving wa:ter for the region and a Water Conservation Plan will g'b a 
long way in helping to meet this commitmen't. · 

f.'lease let me l<:now if you have any questions or neecl additional infonnation. 

Stew21ii Fc.ida, Director 
Englewood Utilities 
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A. The name and contact information of the entity seeking the grant. 

CONTACT: 
Vasser Abouaish 
Utilities Engineer 
City of Englewood 
1 000 Englewood Parkway 
Englewood, CO 80110 
303-762-2652 

B. Individuals from the City of Englewood who will be involved in the'project include: 

Vasser Abouaish is a professional engineer registered in several states and has twenty
five years of experience in water resources planning and management. His role will 
include reviewing demand projections, establishing water savings goals, brainstorming 
water conservation measures and screening through the final list. He will serve as the 
project manager and primary contact for completion of the Water Conservation Plan. 

Tom Brennan is a professional engineer registered in the State of Colorado. He has 
over twenty years of experience in water rights and water planning arena. Tom will 
serve as the technical advisor for completion of the Water Conservation Plan. He will 
assist with the identification and quantification of conservation measures, associated · 
water savings, and overall plan development. 

John Bock is the Utilities Department's Manager of Administration. He oversees the 
operation of the CIS Infinity customer information and billing system and the 
Department's GIS system and will coordinate technical assistance for this project. 

Amy Church is one of the Utilities Department's two system support specialists. She 
possesses expertise in the operations of the CIS Infinity Billing System. She will support 
the project in the extraction of necessary information from the billing system. 

Paul Rodeck is the Utilities Department's GIS Analyst. He will furnish the project with 
information it may need from the GIS system. Cathy Burrage is the Department's 
Executive Assistant. She will support the clerical needs of the project. 

Stewart Fonda is a professional engineer registered in the State of Colorado and has 
over thirty years of experience in water resources planning and management. Stewart is 
the Utilities Director for the City of Englewood. He will advise and provide general 
direction on all aspects of the project. He will also be paramount in the development of 
conservation measures that the City Council will ultimately adopt and implement. His 
role will include final review of plan, and presentation to the City Council. 

The City of Englewood will take the lead in the plan development. Mr. Vasser Abouaish, 
Utilities Engineer. will be responsible for this project. In addition, the City will utilize the 
services of specialized outside expert (Clear Water Solutions, Inc.) to provide technical 
assistance and participate in the various tasks of the plan - Please .refer to the 
attachment. 



The CWCB grant will cover Consultant's fee and to partially offset the City's staff cost. 

Finally, tile Water and Sewer Board and Englewood City Council will be involved in the 
project, by providing discussion forums, policy guidance and public participation 
platforms throughout the Plan development and approval stages. 

C. Englewood retail water delivery for each of the past ten years 

Table 1 - Annual Water Delivered (Overall Production) & Associated Rainfall 

YEAR Annual Water Delivery Rainfall {Inches) 
(Million Gallons) 

2011 1,863.217 13.40 

2010 2,040.886 9.90 

2009 1,851.714 24.70 

2008 2,224.461 11.15 

2007 2,070.913 16.33 

2006 2,589.758 11.03 

2005 2,559.701 13.54 

2004 2,273.170 18.47 

2003 2,647.287 12.14 

2002 2,920.646 5.96 

Table 1 shows steady decline in overall water consumptions (see notes below) 
• Annual average of approx. 2,000 MG for the past 5 years 
• Annual average of approx. 2,600 MG for the previous 5 years 
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NOTES: 

0 
In 1987 the Englewood City Council passed an ordinance requiring the installation of 
water meters (and switching to consumption-based rate) at properties receiving flat 
rate upon transfer of ownership 

o An average of 220 meters has been installed annually for the past 25 years, and 

o An associated 30% reduction in water use has taken place. 

Annual Watei Delivered 

Anmtal Water Delivery 
Year (Millions of Gallons) 

2002 2,920.646 
2003 2,647.287 
2004 2,273.170 
2005 2,559.701 
2006 2,589.758 
2007 2,070.913 
2008 2,224.461 
2009 1,851.714 
2010 2,040.886 
2011 1,863.217 
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D. Englewood population has been stable (approx. 31 ,000**) for the past 1 o years 

• 1990 Population 29,918 
• 2000 Population 31,727 
• 2010 Population 30,525 
• 2011 Population (estimate will be available in June 2012) 

** Source: U.S. Census Bureau: State and County QuickFacts. Data derived from Population 
Estimates, American Community Survey, Census of Population and Housing •. 

E. Englewood water system characteristics and pertinent growth issues are as follows: 

• Colorado Department of Public Health and Environment's VVater Quality Control 
Division conducted its Source Water Assessment of Englewood Water System in 
2004, which rendered the following results; the water supply consists of: 

" 3 active surface water sources 
• 0 active ground water sources under the influence of surface water 
• 0 active, purchased surface water sources and/or purchased ground 

water sources under the influence of surface water 

• Based on the City's billing system, average water use for the last 5 years is: 

o TOTAL: 174 Gallons Per Capita Pe~ Day (GPCPD) system-wide 

o RESIDENT AIL: 104 GPCPD for single family homes (Only) 

• The system-wide (total) per capita water use for the past five years is listed below: 

Year GPCPD 
2007 186 
2008 199 
2009 166 
2010 183 
2011 167 

• Estimated annual water saving to be achieved through implementation of the plan is 
12.5%, which equals approximately 250 MG (767 acre-feet) 

• The US Census Bureau predicts Englewood's population to remain the same for the 
next five (5) years. 

• Englewood water system stability and reliability are adequate based on its location 
and availability of multiple sources (compared to areas of current and future water 
needs as identified by the Statewide Water Supply Initiative (SWSI).. · 
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The City of Englewood Water Conservation Plan Scope of Worlc: 

This scope of work describes the worl< to be performed by the City of Englewood. The scope 
outlines the tasks required to successfully complete a water conservation plan in accordance 

. with CWCB's Water Conservation Plan guidelines and policies. 

Water conservation plans are required under the Water Conservation Act of 2004 for covered 
entities that seek financial assistance from the CWCB or the Colorado Water Resources and 
Power Development Authority. The objective of this task is to develop a plan that meets the 
CWCJ3 requirements, makes beneficial and responsible use of the City's water supplies, and 
ultimately enables the City to apply for state financial assistance for subsequent projects. 

The Water Conservation Plan will be developed following CWCB's Water Conservation Plan 
Development Guidance Document. Public-review comments will be incorporated prior to 
submitting ihe plan to the City Council for final approval and adoption. 

The information characterizing past water use by sector (residential, commercial, industrial, etc.} 
and per capita use {residential and total) is not readily available due to the current water billing 
system's reporting limitations {since 2004). Englewood Utilities has recently contracted with the 
billing system software developer in order to be able to generate the needed reports during the 
course of developing its conservation plan (June 2012 to January 2013). 

The development of the plan is divided into the following tasks (similar to what is indicated in the 
CWCB Model Plan Template): 

Tasl< 1. Profile the Existing Water System 
The activities described under this task will provide information on the City's existing 
water supply system. 

1.1 Profile physical characteristics of the existing water supply system: 
Will describe the physical characteristics of the water system. Included in the 
summary will be key system characteristics, geographic area served, population 
and connections served, types of key water users, existing facilities and demand. 

1.2 Identify all water sources: 
Identify and describe all of the system's water supply sources including 
attributes, age, seniority and conditions of its use. Estimates will be made for 
any missing information. 

1 .3 Identify system limitations: 
Describe the City's water system limitations. 

1 A Characterize water costs and pricing structures: 
Document past and current history of water sales. 

1.5 Review current policies and planning initiatives: 
Discuss major policies the City has in place that affect water us.e under normal 
and drought conditions, and summarize major planning efforts to date. 

1 .6 Summarize current water conservation activities: 
Estimate water savings from previously implemented conservation measures 

5 



Task 2. Characterize Water Use and Demand Forecast 
The activities described under this task will provide information on the City's existing and 
projected water use. 

2.1 Characterize current water use: 
Review billing records to summarize current water use. Included will be detailed 
customer sector data, quantifications of indoor vs. outdoor use and potable vs. 
non-potable use, and examination of historical water use by tap size. 

2.2 Select forecasting method: 
A demand forecasting method will be selected and described. 

2.3 Prepare demand forecast: 
Estimate future water demand by tap size or customer category according to the 
selected forecasting method. 

Tasl< 3. Profile Proposed Facilities 
The activities described under this task will identify and describe planned improvements 
based on the results from step two and estimate the associated costs. 

3.1 Estimate supply costs based on the demand forecast: 
Prepare incremental and total costs for water supplies that are appropriate. 

3.2 Identify and describe anticipated capital facility improvements and additions: 
Summarize facility needs over a similar time horizon used for demand 
forecasting. 

3.3 Estimate total, annual and unit cost of the improvements: 
Develop cost estimates of improvements. Worksheet will be used as a guide. 

3.4 Develop a water supply capacity forecast: 
Provide a summarized supply capacity forecast. 

Task 4. Identify Conservation Goals 
The activities described under this task will identify conservation goals for the City. 

4. 1 Develop water conservation goals: 
Develop water conservation goals in collaboration with the City Council. Areas 
for water conservation will be identified based on results from Tasks 2 and 3. A 
specific water-savings target, as well as how the savings will be measured, will 
be identified. 

4.2 Document the goals development process: 
Document the process used to develop the water conservation goals. 

Task 5. Identify Water Conservation Measures and Programs 
The activities described under this task will identify conservation measures and 
programs the City may implement to reach the conservation goals identified in Task 4. 
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5.1 Identify conservation measures and programs: 
Develop water conservation measures. 

5.2 Develop and define screening criteria: 
Describe the screening criteria used to evaluate and eliminate some of the water 
conservation measures and programs. 

5.3 Screen conservation measures and programs: 
The screening criteria will be applied to the "universal" list of conservation 
measures and programs to determine which ones will be further evaluated in the 
planning process. 

Task 6 Evaluate and Select Conservation Measures and Programs 
The activities described under this task are intended to evaluate and select the optimal 
conservation measures and programs the City may implement. 

6.1 Create combinations of measures and programs: 
Review all conservation measures and programs that passed the screening 
criteria and group them, so similar measures and associated water-savings are 
not double counted. 

6.2 Estimate costs and water savings of conservation options: 
Estimate the cost of each conservation measure/program and the associated 
water savings using Worksheet 6-1. as a guide. A cost'benefit analysis will also 
be included. 

6.3 Compare benefits and costs: 
Summarize conservation measure costs and water savings, including a net 
benefit from all suggested measures. 

6.4 Define evaluation criteria: 
Develop criteria used to select the conservation measures/programs for 
implementation. Key criteria will be cost for implementation and potential water 
savings. 

6.5 Select cqnservation measures and programs: 
Summarize the evaluation of each measure/program based on the evaluation 
criteria and indicate, with Council input, which measures/programs will be 
implemented. The water savings from the implementation will be estimated. 

Task 7 Integrate Resources and Modify Forecasts 
The activities described under this task will modify the supply and demand forecasts to 
account for water savings from the selected conservation measure and program. The 
benefits of conservation as well as revenue effects will .also be addressed. 

7.1 Revise demand forecast: 
Revise the demand forecast prepared in Task 2 to account for the water savings 
of tile measures/programs from Task 6. 
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7.2 Identify project-specific savings: 
Determine the effect of water savings from conservation on the timing and 
capacity of facility improvement projects and quantify savings. 

7.3 Revise supply-specific savings: 
Determine the effect of water savings from conservation on the timing and 
capacity of facility improvement project and quantify savings. 

7.4 Revise ·supply-capacity forecast: 
Revise the supply capacity forecast based on findings from Task 7.2 

7.5 Summarize forecast modifications and benefits of conservation: 
Develop a graph showing demand and supply with and without conservation. 

7.6 Consider revenue effects: 
Quantify impacts to revenues from implementation of water conservation. 
Savings in capital improvement projects or delayed water acquisition will be 
presented against loss in sales revenue. Strategies to address this issue will be 
discussed. 

Task 8. Develop Implementation Plan 
The activities described under this task will present a strategy for implementing the 
selected conservation measures and describe methods for monitoring the plan's 
success. 

8.1 Develop implementation schedule: 
Discuss significant implementation actions and obstacles for implementing the 
selected conservation measures. Will develop a reasonable implementation 
schedule and timetable to follow. 

8.2 Develop plan for public participation in implementation: 
Describe how to involve the public in the implementation process. 

8.3 Develop plan for monitoring and evaluation progress: 
Determine and describe how the Water Conservation Plan will be measured for 
effectiveness. 

8.4 Develop plan for updating and revising the plan: 
Describe when it intends to update the Water Conservation Plan. 

8.5 Define plan adoption date/plan completed date/plan approved date: 
A copy of the approval resolution adopting the final Water Conservation Plan will 
be included. Will also develop a schedule for City Council adoption & adoption. 

Task 9- Monitor, Evaluate and Revise Conservation Activities and the Plan. 
The plan will be implemented and monitored based on the schedule developed from 
Task 8. Wil! also commit to monitor the performance of tile plan including updating the 
rilan as required. 
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Task 10. Public Outreach and Participation 
The draft conservation plan will be available for review and public comment for 60 days. 
During the pubfic comment period two informational presentations will be made; at the 
Water & Sewer Board meeting and at the City Council meeting. The public is welcome to 
attend these meetings and comment on tl1e plan; in addition, written input and 
suggestions will be encouraged. 

9 



Project Schedule 

Table 2 - Proposed Schedule 

Deliverable 

Grant application submitted to CWCB 

CWCB approves grant and P.O. issued 

Meeting with Consultant to coordinate task delivery. 

Submit 50 % progress report to CWCB 

Submit 75% progress report to CWCB 

Submit final draft to Water & Sewer Board and 
City Council for review 

Collect Water & Sewer Board and City Council 
Comments 

Notify public of draft plan in offi~ial newspaper 

Public review period (60 days) 

Council formally adopts final draft 

Submit final plan to CWCB 

CWCB approves plan (60 days) 

Date 

07/9/2012 

8/03/2012 

08/06/2012 

09/30/2012 

10/30/2012 

11/30/2012 

12/15/2012 

12/30/2012 

02/30/2013 

03/15/2013 

03/20/2013 

05/30/2013 



PROJECT COST Table 3 - Budget 

ITEMIZED CONSULTANT Additional GRANT CITY STAFF TOTAL 
WORK SCOPE *** CITY STAFF REQUES (in-kind) COST 

1-frs. Cost f-Irs. Cost T 1-lrs. Cost 

Task 1. Profile Existing Water 18 $2,340 10 $1,000 $3,340 10 $1,000 $4,340 
System 

Task 2. Characterize Use and 8 $i,050 15 $1,500 $2,550 15 $1,500 $4,050 
Demand Forecast 

Task 3. Profile Proposed Facilities 12 $1,620 15 $1,500 $3,120 20 $2,000 $5,120 

Task4. Identify Conservation Goals 15 $1,950 15 $1,500 $3,450 20 $2,000 $5,450 

Task 5. Identify Conservation 19 $2,460 10 $1,000 $3,460 20 $2,000 $5,460 
Programs 

Task 6. Evalu. & Select 58 $7,110 30 $3,000 $10,110 30 $3,000 $13,110 
Conservation Measures 

Task 7. Integrate Resources 9 $1,200 20 $2,000 $3,200 15 $1,500 $4,700 

Task 8. Develop Implementation 9 $1,140 65 $6,500 $7,640 15 $1,500 $9,140 
Plans 

Task 9. Monitor, Evaluate and 2 $270 10 $1,000 $1,270 15 $1,500 $2,770 
Revise the Plan 

Task 10. Public Outreach***• 36 $4,860 20 $2,000 $6,860 40 $4,000 $10,860 

Travel Expenses -7 meetings x $506 $506 
$0.55/mi x 130mi 

Phone Conference with CWCB after 6 $810 $810 $810 
final review & incorporate comments 

TOTAl, COST 192 $25,316 210 $21,000 $46,316 200 $20,000 $66,316 

***Consultant Fee is calculated as an average of $150 hourly rate (See Attachment) 



NOTES: 

• The above Project Budget is based on a joint-effort approach, with City of Englewood staff leading and 
fully participating in all tasks in order to build in-house expertise that will regularly review and update it. 

• City Staff Cost is calculated as an average of $100 per hour (including salary, all benefits overhead and 
indirect cost, e-tc.) based on: 

Utili'ties Director $130 Administration Manager $110 
Utilities Engineers $90 Sys~ Support Specialists $85 

Includes report preparation, general project cost, meelings, etc. 
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A ITACHMENT C 
Project Fee Estimate 
City of Englewood Water Conservation Plan 

'.· ... 
... . . .. . ..CW$,.: .: .. CWS · .. 

: Miciielfe'HitCH'~r.· .. steile'N!ltfyen. t-~il6r::. lix~enil~ 
.. HOURS · .. :.sus:. HOURS · SUB:· : ·Total . " 'Total . 

ITEMS OF WORK ·: '. ,;, ' : .. :. -'$120'. .TOTAl· < $.150.;. TOTAL . . .. .. 
TASK A • Develop Water Conservation Plan 
Step 1 • Profile of Existing Water System 

1.1 Profile Existing Water System 
1.2 Identify Sources of Water 
1.3 Identify System Limitations 
1.4 Charac\erize Water Costs and Pricino 
1.5 Review Current Policies and Planning Initiatives 
1.6 Summarize Current Water Conservation Activllies 

Sub-Total 
Step 2 • Characterize Water Use and Forecast Demand 

2.1 Characterize Current Water Use 
2.2 Select Forecasting Method 
2.3 Prepare Demand Forecast 

Sub-Total 
Step 3. Profile Proposed Facilities 

3.1 Identify and Cos! Potential Faci!Uy Needs 
3.2 Prepare an Incremental Cost Analysis· 
3.3 Develop Preliminary Capacity and Costs Forecasts 

Sub-Total 
Step 4. Identify Conservation Goals 

4.1 Develop Water Conservation Goals 
4.2 Document the Goal Development Process 

Sub-Total 
Step 5. Identify Conservation Measures and Programs 

5.1 Identify Conservation Measures and Programs 

5.2 Develop and Define Screening Criteria 
5.3 Screen Conservation Measures and Programs 

Sub-Total 
Step 6 • Evaluate and Select Conservation Measures and Programs 

6.1 Create Combinations of Measures and Programs 
6.2 Estimate Costs and Water Savings of Conservation Options 

6.3 Compare Benefits and Costs 
6.4 Define Evaluation Criteria 
6.5 Select Conservation Measures and Programs 

S11b·Tofaf 
Step 7 • Integrate Resources and Modify Forecasts 

7.1 Revise Demand Forecasts 
7.2 Identify Project Specific Savings 
7.3 Revise Supply-Capacity Forecasts 
7.4 Summarize Forecast Modmca!ions and Benefits of Conservation 
7.5 Consider Revenue Effects 

Sub-Total 
Step 8 • Develop Implementation Plan 

6.1 Develop Implementation Schedule 
8.2 Develop Plan for Public Participation in Implementation 
8.3 Develop Plan for Monitoring and Evaluation Processes 
8.4 Develop Plan for Updating and Revising the Conservation Plan 
8.5 Define Plan Adoption Date/Plan Completed Date/Plan Approved Date 

Sub-Total 
Step 9- Monitor, Evaluate, and Revise Conservation Activities 

2 
2 
2 
2 
2 
2 

12 

2 
1 

.2 
5 

2 
2 
2 
6 

6 
2 

10 

4 
1 

8 

13 

4 
28 
16 

1 
4 

53 

1 

1 

1 

1 
1 
5 

2 
1 
2 
1 
1 
7 

9.1 Implement the Plan 1 
Sub-Total 1 
TASK A TOTAL 112 

TASK B ·Public Outreach . .. . y. :·•.:; i·":. ·,,,:.):· :·· ·• ., ... :·:'.·1· !': 

Meeting w/W&S Board and City Council to discuss potential measures/programs 12 
Public meeting to solicit feedback 6 

TASK B TOTAL 18 
General Project Expenses , 
Travel • 7 meetings x $0.556/mi x 130 mi 
Phone conference with CWCB after final review and inccrporate comments 3 

GENERAL PROJECT EXPENSES TOTAL 3 
TOTAL FEE 133 

Noles: 
Assumes Englewood staff will prepare repor1 and CWS will complete a final review 

$240 
$240 
$240 
$240 
$240 
$240 

$1,440 

$240 
$120 
$240 
$600 

$240 
$240 
$240 
$720 

$960 
$240 

$1,200 

$480 
$120 

$960 

$1,580 

$480 
$3,360 
$1,920 

$120 
$460 

$6,360 

$120 
$120 
$120 
$120 

$120 
$600 

1 
1 
1 
1 
1 
1 
6 

2 
3 

2 
2 
2 
6 

4 
1 
5 

4 
1 

1 
6 

1 
1 

1 
1 
1 
5 

1 

1 
1 

1 
4 

$240 2 
$120 
$240 
$120 
$120 
$840 2 

$120 1 
$120 1 

$13,440 38 

$2,150 .18 

$360 3 
$360 3 

$15,960 59 

Fee estimate is primarily for technical assistance and to attend W&S Board and Council meetings to answer questions 
Water s'!vir<gs calculations of selected measures and programs is the largest por1ion of Consultant's fee 

$150 
$150 
$150 
$150 
$150 
$150 
$900 

$150 
$0 

$300 
$450 

$300 
$300 
$300 
$900 

$600 
$150 
$'T50 

$600 
$150 

$150 
$900 

$150 

$150 
$150 
$150 
$150 
$750 

$150 
$150 
$150 

$0 

$150 
$60/J 

$300 
$0 
$0 
$0 
$0 

$300 

$150 
$150 

$5,700 

$2,700 

$450 
$450 

$8,850 

$390 
$390 
$390 
$390 
$390 
$390 

$2,340 

$390 
$120 
$540 

$1,050 

$540 
$540 
$540 

$1,620 

$1,560 
$390 

$1,950 

$1,080 
$270 

$1,110 

$2,460 

$630 
$3,510 
$2,070 
$270 
$630 

$7,110 

$270 
$270 
$270 
$120 

$270 
$1,200 

$540 
$120 
$240 
$120 
$120 

jl1,140 

$270 
$270 

$19,140 
'·>?'.',' ·~·. (•' 

.. $3,2'40 
$1,620 
$4,860 

$610 
$810 

$24,810 

$506 

$506 
$506 

Tot~! 

$390 
$390 
$390 
$390 
$390 
$390 

$2,340 

$390 
$120 
$540 

$1,050 

$540 
$540 
$540 

$1,620 

$1,560 
$390 

$1,950 

$1,080 
$270 

$1,110 

$2460 

$630 
$3,510 
$2,070 
$270 
$630 

$7,110 

$270 
$270 
$270 
$120 

$270 

$1,200 

$540 
$120 
$240 
$120 
$120 

$1,140 

$270 
$270 

$19,140 
:.• •' 

$3,240 
$1,620 
$4,860 

$500 
$810 

$1,316 
$25,316 



City of Englewood, Colorado
2013 Proposed Budget Overview

General Fund

General Fund Sources Amount % General Fund Uses Amount %
Revenue Expenditure
Sales & Use Taxes 22,336,277$    55% Police Services 11,250,771$    28%
Charges for Services 3,270,618        8% Fire Services 7,889,065        19%
Franchise Fees 3,067,552      8% Parks & Recreation Services 5,711,776      14%

55%

8%

8%

7%

7%

4%

3%
1% 2% 2% 3%

27%

19%
14%

13%

5%

4%

3%
3%

3%
2%2%2% 1% 1%

, , , ,
Property Tax 2,898,000        7% Public Works 5,308,257        13%
Cultural & Recreation Program Fees 2,629,173        7% Debt Service 2,062,574        5%
Intergovernmental Revenue 1,442,129        4% Finance & Administrative Services 1,583,684        4%
Fines & Forfeitures 1,368,450        3% Community Development 1,324,774        3%
Specific Ownership & Cigarette Taxes 423,000           1% Information Technology 1,340,211        3%
Licenses & Permits 767,153           2% Library Services 1,251,293        3%
Other 163,449           0% Municipal Court 962,993           2%
Interest 100,000           0% City Attorney's Office 783,147           2%
Component Units Contribution 688,830           2% City Manager's Office 679,653           2%
Total Revenue 39,154,631      Human Resources 481,392           1%

Other Financing Sources 1,139,574        3% Legislation-City Council & Boards 330,436           1%
Contingencies 150,000           0%
Total Expenditure 41,110,026      

Other Financing Uses -                  
Total Sources of Funds 40,294,205$    100% Total Uses of Funds 41,110,026$    100%

Net Sources (Uses) of Funds (815,821)$       
Estimated Fund Balance - January 1, 2013 8,705,059        
Estimated Fund Balance Before Reserves 7,889,238        

Reserves (4,067,887)      
Estimated Unassigned Fund Balance - December 31, 2013 3,821,351$      



City of Englewood, Colorado
2013 Proposed Budget Overview

January 1, 
2013  

Estimated
Sources of 

Funds Uses of Funds

December 31, 
2013  

Estimated

GOVERNMENTAL FUND TYPES

General Fund 8,705,059    40,294,205     41,110,026     7,889,238       

Conservation Trust 10,075         310,000          309,500          10,575            
Community Development -               350,000          350,000          -                  
Donor's 420,122       92,500            393,780          118,842          
Malley Center Trust 264,538       5,500              20,000            250,038          
Parks and Recreation Trust 446,714       15,000            320,000          141,714          
Open Space 106,003       675,000          780,000          1,003              
Neighborhood Stabilization Program 351,983       1,170,000       1,521,983       -                  

General Obligation Bond Fund 48,967         942,000          958,913          32,054            

Public Improvement 718,788       3,345,617       2,844,574       1,219,831       
Capital Projects 19,391         653,000          641,617          30,774            

PROPRIETARY FUND TYPES

Water 10,930,946  8,710,010       11,813,124     7,827,832       
Sewer 1,395,840    16,722,730     16,757,100     1,361,470       
Storm Drainage 842,611       331,685          316,636          857,660          
Golf Course 453,694       2,101,584       2,186,485       368,793          
Concrete Utility 351,786       884,200          875,369          360,617          
Housing Rehabilitation 797,685       1,000,000       1,000,000       797,685          

Central Services 154,874       353,400          395,324          112,950          
ServiCenter 988,526       2,372,807       2,299,162       1,062,172       
Capital Equipment Replacement 1,435,526    961,666          1,516,135       881,057          
Risk Management 91,980         1,215,910       1,200,095       107,795          
Employee Benefits Fund 1,279           5,679,969       5,680,194       1,054              

General Fund is the operating fund of the City.  It is used to account for all financial resources except for 
those required to be accounted in another fund.

Internal Service Funds account for the financing of goods or services provided by one department or 
agency to other departments or agencies of the government, and to other governmental units, on a cost 
reimbursement basis.

Debt Service Fund accounts for the accumulation and payment of long-term debt principal and interest 
other than long-term debt accounted for in enterprise funds.

Special Revenue Funds account for the proceeds of specific revenue sources that are legally restricted to 
expenditure for specified purposes.

Capital Project Funds account for financial resources to be used for the acquisition and/or construction 
of major capital facilities (other than those financed by proprietary funds or special revenue funds).

Enterprise Funds account for operations financed and operated in a manner similar to private business 
enterprises.



COUNCIL COMMUNICATION 

DATE: September 1 7, 2012 AGENDA ITEM: SUBJECT: Public Hearing for Ordinance 
rezoning Oxford Station TOO from Light 

10 b Industrial (1-1) to Planned Unit Development 
(PUD) 

INITIATED BY: STAFF SOURCE: Audra L. Kirk, Planner I 
Community Development 

COUNCIL GOAL AND PREVIOUS COUNCIL ACTION 

Council considered the ordinance for the Oxford Station PUO TOO at first reading on September 4, 2012. 

RECOMMENDED ACTION 

Staff recommends that Council consider testimony during a Public Hearing on the Oxford Station TOO 
PUO. 

BACKGROUND 

The Planned Unit Development is a rezoning process that establishes specific zoning and site planning 
criteria to meet the needs of a specific development proposal that may not be accommodated within 
existing zoning development regulations. A PUD rezoning provides the opportunity for unified 
development control for multiple properties or multiple uses. 

This property is a 3.504 acre site occupied by Martin Plastics since 1920. The site was recently purchased 
by the appiicant. The parcel has been zoned I-1 Light Industrial since being annexed into the City of 
Englewood in 1970. 

PUD OVERVIEW 

The Oxford Station TOO PUO at Oxford Avenue and South Navajo Street will change the Permitted 
Principal Uses to allow multiple unit residential uses. Other allowed uses in the PUD are outlined under the 
Table of Allowed Uses in the Written Statement 

The proposed PUO will contain 252 for-lease apartments. These will be in two buildings that are connected 
at floors 2 through 5. The Planning and Zoning Commission requested that a height limitation of 1 00' be 
set as a condition of approval. In addition to the one and two unit apartments, the site will also contain 
parking for the units, a pool and recreation space. 

The parking in the proposed PUO will be 1 space for every unit, and visitor parking at 1 space for every 5 
units. The amount of required spaces would be 252 resident parking spaces and 51 visitor parking spaces 



for a total of 303 spaces. The applicant has provided a site plan with a parking chart that indicates that a 
total of 335 spaces would be provided. The UDC requires 1.5 spaces per unit, or a total of 378. Although 
the proposed parking is 43 fewer spaces than City requirements, staff is satisfied that there will be sufficient 
parking for residents. Access to resident parking on the site will be controlled by a gate. Residents of the 
proposed development will receive one access card to the resident parking areas per bedroom and will be 
required to pay for additional spaces. This parking strategy will ensure that parking demand will not exceed 
the available supply. All guest parking will be within the property, but will not require a parking access 
card. 

The original landscaping plan provided to the Planning and Zoning Commission did not show a Landscape 
Calculation Chart. At that time it was unclear whether the proposed landscaping met City standards. The 
applicant has provided an updated Landscaping Plan (sheet 5 of 8 in Exhibit A) that shows that the provided 
landscaping exceeds the required amount, in both area and material. 

The proposed signage in the PUD would allow 2 square feet of signage for each linear foot of street 
frontage. This proposed amount of signage could be up to 1.6 square feet larger than the current sign code 
would allow. There are not a maximum number of signs that would be allowed. 

Under the UDC, 4.85 acres would be required for park land dedication, or a fee in lieu of dedication in the 
amount of $97,000. The applicant has requested that 50 percent of this fee be waived. 

At the Planning and Zoning Commission public hearing, traffic impacts and pedestrian access were raised 
as concerns. The traffic impact analysis concluded that the development would have a limited impact on 
the surrounding street network; that levels of service would remain constant. The traffic impact analysis 
considered the addition of protected/permissive left turn phasing for northbound left turns onto westbound 
Oxford. While the left turn arrow would assist in making left turns, the concern is having enough stacking 
area on Oxford for cars turning onto Oxford from Navajo, as well as impacts on the overall intersection 
operation. A more detailed study should occur before implementation is further considered. Public Works 
staff recommends monitoring the congestion levels at this intersection in the future in order to address any 
adjustments to the signal at that time. The applicant's traffic consultant has responded to staff traffic impact 
comments (attached) and the traffic impact analysis has been revised based on those comments. The 
requested revisions did not result in significantly different conclusions concerning traffic impacts. 

Pedestrian access from the south to the Oxford light rail station is currently a challenge. There is no 
pedestrian crosswalk on the west leg of the intersection due to the high level of truck traffic turning left 
from Navajo. Establishing this crosswalk with sufficient crossing time would be difficult because of the 
length of signal timing cycles needed to keep traffic moving through the Oxford/Navajo and Oxford/Santa 

intersections. In addition, a proposed "bulb-out" at the southwest corner of the Oxford/Navajo 
intersection has been recommended to be deleted because a wide turning radius is needed to 
accommodate truck traffic. 

Pedestrian connections are being studied as part of the station area planning process currently underway 
and recommendations for improvements will be forthcoming. The applicant is involved in the station area 
planning process and has indicated a desire to accommodate reasonable requests for improvements 
affecting the subject property, including sidewalk widening, landscaping and removal of on-street parking. 
along Navajo. Improving pedestrian access to the Oxford light rail station does not and should not rest 
solely with this applicant. Decisions regarding pedestrian improvements should be deferred until the 
issuance of a building permit for this project. 

Improvements to traffic signals, sidewalks and the right-of-way in general are not part of the PUD since the 
PUD covers only the private property involved in the rezoning. However, the applicant is requesting 



financial assistance for improvements being proposed in the right-of-way. Some of the improvements to 
provide access to a potential pedestrian bridge over Oxford (stairs, ramp, and/or walkways) may be 
partially located in right-of-way or on LCP property within existing easements. Approval of financial 
assistance is at the conceptual level and details will need to be finalized as the station area plan progresses 
and before the final site plan is approved as part of the building permit for this development. 

FINANCIAL IMPACT 

The City of Englewood will collect a one-time Building Use Tax of approximately $472,500, an estimated 
furniture, fixtures and equipment use tax of $1 7,500, a one-time building permit fee of approximately 
$87,500 and the rezoning application fee of $1,500. In addition, the City will collect property tax of 
approximately $26,000 per year at full buildout. This is an increase of approximately $22,700 per year over 
current property taxes collected on the property. A park fee in lieu of dedication in the amount of $97,000 
is also required. Actual revenues collected may change if Council approves all or part of the incentive 
request being proposed by the applicant. 

LIST OF ATTACHMENTS 

Planning and Zoning Commission Staff Report 
Planning and Zoning Commission Minutes 
Planning and Zoning Commission Findings of Fact 
Traffic Impact Analysis and Consultant Responses to Staff Comments 
Bill for Ordinance 



TO: 
THRU: 
FROM: 
DATE: 

SUBJECT: 

APPLICANT: 

Planning and Zoning Commission 
Alan White, Director, Community Development 
Audra L. Kirk, Planner 1 
August 7, 2012 

Case ZON2012-005 - Public Hearing 
Oxford Station 

LCP Oxford LLC 
5711 South Nevada Street 
Littleton, CO 80120 

PROPERTY OWNERS: 
LCP Oxford LLC 
5711 South Nevada Street 
Littleton, CO 80120 

PROPERTY ADDRESS: 
1366 West Oxford Avenue 

REQUEST: 
The applicant has submitted an application to rezone the above parcel from 1-1 Light 
Industrial zoning to a PUD Planned Unit Development. The proposed PUD will have 252 
(two hundred and fifty two) dwelling units. 

RECOMMENDATION: 
The Department of Community Development recommends that the Planning and Zoning 
Commission approve Oxford Station PUD as with the following conditions: 

1. Remove bulb outs from Navajo. 
2. Provide landscape calculations. 

and forward a recommendation of approval to City Council. 

LEGAL DESCRIPTION: 
THAT PART OF THE SE 1/4 OF SEC 4-5-68 DESC AS BEG 5 FT W & 32.75 FT N OF NE 
COR OF LOT 1 GOORMAN'S INDUSTRIAL SUB TH W 340.63 FT TO APT ON ELY ROW 
LINE OF AT & SF RR TH NELY ALG SO ROW 557FT M/L TO APT ON THE S ROW LINE 



OF W OXFORD AVE TH NE 165 FT M/L TH SE 52.94 FT TH S 83.88 FT TH E 5.5 FT TH S 
130 FT M/L TH E 1.57 FT TH S 314.46 FT TO BEG SEC 4-5-68 
ZONE DISTRICT: 
1-1 Light Industrial 

PROPERTY LOCATION AND SURROUNDING LAND USE: 
The subject property of this PUD is located at the southwest corner of Oxford Avenue and 
South Navajo Street. Surrounding land to the north, south and east is also zoned 1-1. Land 
directly to the west is the RTD Light Rail tracks and the BSNF railroad tracks and not within 
the City of Englewood limits. 

PUD PROCEDURE: 
Rezoning to a PUD requires the applicant to have a pre-application meeting with staff, a 
neighborhood meeting with owners and tenants located 1,000 feet of the proposed PUD. 
After the neighborhood meeting a formal submittal is made to the City and reviewed by 
City departments and other affected outside agencies. A public hearing is held before the 
Planning and Zoning Commission and City Council. If the PUD is approved there is a 30 
day referendum time period before permits can be granted. 

BACKGROUND: 
The Planned Unit Development is a rezoning process that establishes specific zoning and 
site planning criteria to meet the needs of a specific development proposal that may not be 
accommodated within existing zoning development regulations. A PUD rezoning provides 
the opportunity for unified development control for multiple properties or multiple uses. 

This property is a 3.504 acre site occupied by a Martin Plastics since 1920. This parcel has 
been zoned 1-1 Light Industrial since being annexed into the City of Englewood in 1970. 

NEIGHBORHOOD MEETING SUMMARY: 
Pursuant to the Unified Development Code PUD procedure, the applicant conducted a 
neighborhood meeting on Wednesday, March 1, 2012, prior to submitting the PUD 
application. Notice of the pre-application meeting was mailed to owners and tenants of 
property located within 1000 feet of the proposed PUD property. A meeting summary is 
attached (See Exhibit A). 

CITY DEPARTMENT AND DIVISION REVIEW: 
The applicants had a pre-application meeting with staff in late 2011. Issues that were 
identified during the pre-application meeting were addressed by the applicant and the final 
Oxford Station PUD packet was submitted on July 6, 2012. The final plans were reviewed 
by City and outside Agencies and the following comments were made: 

Tri-County Health Department: 
1. Contact TCHD to discuss the plan to abandon the sanitary sewer system. 
2. Section 16-6-2 of the Englewood Unified Municipal Code (UDC) requires a 

flammable gas testing and approval for development located within one thousand 
feet of a former landfill. TCHD recommends that the applicant work with a qualified 
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environmental consultant to prepare a flammable gas investigation plan for the site. 
This will be required prior to the issuing of a building permit. 

Xcel Energy: 
1. The Public Service Company of Colorado (PSCo) owns and operates existing natural 

gas and electric distribution facilities within the proposed project area. The 
developer must contact the Builder's Call Line at 1-800-628-2121 and complete the 
application process for any new gas or electric service, or modification to existing 
facilities. 

2. The developer must contact Robyn Larm (Right-of-Way Agent at 303-716-2043 for 
resolution to easement issues. 

BNSF: 
1. No comment. · 

Colorado Department of Transportation: 
1. No comment. 

RTD MC#24 
Comments were not provided from this Agency. 

City of Sheridan 
Page 2 of 3 

1. What process does your conditional use follow? Are they outlined in the UDC? If 
so, where? You might want to spell the process out on the PUD or refer to the 
process in the code. 
Design Standards & Guidelines 

2. The language is good, but use more specifics on design guidelines especially. 
3. "The elements in the following standards" .. .is the following the standards? 

Page 2 of 8 
4. Won't this have other uses besides residential? Do you really want a security gate? 
5. Is the south building a 5 story building as well? 
6. Only one entrance to the building? Where is the emergency entrance/exit to 

development? 
7. Add "current" to Zoning 1-1, Current Use: Auto parts warehouse. 
8. Fence around pool? 
9. Basement parking; in both buildings? 
1 0. Landscaping? 
11.1s this a garage entrance? (north end of east building). 
12. "New 5'0" wide sidewalk/steps from R.O.W. to fire drive aisle" Where is the fire 

drive aisle? 
13. Stairs - label stairs to the pedestrian bridge. 

Sheet 5 of 8 
14. Development is misspelled, change to read PUD Site Plan 
15. Maintenance Note? Irrigation? 
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Sheet 7 of 8 
16. Roof line could have more articulation. 

City of Englewood Department Reviews: 
Utilities: 

1. Pursuant to City Ordinance, each separate building in a planned unit development 
shall have a separate service line. 

2. Fire protection requirements may require multiple fire lines for the building. 

Fire: 
1. Location and width of proposed security gate and fire hydrants meets fire 

department approval. The security gate will be required to have a Knox Access Key. 

Traffic: 
1. The ramp on the south building, is this full time access? Is it to a parking garage? 

Engineering: 
1. Revised drainage report was submitted July 31. 2012 and is currently out for review. 
2. Stairs at the Oxford and Navajo will need to be structurally engineering. 
3. Take the location of the pedestrian bridge off. Add: Will grant City of Englewood 

bridge easement when location is determined. 
4. Staff requested that the bulb outs be removed from the site plan and the curb and 

gutter remain as is. The applicant had decided to leave the bulb outs in the plan. 
The bulb outs will not be approved. Staff will continue to work with the applicant to 
find a solution that is acceptable by staff and the applicant. 

Community Development: 
1. See comments below. 

PUD OVERVIEW: 
The Oxford Station PUD at Oxford Avenue and South Navajo Street will change the 
Permitted Principal Uses to allow a residential uses. Other allowed uses in the PUD are 
outlined under the Table of Allowed Uses in the Written Statement. 

Site Plan: The applicant is proposing to build 252 unit for-lease apartments. The entire 
site is 3.504 acres and will consist of two apartment buildings connected at the second 
floor. The site also includes parking for the units, a pool and recreation area. 

Landscaping: The applicant is proposing the following landscaping minimums: 
Trees: 1/450 square feet of Required Landscape Area (RLA) 
Shrubs: 1/50 square feet of RLA 
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Minimum number of trees between the principal structure and curb: 1/50 linear 
feet. 
Minimum number of shrubs between the principal structure and curb: None 

Although the number of trees the applicant is requiring is more than the City requirement, 
the amount of shrubs and number of trees and shrubs between principal structure and curb 
is less than City requirements. Table 16-6-7.4 Minimum Landscape Requirements in 
Commercial and Medical zones has a requirement of a minimum of 50% of trees to be 
placed between the principal structure and the curb. A minimum 40% of shrubs should be 
placed between the principal structure and the curb. This is a requirement for sidewalks 
greater than 3' wide. Sidewalks less than 3' wide may be landscaped with living and non
living plant material. The site plan did not indicate the width of the sidewalk. 

The landscape calculations on the site plan have been removed. It is unclear at this time if 
the proposed PUDwill meet the minimum requirements for the City of Englewood. 

The City of Englewood requests that landscaping be brought up to City standards. 

Signage: The proposed PUD will allow 2 square feet of signage for each linear foot of 
street frontage. The UDC allows the following: 

' TABLE 16;.6-13.5: PERMITTED MAXIMUM SIGN AREA 
Street Frontage Sign Area/Foot ofStreetFrontag~ 
, in. Linear Feet (Sign Area Amounts Are Cumulative) 
1 foot to 1 00 feet 1.5 sq. ft./1 foot 

101 feet to 250 feet 1.0 sq. ft./1 foot 
251 feet+ 0.4 sq. ft./1 foot 

The proposed sign area could be up to 1.6 square feet larger than the UDC would allow. 
There is no maximum number of signs that would be allowed. 

Individual businesses would each be allowed 1 projecting sign, not to exceed 12 square 
feet in area. 

Parking: The parking in the proposed PUDwill be one {1) space for every unit, and visitor 
parking at 1 space for every 5 units. The amount of required spaces would be 252 resident 
parking spaces and 51 visitor parking spaces for a total of 303 spaces. The applicant has 
provided a site plan with a parking chart. The parking chart indicates that a total of 335 
spaces would be provided. 

The UDC requires 1.5 spaces per unit and guest parking of 1 space per 5 units. According 
to the UDC parking requirements, this project would need to have 3 78 spaces for resident 
parking and 51 spaces for visitors for a total of 429 spaces. 

Staff is requesting a Parking Management Plan or Parking Incentive Plan be provided. The 
Plan should address the shortage in parking and how parking will be handled on the site. 
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SUMMARY: 
The applicant is proposing re-zoning an existing 1-1 (Light Industrial) to a PUD to include 
residential uses. Staff is requesting at this time that the landscaping be brought up to the 
standards of the UDC. Staff is also requesting that a Parking Management Plan or Parking 
Incentive Plan be a condition of approval. 

PLANNED UNIT DEVELOPMENT CONSIDERATIONS: 
The Commission must determine if the PUD is consistent with the Englewood 2003 
Comprehensive Plan. The Planning and Zoning Commission can approve, approve with 
conditions or deny the proposed PUD. 

PUD District Plan 
The District Plan sets forth the zoning regulations under which the proposed amendments 
will occur. 

1. The PUD District Plan is, or is not, in conformance with the District Plan requirements and 
the Comprehensive Plan. 

The proposed PUD is in conformance with the District Plan and the Comprehensive 
Plan. The Oxford Light Rail Transit Station is specifically addressed in the Roadmap 
Englewood: 2003 Englewood Comprehensive Plan. It states, "The prospects for 
development in the areas around the Oxford LRT Station are promising. Land uses 
and properties that have been stagnant or in decline for a number of years may give 
way to vibrant new commercial uses attracted to the area due to the proximity of a 
light rail transit station and the presence of the Englewood Recreation Center and 
Englewood Golf Course". 

2. All required documents, drawings, referrals, recommendations, and approvals have been 
received. 

All appropriate documents concerning Oxford Station PUD have been received; 
however the proposed PUD has not been approved by all departments. 

3. The PUD District Plan is consistent with adopted and generally accepted standards of 
development in the City of Englewood. 

The Oxford Station PUD District Plan, remains consistent with accepted 
development standards established by the City of Englewood. 

4. The PUD District Plan is substantially consistent with the goals, objectives, design 
guidelines, policies and any other ordinance, law or requirement of the City. 

Oxford Station PUD is in conformance with all other ordinances, laws and 
requirements of the City. 
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5. When the PUD District Plan is within the Englewood Downtown Development Authority 
(EDDA) area, the Plan is consistent with the EDDA approved designs, policies and plans. 

Not applicable. 

PUD Site Plan 
The Site Plan sets forth the site planning and design parameters under which the proposed 
amendments will occur. 

1. The PUD Site Plan is, or is not, in conformance with the District Plan requirements. 

Oxford Station PUD site plan establishes the arrangement, orientation, location, and 
the building envelopes on the site which are in conformance with the District Plan. 
The proposed improvements on Navajo have not been approved. Staff will continue 
to work with the applicant to resolve these issues. 

2. All required documents, drawings, referrals, recommendations, and approvals have been 
received. 

All required site plan materials have been received. The proposed PUD has not 
been approved by all departments. 

3. The PUD Site Plan is consistent with adopted and generally accepted standards of 
development of the City of Englewood. 

The Oxford PUD is consistent with development standards set forth in the District 
Plan. The Development Review Team reviewed the site plan and determined that 
the a substantial amount of the proposal meets established City development 
standards, however there are unresolved issues. Staff will continue to work with the 
applicant to resolve these issues. 

4. The PUD Site Plan is substantially consistent with the goals, objectives and policies and/or 
any other ordinance, law or requirement of the City. 

The proposed PUD Site Plan presented is in conformance with all other ordinances, 
laws and requirements of the City. 

ATTACHMENTS: 
Exhibit A: Oxford Station PUD Written Statement 
Exhibit B: Oxford Station PUD Site Plan 
Exhibit C: Neighborhood Meeting Summary- March 16, 2011 
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Planning and Zoning Commission 
Public Hearing 
Case #USE2012-009 Brewery and #ZON2012-005 Martin Plastics PUD 

7,2012 
Page, 1 of7 

CITY OF ENGLEWOOD PlANNING AND ZONING COMMISSION 
REGUlAR MEETING 

August 7, 2012 

Minutes and audio are available at: 
http://www.englewoodgov.org/Index.aspx?page=l52 

I. CALl TO ORDER 

The regular meeting of the City Planning and Zoning Commission was called to order at 
7:01 p.m. in the City Council Chambers of the Englewood Civic Center, Chair Brick 
presiding. 

Present: 

Absent: 

Staff: 

Bleile, Roth, King, Knoth, Fish, Brick, Kinton, Townley 
Freemire (alternate) 

Welker 

Alan White, Community Development Director 
Brook Bell, Planner II 
Audra Kirk, Planner I 
Nancy Reid, Assistant City Attorney 

II. PUBLIC HEAR:ING 
~~~ 

CASE #USE2012-009 
Conditional Use approval to allow a Nano-Craft Brewery at 3445 S Broadway 

Bleile moved: 
Knoth seconded: TO OPEN THE PUBLIC HEARING FOR CASE #USE2012-009 

AYES: 
NAYS: 
ABSTAIN: 
ABSENT: 

Bleile, Roth, Knoth, Fish, King, Brick, Kinton, Townley 
None 
None 
Welker 

Motion carried. 

Mr. Bell presented the case. He stated the applicants are seeking approval of a Conditional 
Use Permit application to allow a nano-craft brewery at 3445 S Broadway. Staff 
recommends that the Planning and Zoning Commission approve Case #USE2012-009 to 
allow a nano-craft brewery to be located within the MU-B-1 Mixed-Use Central Business 
Zone District at 3445 S Broadway with the following conditions: 
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1. The applicants shall obtain all permits and required licenses prior to commencing 
operations. 

2. The applicants shall comply with all other applicable Federal, State, and local codes. 

3. All sales from the operation shall be retail; wholesale distribution shall not be permitted. 

4. All outside seating shall comply with Public Works Department requirements for 
outdoor seating and use of the public right-of-way. 

5. Any outside smoking area must meet the minimum requirements for the Colorado 
Clean Air Act. 

6. To the maximum extent, the applicant shall take all possible precautions and measures 
to control odors produced by the operation. 

7. Approval of Conditional Use Permit does not constitute approval of applicant's 
conceptual site or floor plan attached to application. Formal approval of site or building 
improvements shall be based on plans and documents required for Building, Accessory, 
or other associated Permits. 

8. Production of beer shall be limited to 2,400 barrels or 7 4,400 gallons per year from the 
date production starts. The applicant shall maintain a log of the beer production and 
make it available to the City upon request. 

9. The City Manager or designee shall review the Conditional Use on an annual basis for 
compliance with all terms of approval of the Conditional Use Permit. 
a. If the Conditional Use is found to be in compliance with the terms of the 

Conditional Use Permit, the permit shall be renewed for one ( 1) year. 
b. If the Conditional Use is no longer operating, the Conditional Use Permit shall be 

voided and notice shall be recorded with the office of the Arapahoe County Clerk 
and Recorder. 

c. If the Conditional Use is found not to be in compliance with the terms of the 
Conditional Use Permit, the Conditional Use shall be subject to enforcement actions 
pursuant to the Englewood Municipal Code . 

• ii\'§'' 
'·l~· 

Applicant Testimony 
Mr. Paul Webster, the applicant, was sworn in. He stated Englewood needs something to 
bring it to life again. This is a great location, right downtown. Hopefully, we are going to 
draw other businesses to the City. After talking with a number of residents Englewood 
needs a nice establishment to go to that they can enjoy. We will remain small; we don't 
have the desire to grow too large. We will also be a coffee shop so people who don't drink 
beer can come have coffee and tea. Proposed hours are 7 am to 9 pm Sunday through 
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Thursday and 7 am to 10 or 11 pm on Friday and Saturday. Customers will be able to buy a 
64 ounce jug to remove from the premises. That will be the only package that will be 
allowed to leave the property and that is acceptable in the State license. The plan is to 
open the south side of the building and put a patio out there if approved by the City. He 
stated he has been brewing for 24 years. There will be some reinforcement of the building 
needed and he stated they hope to expand into the whole building in time . 

. ~.· ·Public Testimony 
Mr. Paul Houck was sworn in. He stated he is a partner in the business. 

Mr. Kinton asked how far into the sidewalk the patio will extend. Mr. Houck said 
approximately six feet. That leaves approximately six feet for pedestrians. 

Chair Brick asked if there was anyone else who wished to speak regarding this case. There 
was no.one. 

Fish moved: 
Bleile seconded: TO CLOSE THE PUBIC HEARING FOR CASE #USE2012-009 

AYES: 
NAYS: 

Bleile, Roth, Knoth, Fish, King, Brick, Kinton, Townley 
None 

ABSTAIN: None 
ABSENT: Welker 

Motion carried. 

Discussion Points: 

1. liquor license required through State, not City. 
2. Conditional Use regulations for renewal. 
3. What products will be allowed to leave the premises? 
4. Sidewalk patio. 
5. Reinforcement of building to accommodate use. 
6. Will be a coffee shop along with the nano-craft brewery. 
7. Great addition to City; good fit for downtown. 
8. Traffic not an issue. 

After discussion the following motion was made: 
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Knoth moved: 
Bleile seconded: THAT CASE #USE20 7 2-009, CONDITIONAL USE BE APPROVED 

TO ALLOW A NANO-CRAFT BREWERY TO BE LOCATED 
WITHIN THE MU-B-7 MIXED-USE CENTRAL BUSINESS DISTRICT 
AT 3445 S BROADWAY AS PRESENTED WITH CONDITIONS. 

AYES: 
NAYS: 

Bleile, Roth, Knoth, Fish, King, Brick, Kinton, Townley 
None 

ABSTAIN: ·None 
ABSENT: Welker 
Motion carried. 

The Commission wished the applicant good luck with the nano-brewery. 

l~f' 
CASE#ZON2012-005 
Rezoning of 1366 W Oxford Avenue (Martin Plastics) to a PUD to allow residential uses 

Roth moved: 
Knoth seconded: TO OPEN THE PUBLIC HEARING FOR CASE #ZON2012-005 

AYES: 
NAYS: 
ABSTAIN: 
ABSENT: 

Bleile, Roth, Knoth, Fish, King, Brick, Kinton, Town ley 
None 
None 
Welker 

Motion carried. 

Ms. Kirk presented the case. The applicant submitted an application to rezone 1366 West 
Oxford Avenue from 1-1 {Light Industrial) to a PUD {Planned Unit Development) to allow 
residential use. The Recording Secretary distributed a new copy of the landscape plan for 
the property. The applicant is proposing to build 252 for-lease apartments. The project will 
consist of one building with a drive thru with apartments above to connect the two sides. 
The site is 3.504 acres and will include parking, a pool and recreation area. 335 parking 
spaces will be provided. Access to the site from the light rail station was discussed. 
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~. 
Applicant Testimony 
Mr. Jonathan Bush, Principal of Littleton Capital Partners, was sworn in. The property was 
purchased in February of 2011 and work began on the project. The project as presented is 
primarily residential; commercial layout did not work. 

Mr. Tim Schlighting of Littleton Capital Partners was sworn in. He discussed parking for the 
project. 

Mr. Joseph Poli of Humphries/Poli Architects was sworn in. He presented a slide show of 
the proposed development and answered questions from the Commission. The project will 
be named Oxford Station. He stated the intent is to have the project out of the ground next 
year. Items discussed included a pedestrian bridge across Oxford Avenue, drainage, 
intersection improvements at Oxford Avenue and Navajo Street, public art, size of units, 
rental rates, snow storage and bicycle access. 

Public Testimony 

Chair Brick asked if there was anyone who wished to speak regarding this case. There was 
no one. 

~ 
Fish moved: 
Knoth seconded: TO CLOSE THE PUBLIC HEARING FOR CASE #ZON2012-005 

AYES: 
NAYS: 

Bleile, Roth, Knoth, Fish, King, Brick, Kinton, Town ley 
None 

ABSTAIN: None 
ABSENT: Welker 

Motion carried. 

Discussion Points: 

1. Need for a pedestrian bridge over Oxford. 
2. . Public access in general. 
3. Parking will be handled through access cards. 
4. Landscaping will be above City requirements. 
5. PUD never expires. 
6. Possibility of height restriction. 
7. City of Sheridan's comments were taken into account. 
8. Time frame; should be out of the ground next year. 
9. A Traffic Study was done, but was not presented to the Commission. 
10. Project is primarily residential; commercial layout did not work. 
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11. On-site amenities include pool, common room and public art. 
12. Project will include 1 and 2 bedroom for-rent units. 
13. Great use for site. 
14. Drainage and snow storage. 
15. Navajo Stand Oxford Ave street improvements. 
1 6. Location of entry to project was moved for safety reasons. 
1 7. Possibility of saving old building not feasible. 

After discussion and a friendly amendment by Mr. Roth asking for a 100 foot height limit 
and accepted by Mr. Knoth the following motion was made: 

~lfli 
Knoth moved: 
Roth seconded: THAT CASE #ZON2012-005 REZONING OF 7366 WEST 

OXFORD AVENUE FROM 1-7 (LIGHT INDUSTRIAL) TO A PUD 
(PLANNED UNIT DEVELOPMENT) TO ALLOW RESIDENTIAL 
USES BE RECOMMENDED FOR APPROVAL TO CITY COUNCIL 
WITH THE FOLLOWING CONDITION: 

7. Maximum height limit to be 7 00 feet. 

AYES: 
NAYS: 

Bleile, Roth, Knoth, Fish, King, Brick, Kinton, Townley 
None 

ABSTAIN: None 
ABSENT: Welker 

Motion carried. 

The Commission felt that the project is a good fit for the property and supports Roadmap 
Englewood: 2003 Englewood Comprehensive Plan. 

Ill. PUBliC FORUM 
nf}'t 
~l§· 

Angie Hunt and Ryan White discussed allowing micro distilleries in the City of Englewood. 
They stated their first choice of locations for their business is the City of Englewood, but 
distilleries are not allowed. They asked if that can be changed. Both Littleton and Lakewood 
allow distilleries in appropriately zoned areas. 

Director White stated the prohibition of distilleries in Englewood was put into the Code in 
1963 and maybe it is time to look into addressing the issue. He suggested the subject be 
discussed at the September 5111 study session. Ms. Hunt and Mr. White were invited to 
attend the September 5111 meeting. 
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IV. ATTORNEY'S CHOICE 
~ 

Ms. Reid noted when the discussion of traffic issues on Oxford and Navajo is again 
discussed to please remember in order to change the traffic pattern and/or anything about 
that intersection we have to deal with two railroads, RTD, COOT, City of Sheridan and City 
of Englewood. 

V. STAFF'S CHOICE 

Director White stated Staff would like to move the August 21st meeting to August 28t11
• The 

Craig Hospital vacation of the Clarkson Street right-of-way will be discussed. 

Mr. Bleile moved and Mr. Fish seconded to move the meeting to the 281
h. Motion passed. 

VI. COMMISSIONER'S CHOICE 
d~.' 

Mr. Bleile apologized for not being able to attend the annual Board, Commission and 
Authority Appreciation Night at Pirate's Cove. 

Mr. Knoth noted the City's industrial district is where we are going to get our density and 
developers will be asking for height requests higher than what people to the east want to 
see. We need to figure out what we are going to do. 

Mr. Brick asked Director White when the Planning and Zoning Commission would be 
discussing the station area plans. He stated there is a public meeting on August 8t11 at 7:00 
in Hampden Hall. The Commission will be asked to adopt this as a small area plan in the 
future. He noted Mr. Roth and Mr. Knoth have agreed to serve on the steering committee 
and the Commission can look to them for updates. The consultants are to be finished the 
first part of 2013. 

Mr. Kinton concurred with Mr. Knoth's comments. The Commission needs to address 
height, pedestrian connectivity and the context of things. 

The meeting adjourned at 1 0:05 p.m. 

Barbara Krecki~,~~Recording Secretary 



CITY OF ENGLEWOOD PLANNING AND ZONING COMMISSION 

IN THE MATTER Of CASE #ZON2012-005 ) 
FINDINGS Of FACT, CONCLUSIONS ) 
AND RECOMMENDATIONS FOR THE ) 
REZONING Of 1366 WEST OXFORD AVE ) 
FROM 1-1 (LIGHT INDUSTRIAL) TO A PUD ) 
(PLANNED UNIT DEVELOPMENT) TO ) 
ALLOW RESIDENTIAL USES ) 

INITIATED BY: 
LCP Oxford LLC 
5711 South Nevada Street 
Littleton, Colorado 80120 

) 
) 
) 
) 
) 

FINDINGS Of FACT AND 
CONCLUSIONS Of THE 
CITY PLANNING AND 
ZONING COMMISSION 

Commission Members Present: Brick, Fish, Knoth, Roth, King, Bleile, Kinton, Townley 
Freemire (alternate) 

Commission Members Absent: Welker 

This matter was heard before the City Planning and Zoning Commission on August 7, 
2012, in the City Council Chambers of the Englewood Civic Center. 

Testimony was received from Staff, the applicant and the public. The Commission received 
notice of Public Hearing, Certification of Posting, and Staff Report from Staff, which were 
incorporated into and made a part of the record of the Public Hearing. 

After considering statements of the witnesses, and reviewing the pertinent documents, the 
members of the City Planning and Zoning Commission made the following Findings and 
Conclusions. 

FINDINGS OF FACT 

1. THAT the application was filed by LCP Oxford LLC seeking approval to rezone 1366 
West Oxford Avenue from 1-1 (Light Industrial) to PUD (Planned Unit Development) 
to allow residential uses. 

2. THAT Public Notice of the Public Hearing was given by publication in the 
Englewood Herald on July 20, 2012 and was on the City's website from July12, 
2012 through August 7, 2012. 

3. THAT the property was posted as required, said posting setting forth the date, time, 
and place of the Public Hearing. 

1 



4. THAT pursuant to the Planned Unit Development procedure, a pre-application 
meeting was held with Staff in late 2011 and a formal submittal made to the City. 
The application was reviewed by City Departments and other affected outside 
agencies. 

5. THAT pursuant to the Planned Unit Development procedure, the applicant 
conducted a neighborhood meeting on March 1, 2012. 

6. THAT notice of the neighborhood meeting was mailed to property owners and 
occupants of property within 1 000 feet of the site. 

7. THAT the final Oxford Station PUD packet was submitted on july 6, 2012. 

8. THAT the applicant is proposing to build 252 for-lease apartments with parking, a 
pool and a recreation area. 

9. THAT the applicant is proposing 335 parking spaces. 

9. THAT Planner Kirk testified the request is for the rezoning of 1366 West Oxford 
Avenue from 1-1 (light industrial) to a PUD (Planned Unit Development) to allow 
residential uses. Ms. Kirk testified to the criteria the Commission must consider 
when reviewing a PUD application. Ms. Kirk further testified that Staff recommends 
approval of the amendment. 

10. THAT the Oxford Station Planned Unit Development is in conformance with 
Roadmap Englewood: 2003 Englewood Comprehensive Plan. 

CONClUSIONS 

1. THAT the application was filed by LCP Oxford LLC. seeking approval to rezone 
1366 West Oxford Avenue from 1-1 (light industrial) to a PUD {Planned Unit 
Development) to allow residential uses. 

2. THAT proper notification of the date, time, and place of the Public Hearing was 
given by publication in the official City newspaper, posting on the City's website and 
by posting of the property for the required length of time. 

3. THAT all testimony received from staff members, the applicant and the public has 
been made part of the record of the Public Hearing. 

4. THAT the request meets the criteria for a PUD. 

5. THAT the PUD is a positive improvement for the property and is the best use for the 
site. 
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6. THAT the proposed Planned Unit Development is in conformance with Roadmap 
Englewood: 2003 Englewood Comprehensive Plan. 

DECISION 

THEREFORE, it is the decision of the City Planning and Zoning Commission that the 
application filed by LCP Oxford LLC for the rezoning of 1366 West Oxford from 1-1 (light 
industrial) to a PUD (Planned Unit Development) to allow residential uses be 
recommended to City Council for approval. 

Tbe decision was reached upon a vote on a motion made at the meeting of the City 
Planning and Zoning Commission on August 7, 2012, by Mr. Knoth, seconded by Mr. Roth, 
which motion states: 

AYES: 
NAYS: 
ABSTAIN: 
ABSENT: 

CASE #ZON207 2-005, REZONING OF 7 366 WEST OXFORD 
AVENUE FROM 1-1 (LICHT INDUSTRIAL) TO A PUD (PLANNED 
UNIT DEVELOPMENT) TO ALLOW RESIDENTIAL USES BE 
RECOMMENDED FOR APPROVAL TO C/7Y COUNCIL WITH 
THE FOLLOWING CONDITION: 

7. Maximum height limit to be 7 00 feet. 

King, Knoth, Roth, Bleile, Fish, Townley, Kinton, Brick 
None 
None 
Welker 

The motion carried. 

These Findings and Conclusions are effective as of the meeting on August 7, 2012. 

BY O~ER OF THE CITY PLANNING & ZONING COMMISSION 

= 
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The recording secretary conducted a poll of 9 Planning and Zoning Commission 
members via e-mail for the approval of the August 7, 2012 Minutes and the Findings 
of Fact in Case #USE2012-009, Conditional Use for a nano-craft brewery located 
within a MU-B-1 Mixed7Use Central Business District at 3445 S Broadway and Case 
#ZON2012-005, rezoning of 1366 West Oxford Avenue from 1-1 (Light Industrial) to 
a PUD (Planned Unit Development) to allow residential uses. 

The August 7, 2012 Minutes were approved. 

AYES: 
NAVES: 
ABSENT: 
ABSTAIN: 

Roth1 Brick, Knoth, Fish, King, Kinton, Town ley, Bleile 
None 
None 
Welker 

The Findings ofFact in Case #USE2012-009 were approved. 

AYES: 
NAYES: 
ABSENT: 
ABSTAIN: 

R.oth, Brick, Knoth, Fish, King, Kint()n1 Towni~y, B.leile 
None 
N.one 
Welker 

The Findings of Fact in Case #ZON2012~005 were approved . 

AYES: 
NAVES:. 
ABSENT: 
ABSTAIN: 

. Roth, Brick, Knoth, Fish, King, Kinton, Townley, Bleile 
None 
None 

. Welker 



FELSBURG 
HOLT & 
ULLEVIG 
connecting and enhancing communities 

August 20, 2012 

Mr. Steve Kurtz 
Littleton Capital Partners, LLC 
5711 South Nevada Street 
Littleton, CO 80120-4615 

Re: Oxford Station Traffic Impact Analysis- Response to City of Englewood Comments 
FHU Reference No. 12-045-01 

Dear Mr. Kurtz: 

This letter serves to provide responses and explanations to the CitY of Englewood General and 
Specific comments on the Traffic Impact Study that was prepared by Felsburg Holt & Ullevig dated 
July 5, 2012. City review comments are dated July 25, 2012. This letter includes both the City 
comment-and our response and explanation to that comment, if needed. 

City of Englewood General Comments 

1. Note that parts of this report require additional information in order for staff to issue 
complete comments. Therefore, staff could have additional comments as TIA is revised. 

Response: Comment understood. 

2. Staff would not recommend a Windermere mid-block pedestrian crossing at the Oxford 
Station. The existing conditions (the roadway curve, the hill and heavy truck traffic) make a 
mid-block crossing less than desirable. However, if this recommendation stays in the 
report, a safety assessment of this crossing shall be included. 

Response: A mid-block crossing at this location was recommended to address existing crossing 
maneuvers currently being conducted by pedestrians accessing the Oxford/City of 
Sheridan light rail station. However, this improvement is not essential to the 
success of Oxford Station -there are designated crosswalks at the Oxford 
Avenue/Navajo Street intersection that provide safe crossings for pedestrians. As 
such, reference to this improvement will be removed from the revised traffic study. 

3. Staff noted that one of recommendations is a possible installation of the northbound left turn 
arrow at the Oxford and Navajo intersection. In that case, a detailed traffic signal 
operational analysis will be required for both a 75 second cycle and a 150 second cycle 
(since it is doubtful that a left turn signal can be accommodated with the 75 second cycle). 
Also, analysis will be required for the 60 second and 120 second cycles for all OFF peak 
hour periods. 

6.300 South Syracuse Way, Suire 600 Centennial, CO 80111 td 303.721.1440 fax 303.721.0832 
www.t1meng.com info@t1lUeng.com 
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Response: Initial analyses on this issue indicated that the addition of a northbound left turn 
phase would be of benefit both to intersection operations and towards reducing 
northbound vehicle queuing on Navajo Street. More detailed analyses of this 
intersection, and its coordination with the Santa Fe Boulevard/Oxford Avenue 
intersection, will be undertaken and the results will be incorporated into the revised 
traffic study (including the redistribution of project traffic as identified in the response 
to Specific Comment No. 5). 

4. The TIA study should include a general statement that if/when congestion at the 
Navajo/Oxford intersection (caused by an increase in the background traffic together with 
the proposed development traffic) takes place in the future, the matter would have to be 
addressed at that time. 

Response: A statement will be added to the revised traffic study that Oxford Station commits to 
work with the City of Englewood to resolve matters at this intersection that are a 
direct result of traffic impacts caused by Oxford Station. 

5. The long-term solution for pedestrian access to the Oxford Station is the pedestrian bridge 
over Oxford. The development should at least preserve the ROW for the future pedestrian 
overpass. 

Response: Oxford Station commits to reserving ROW for a future pedestrian overpass at a 
location that is mutually agreeable to Oxford Station and the City. 

City of Englewood Specific Comments 

1. Page 4 - the center of Oxford east of Navajo is marked as a dual/eft turn lane or TWL TL 
(not as a median). 

Response: Text on page 4 will be revised to clarify the uses of the center of Oxford Avenue. 

2. Page 6- change illegal crossing statement to crossing without a crosswalk (unmarked 
crosswalk). 

Response: This text will be revised in the traffic study. 

3. Page 8/11 - on page 8 is stated that Navajo/Oxford northbound left turn problems during 
the PM peak hours are often caused by westbound queues from the Santa Fe!Oxford 
intersection. On page 11 is also noted that the northbound left turn signal at Navajo/Oxford 
will solve the left turn problem at this intersection. These statements seem to be in conflict. 

Response: The detailed traffic signal analysis previously noted in General Comment No. 3 will 
be used to clarify this issue. 

4. Page 13 - assumption of 30% decrease in trip generation due to TOO is probably too high; 
20% would seem more reasonable. However, a change from 30% to 20% presents an 
insignificant change in the trips. 

Response: Comment noted; no changes will be undertaken in the revised traffic study, 
however, given the negligible change in vehicle-trips that would result. 



Mr. Steve Kurtz 
August 20, 2012 
Page3 

5. Page 14- Distribution to the north and east seems too small, and towards Santa Fe too 
high. Staff would suggest to consider the following distribution: 
10% north on Windermere 
10% east on Oxford 
10% south on Navajo 
35% north on Santa Fe 
30% south on Santa Fe 
5% west on Oxford 

Response: The revised Traffic Impact Analysis will incorporate these revisions. 

If you have any questions regarding the information contained in the letter, please do not hesitate 
to call. 

Respectfully, 

FELSBURG HOLT & ULLEVIG 

Richard R. Follmer, PE, PTOE 
Associate 
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Oxford Station Traffic Impact Analysis 

I. INTRODUCTION 

I.1 Project Description 

A new apartment complex, Oxford Station, is being proposed on a parcel of land in the 
southwest corner of the Oxford Avenue/Navajo Street/Windermere Street intersection in the City 
of Englewood. The project site is bounded by Oxford Avenue on the north, by Navajo Street on 
the east, by Regional Transportation District and Burlington Northern & Santa Fe Railway tracks 
on the west, and by an industrial parcel to the south. The Oxford Station site was once 
occupied by the Martin Plastics Converters business, but it is currently vacant. See Figure 1 for 
a representation of the project location. 

Oxford Station is a proposed 250 unit apartment complex that will also include lobby and 
common areas, while a pool plaza is proposed as an amenity for apartment tenants. Oxford 
Station plans to utilize its location near the Oxford/City of Sheridan light rail station as a 
marketing point for the project; one that will attract apartment tenants that desire to use light rail 
for typical commuter and recreational trips. Proximity to the light rail station will reduce the 
impact of new vehicle-trips by having rail transit access within walking distance. 

A single point of access is proposed on Navajo Street towards the southern boundary of the 
project frontage. Please see Figure 2 for a representation of the project site plan, building 
orientations, and the proposed access point. 

This analysis provides information related to the traffic impacts for the proposed apartment 
complex and it provides specific information on: 

• Existing functional and operational conditions 
• Projected increases in Background traffic volume levels at the Build-Out timeframe for 

this project 
• Trip generation estimates for the proposed apartment complex 
• Evaluation of project impacts 
• Summary of analyses and recommendations 

I.2 Study Area Boundary 

The information contained in this report focuses on the transportation impacts and infrastructure 
requirements on the surrounding roadway system adjacent to the existing project site; 
specifically along Oxford Avenue, and Navajo and Windermere Streets. 
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Oxford Station Traffic Impact Analysis 

II. SUMMARY OF EXISTING CONDITIONS 

II.1 Existing Roadways 

The existing roadway network adjacent to the project site consists of a state highway (United 
States 85) and other public streets typically under the jurisdiction of the City of Englewood (east 
of US 85) or the City of Sheridan (west of US 85). Figure 3 provides a graphical representation 
of the main roadways adjacent to the project and it includes roadway laneage, posted speed 
limits, and traffic control information. Following is a more detailed description of these 
roadways. 

US 85 - This state highway is designated as an Expressway by the Colorado Department of 
Transportation to the north and south of Oxford Avenue. US 85 intersects Oxford Avenue via 
an at-grade intersection and this intersection is controlled by a traffic signal. US 85 has six 
lanes for normal vehicle movements with a concrete barrier separation between the northbound 
and southbound directions of travel. The lanes adjacent to the median are used as a High 
Occupancy Vehicle facility that is restricted to vehicles with two or more people and for 
motorcycles and left turn movements during the AM (northbound) and PM (southbound) peak 
hours. The posted speed limit is 55 miles per hour (mph) to the north and south of Oxford 
Avenue. 

Oxford Avenue- This avenue provides east/west access continuity from approximately Lowell 
Boulevard eastward through the Cities of Sheridan and Englewood, and into Cherry Hills 
Village. This street typically has four travel lanes to the west of US 85, while two travel lanes 
with a two-way left turn lane exist to the east of US 85. 

Oxford Avenue is controlled by a traffic signal at the Navajo Street/Windermere Street 
intersection as well as at the River Point Parkway intersection on the west side of US 85. Other 
traffic signals along Oxford Avenue are somewhat distant from the project site, being at the 
Federal Boulevard (to the west) and Broadway (to the east) intersections. The posted speed 
limit is 30 mph along Oxford Avenue to the east of US 85 and 35 mph to the west of US 85. 

Navajo Street/Windermere Street- This street is named differently to the south (Navajo Street) 
and to the north (Windermere Street) of Oxford Avenue. Navajo Street provides continuous 
access between Oxford Avenue and Belleview Avenue (and beyond), primarily serving light 
industrial land uses. Windermere Street proceeds northward from Oxford Avenue, merging with 
Kenyon Avenue for east/west connectivity. This street also provides access to numerous light 
industrial land uses. Windermere Street provides the vehicle access route to the existing 
Oxford/City of Sheridan light rail station and it includes on-street parking for transit patrons (in 
limited areas). The posted speed limit along Navajo and Windermere Streets is 30 mph. 

Intersections Public street intersections surrounding the project site have a variety of lane 
configurations, from single approach lanes, to ones with three approach lanes and dual left turn 
lanes. Intersections are controlled by traffic signals at the River Point Parkway, US 85 and 
Navajo Street/Windemere Street intersections along Oxford Avenue. 
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II.2 Existing Traffic Volumes 

Daily traffic volumes were recorded for 24-hour periods along Oxford Avenue, Navajo Street, 
and Windermere Street adjacent to the project site and to the Oxford/City of Sheridan light rail 
station. These data collection efforts included recording traffic volume levels on a typical 
weekday for a 24-hour period. Daily traffic volume levels on these streets were: 

• Oxford Avenue= 17,825 vehicles per day (vpd)(west of Navajo Street/Windermere 
Street 

• Navajo Street= 7,175 vpd 
• Windermere Street= 5,735 vpd 

Intersection turning movements were also recorded. Peak hour traffic volumes were recorded 
on April17, 2012 during the AM and PM hours of peak commute times to identify the highest 
levels of adjacent traffic activity. Intersection turning movements were recorded at the following 
locations: 

• Oxford Avenue/Navajo Street/VVindermere Street intersection 
• Oxford Avenue/US 85 intersection 

Figure 4 is a graphical representation of the recorded traffic volumes; the traffic count data can 
be found in Appendix A. Traffic volume patterns at the US 85/0xford Avenue intersection 
represent what can be expected at a major expressway intersection - heavy 
northbound/southbound volume along US 85, with turning movements to/from US 85 sometimes 
approaching 300 vehicles per hour (vph). Movements across US 85 on Oxford Avenue are 450 
vph or less during either peak hour. 

Eastbound and westbound movements at the Oxford Avenue/Navajo Street/Windermere Street 
intersection are 500 vph (westbound during the PM peak hour) or less and have patterns on the 
side streets representing movements to/from the north (light rail station) and south (employment 
opportunities) and oriented primarily to/from US 85. 

11.2.1 Pedestrian Volume- Oxford AvenuejNavajo Street/Windermere Street Intersection 

Pedestrian movements were recorded at this intersection to understand the levels and patterns 
across each approach. As information, pedestrian crosswalks and traffic signal indications are 
provided for movements across the north, south and east approaches at the intersection. 

Pedestrian volume was six or less using any crosswalk during the AM and PM peak hours. Of 
note, pedestrians are crossing along the west side of the intersection without a crosswalk or 
pedestrian signal indication. Three pedestrians were recorded making this movement during 
the AM peak hour, while six were recorded during the PM peak hour. 
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11.3 Operational Analyses of Existing Conditions 

Level of service (LOS) analyses were conducted for each intersection during the AM and PM peak 
hours of vehicle activity. These analyses were conducted using the Synchro analysis software tool 
which allows for calculation of control delay using the methodologies of the Highway Capacity Manual. 
Transportation Research Board, 2010. These analyses use the existing traffic volumes, intersection 
geometry (i.e., the number of through lanes and left or right turn lanes), and intersection traffic control 
to estimate levels of service. Signal timing data was obtained from the City of Englewood and from 
COOT Region 6 to conduct the operational analyses of the evaluated intersections. At the time of 
traffic data recording, the US 85/0xford Avenue intersection operated with a 120 second traffic signal 
cycle length, while the Oxford Avenue/Navajo Street/Windermere Street intersection operated with a 60 
second cycle length during both peak hours. It is understood that signal timing has recently been 
revised; the new signal timing as provided by the Denver Regional Council of Governments (DRCOG) 
was used in evaluating future Background and Build-Out conditions. 

Level of service categorizes the ease of traffic flow through an intersection with operational 
designations from A through F. Level of service A represents relatively uncongested traffic flow with 
little or no vehicle delay, while LOS F represents greater delay and more congestion. Level of service 
analyses for stop-sign controlled or signalized intersections are based on average vehicle delay and 
they follow the same LOS A to LOS F representations; however, the LOS delay parameters vary 
between stop-sign controlled and signalized intersections. Level of service delay characteristics for 
stop-controlled and signalized intersections is included in Appendix B. 

The results of these analyses indicate the following: 

US 85/0xford Avenue Intersection 
• AM Peak Hour- LOS E exists for overall intersection operations with several individual 

movements operating at LOSE and LOS F. Of particular note, the northbound and 
southbound left turn movements and the southbound through movement operate at 
LOS F. 

• PM Peak Hour Several movements operate with a LOS E or F designation which 
results in LOS D for the entire intersection. Movements operating at LOS Fare the 
eastbound, westbound and northbound left turns and the westbound through movement. 

Oxford Avenue/Navajo Street/Windermere Street Intersection 
• AM Peak Hour- LOS B is currently found at this intersection. All individual movements 

operate at LOS C or better. 
• PM Peak Hour- All movements except one operate at LOS B or better for a resultant 

intersection LOS of C. The northbound left turn movement from Navajo Street onto 
westbound Oxford Avenue currently operates at LOS F. It appears that LOS F is a 
result of excessive westbound vehicle queuing at US 85 which fills the available space 
between US 85 and Navajo Street/Windermere Street such that northbound left turns do 
not have space to proceed into. 

Level of service results for existing conditions is included on Figure 5; this figure also includes 
the existing intersection geometry for the studied locations. Appendix C contains the traffic 
analysis worksheets for existing conditions. 
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III. PROJECTED BACKGROUND CONDITIONS 

When evaluating future conditions for a new project, it is necessary to understand how traffic 
along the existing roadway system is expected to grow and how well the local street network will 
operate without the proposed project so that the impacts of the new project can be easily 
identified. As such, this section evaluates the Background traffic levels and operational 
conditions for Year 2014, an approximate two-year period from the time of preparation of this 
report. Given projected approval timeframes, and construction and tenant occupancy 
schedules, a Year 2014 evaluation is considered reasonable. This timeframe will be referred to 
as the Build-Out scenario for the remainder of this report. 

The following sections discuss information related to the development of traffic volume 
estimates, projected LOS, and infrastructure requirements for the Build-Out timeframe. 

III.1 Year 2014 Background Traffic Projections 

The DR COG transportation prediction models for the Years 2010 and 2035 were reviewed to 
understand the projected increases in traffic volume along the local street network in this area of 
the City of Englewood. To estimate increases in traffic volume levels at the study area 
intersections for the Build-Out timeframe, a compounded annual growth rate was calculated 
using the DRCOG Year 2010 and Year 2035 daily traffic volume estimates. 

DR COG predicts a compounded growth rate in daily traffic of approximately 1.59% along Oxford 
Avenue, with a higher·rate of 2.54% along Navajo Street. To predict Background traffic volume 
levels for the Year 2014, a two-year growth period, traffic along Oxford Avenue was increased 
by 1.59% per year for a total increase of 3.21 %, while traffic along Navajo Street was increased 
by 5.14% to reflect Background traffic for the Build-Out evaluation year. Traffic volumes at the 
US 85/0xford Avenue intersection that are influenced by movements along Oxford Avenue were 
also increased by 3.21%. Projected Background traffic volumes for Year 2014 are shown on 
Figure 6. 

III.2 Operational Analyses of Year 2014 Background CQnditions 

As noted in the previous section, traffic volumes along the local street network are projected to 
increase by the Year 2014. As such, these levels of increase will impact the operations of the 
surrounding intersections to some extent. Level of service analyses were conducted using the 
traffic volume estimates of Figure 6 and the Highway Capacity Manual methodologies to 
ascertain how well intersections will operate for this future condition. 

Additionally, signal timing data developed by DR COG was used for the analysis of Background 
conditions at both the US 85/0xford Avenue and Oxford Avenue/Navajo Street! Windermere 
Street intersections (without modifications). 
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The signal timing revisions increased the traffic signal cycle length at the US 85/0xford Avenue 
intersection to 150 seconds, while the cycle length at the Oxford Avenue/Navajo 
Street/Windermere Street intersection was increased to 75 seconds. These revisions come with 
changes also to the individual phases at each intersection. 

The capacity analyses found that some peak hour intersection levels of service will see 
improved operations, while others will see increased delay. For example, referring to Figures 5 
and 7, the US 85/0xford Avenue intersection will see improvements during the AM peak hour 
{LOS E to LOS D), while the PM peak hour will see a reduction in level of service (LOS D to 
LOS E). 

In regards to individual intersection movements, some movements see improvements in 
operations, while others do not. Of note, the northbound left tum movement from Navajo Street 
onto westbound Oxford Avenue will continue to operate at LOS F during the PM peak hour {the 
same as for existing conditions). Operational analyses indicate that marked improvement (LOS 
D to LOS C in the AM peak hour and LOS F to LOS C during the PM peak hour) would occur for 
this movement if a protected left turn phase {i.e., green arrow) is provided. Northbound vehicle 
queue length is also reduced with this operational change. 

Figure 7 represents the LOS results and the associated geometric infrastructure for the Year 
2014 Background time period. Appendix D includes the operational analysis worksheets for 
Background conditions. 
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IV. PROJECTED BUILD-OUT CONDITIONS 

IV.1 Oxford Station Development Characteristics 

Oxford Station is proposing to construct a new apartment complex with 250 dwelling units in the 
southwest corner of the Oxford Avenue/Navajo Street/Windermere Street intersection in the City 
of Englewood, Colorado. Oxford Station proposes a new site access oriented along Navajo 
Street approximately 450' from the south flowline of Oxford Avenue. The apartment complex 
will also include lobby and common areas, while a pool plaza is proposed as an amenity for 
apartment tenants. 

IV.2 Trip Generation Estimates 

The close proximity of Oxford Station to the Oxford/City of Sheridan light rail station will provide 
an opportunity to promote the project as a transit-oriented residential development; one that will 
attract apartment tenants that desire to use light rail for typical daily commuter trips. Proximity 
to the light rail station will reduce the impact of new vehicle-trips by having rail transit access 
within walking distance. 

Estimates of new vehicle-trips for the apartment complex were first estimated based on 
information contained in the Institute of Transportation Engineer's (IT E) publication Trip 
Generation, 8th edition. Consideration of transit opportunities along with other factors must be 
weighed, however, to properly evaluate the actual number of new vehicle-trips that Oxford 
Station will add to the existing street network. The following section summarizes information on 
trip-making reductions that can be used to adjust the standard ITE trip rates for this project. 

IV .2.1 Transit Allowance 

Given the close proximity of the Oxford/City of Sheridan light rail station to the proposed Oxford 
Station development, residents of Oxford Station will have the opportunity to use transit for trips 
to/from work and for other purposes. Oxford Station provides the opportunity for those people 
who wish to live near a light rail station to take advantage of its convenience, while also 
providing a housing option for those people who may be transit dependent. Oxford Station 
residents will also use light rail to some extent for recreational trips. 

To ascertain the level of potential transit trip reductions related to the proximity of the existing 
light rail station, information contained in Effects of TOO on Housing, Parking. and Travel by the 
Transit Cooperative Research Program (TCRP Report 128) was consulted. Section 2 of this 
publication includes a specific case study on how projects adjacent to a rail station can affect 
vehicle-trips. This case study researched 17 housing projects in four cities in the United States 
and found that upwards of 50% of daily and AM and PM peak hour vehicle-trips are eliminated 
when residential developments are located near rail stations. 
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Since this publication conducted their research in cities with a higher density than the Denver 
metropolitan area, it's unlikely that Oxford Station will obtain these levels of trip reduction. As a 
comparison, the Institute of Transportation Engineer's publication Trip Generation Handbook 
was consulted. This publication includes in Appendix B- Effects of Transportation Demand 
Management (TOM) and Transit on Trip Generation information on approximate reductions in 
vehicle-trips for developments with certain characteristics. The information contained in this 
publication implies that a 10% reduction in vehicle-trips could occur strictly given the projects' 
location. 

As noted, the empirical data at the 17 TCRP sites found a much higher trip generation reduction 
than what ITE would imply. As such, it is estimated that Oxford Station will have a trip reduction 
capability somewhere between these two estimates. 

Other Considerations 
1. Bus Transit- A Regional Transportation District bus route (Route 51) is oriented along 

Oxford Avenue with connections to Hampden Avenue and other locations in the City of 
Englewood as well as to other nearby destinations. 

2. Employment- There is also the potential that some apartment residents could choose to 
live at Oxford Station because they will be within close proximity of numerous 
employment opportunities. Living in an apartment at Oxford Station would allow 
someone to walk or bike to one of the nearby light industrial businesses. 

When considering all of these factors, it is estimated that vehicle-trip reductions for a purely 
residential project such as Oxford Station will be 30% during the AM and PM peak hours and 
also on a daily basis. The trip generation estimates for the 250 apartments with the allowance 
for transit trip reductions are contained in Table 1. 

Table 1. Estimates of Oxford Station Trip Generation -
From Trip Generation by the Institute of Transportation Engineers 

Land use Uhif Size Daily 
AM. Pe.ak How PM Peak Hour . 

In Out Total In Out Total 

Apartment1 DU 250 1,639 25 10.1 126 101 54 155 

TOO Reductions (-30%) -492 -8 -30 -38 -30 -16 -47 

TOTAL NEW TRIPS 1,147 17 71 88 71 38 108 
1 ITE Land Use Category - 220 
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IV.3 Site-Generated Traffic Volumes and Trip Distribution 

Oxford Station is proposing one access point for the project along Navajo Street. As such, all 
inbound and outbound vehicle movements will use this access and vehicle routes will be 
oriented along Navajo Street to/from the north or south. Primary access routes have a high 
orientation to/from the north or south along US 85 (Santa Fe Drive). 

The traffic volumes of Table 1 were assigned to the local street network based on the proposed 
access scenario, on existing travel patterns and on engineering judgment. The estimated 
distribution of all vehicle-trips can be found on Figure 8 and are: 

• 35% to/from the north along US 85 
• 30% to/from the south along US 85 
• 10% to/from the east along Oxford Avenue 
• 5% to/from the west along Oxford Avenue 
• 10% to/from the south along Navajo Street 
• 10% to/from the north along Windermere Street 

IVA Total Traffic Volumes 

The Background traffic volume estimates for Year 2014 (Figure 6) were combined with the trip 
generation assignment for Oxford Station to develop projections of traffic volumes when the 
project is fully constructed and occupied (Year 2014). Figure 9 represents the projected traffic 
volume levels for the Build-Out time period. 

IV.S Traffic Signalization Warrant Analysis- Navajo Street/Oxford Station 
Access Intersection 

The Manual on Uniform Traffic Control Devices (MUTCD) outlines nine warrants that can be 
used as guidance in determining when an intersection may benefit from the installation of a new 
traffic signal. When evaluating future intersection conditions, only one warrant, Warrant 3-
Peak Hour, can be evaluated with any confidence since peak hour traffic volumes are typically 
projected when analyzing the impacts of a new project 

It must be pointed out, however, that the MUTGD states that this signal warrant should only be 
used in "unusual cases, such as office complexes, manufacturing plants, industrial complexes, 
or high-occupancy vehicle facilities that attract or discharge large numbers of vehicles over a 
short time." This is not the case for the Navajo Street/Oxford Station Access intersection. It is 
the best tool available, however, to provide an indication of whether or not an intersection could 
benefit from the installation of a traffic signal, and it does serve as a guide on whether or not 
other signalization warrants may be met. These other warrants cannot be evaluated properly, 
however, until Oxford Station is fully constructed and occupied. Traffic signal analyses using 
Warrant 3 are only included in this analysis as a guide for the potential of signalization, not as a 
recommendation. 
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The evaluation of this intersection, using only Warrant 3 criteria, indicates that this intersection 
is not projected to meet the criteria fpr installation of a traffic signal for the Year 2014 time 
period (see Appendix E). Peak hour traffic volumes along Navajo Street and exiting the Oxford 
Station access are simply not sufficient to meet the criteria of this warrant and, therefore, other 
signalization warrants are not expected to be met either. As such, the Navajo Street/Oxford 
Station access intersection will be analyzed for operational characteristics as a stop-controlled 
intersection in subsequent sections, i.e., with a stop sign on the Oxford Station access approach 
(eastbound direction). 

IV.6 Deceleration Lane Requirements 

As can be seen on Figure 9, a relatively small number of vehicles will proceed from Navajo 
Street onto the Oxford Station access- maximum number of turning vehicles is approximately 
one per minute in the PM peak hour. Auxiliary lanes for northbound left turn or southbound right 
turn movements are not deemed necessary for this project. As such, operational analyses 
conducted for the Build-Out condition (which are summarized in the next section) were 
conducted assuming only one lane for shared vehicle movements in both the northbound and 
southbound directions of Navajo Street. 

IV.7 Operational Analyses ofBuild-Out(Year 2014) Conditions 

Capacity analyses of the Build-Out condition indicate that overall intersection levels of service 
for signalized intersections will remain relatively constant with the addition of Oxford Station. It 
is recognized that some movements will see increases in average vehicle delay from the 
Background analysis scenario due to the addition of the site-generated traffic. Minor 
modifications to the traffic signal timing parameters at the Oxford Avenue/Navajo Street 
intersection (more green time for north/south movements) could improve intersection operations 
. (LOS D to LOS C during the PM peak hour) from Background conditions. 

One operational improvement could be considered, however, to improve the level of service for 
the northbound left turn movement from Navajo Street onto westbound Oxford Avenue and to 
reduce northbound vehicle queuing. Operational analyses indicate that marked improvement 
could occur for this movement if a protected left turn phase (i.e., green arrow) is provided (LOS 
F to LOS C for the northbound left turn movement during the PM peak hour). The length of 
vehicle queuing would also be greatly reduced by the implementation of this operational change 
such that modifications to the length of the left turn lane is not required. More detailed analyses 
of this change should occur before implementation is considered, however. Oxford Station is 
committed to conducting these analyses and they commit to working with the City of Englewood 
to resolve matters at the Oxford Avenue/Navajo Street intersection that are a direct result of 
traffic impacts caused by this project. 

These analyses also find that the new intersection along Navajo Street for movements to/from 
the Oxford Station access will operate well during the peak hours of a typical weekday. LOS C 
or better can be achieved. 

(
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See Figure 10 for a representation of the intersection and movement LOS at the project 
intersections. Appendix F includes the level of service analysis worksheets for Build-Out 
conditions. 

IV.B Pedestrian Safety Issues - Oxford Light Rail Station Access 

The analyses contained in the previous sections of this report have focused on vehicle 
operations at the existing public street intersections and at the new site access point. There are 
some pedestrian safety issues that could be addressed since Oxford Station will be promoting 
additional pedestrian movements between the project site and the Oxford/City of Sheridan light 
rail station. 

The information contained in this section summarize observations of existing conditions and, 
therefore, the recommendations of this section would provide a safer pedestrian environment for 
existing City of Englewood residents and patrons of the existing light rail station. Since Oxford 
Station will increase pedestrian movements between the project site and the light rail station, 
these recommendations will benefit both existing and future pedestrians. 

IV.8.1 Site Observations 

The following are observations and points of fact that were found at the Oxford Avenue/Navajo 
Street/Windermere Street intersection and along Windermere Street: 

• Pedestrian crosswalks and pedestrian traffic signal indications exist on three sides of the 
Oxford Avenue/Navajo Street/Windermere Street intersection- on the north, south and 
east sides. 

• A total of 19 pedestrians used one of the crosswalks at the Oxford Avenue/Navajo 
Street/Windermere Street intersection during the AM peak hour, while 17 pedestrians 
used one of these crosswalks during the PM peak hour. 

• Three pedestrians during the AM peak hour and six during the PM peak hour crossed 
Oxford Avenue along the west side of the Oxford Avenue/Navajo Street/Windermere 
Street intersection the west side of this intersection does not have a designated 
crosswalk or pedestrian signal indications. 

• Some pedestrians crossed Windermere Street in a diagonal fashion just to the north of 
Oxford Avenue (i.e., not within the crosswalk). 

• There is a "Crosswalk Ahead" sign located on Windermere Street in advance of the 
Oxford/City of Sheridan light rail station; however, a crosswalk for movements between 
the east and west sides of Windermere Street does not exist (i.e., no curb ramps, 
crosswalk pavement markings, or signing). 

• A few pedestrians walked southbound along the east side of Navajo Street to reach the 
on-street parking spaces that exist approximately 350' to the south of Oxford Avenue; 
sidewalk does not exist along the east side of Navajo Street in this area. 
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IV.8.2 Pedestrian Safety Recommendations 

Once Oxford Station is constructed, it is recognized that more pedestrians will walk between 
Oxford Station and the Oxford/City of Sheridan light rail station. As such, providing a safe and 
convenient access route between the two destinations is important. Two primary pedestrian 
access improvements are recommended: 

1. Pedestrian Crossing of Oxford Avenue (Existing Condition) -As noted in Section IV.8.1, 
pedestrians cross Oxford Street on the west side of the Oxford Avenue/Navajo 
Street/Windermere Street intersection without the benefit of a marked crosswalk or a 
pedestrian traffic signal indication. Given existing conditions, it is recommended that 
additional signing be provided to direct pedestrians to the existing crosswalks to 
progress between the north and south sides of Oxford Street. Signing such as shown 
below (MUTCD signs R9-3 and R9-3bP) should be installed as close to the location 
where the crossing maneuvers on the west side of the intersection are occurring. 

USE • 
CROSSWALK 

As an alternative, and only if the installation of a northbound left turn phase (i.e., green 
arrow) is provided for the northbound Navajo Street to westbound Oxford Avenue 
movement (Section IV. 7), a new crosswalk could be installed across the west side of this 
intersection. Consideration of the addition of this crosswalk should be thoroughly 
evaluated relative to its impacts to vehicle movements at this intersection and the 
interaction this change could have with other vehicle movements along Oxford Avenue 
and/or at the US 85/0xford Avenue intersection. 

2. Grade-Separation Over Oxford Avenue- As a long-term solution, a grade-separated 
crossing over Oxford Avenue should be considered. The construction of a grade
separated crossing could benefit existing City of Englewood residents and light rail 
patrons as well as the new Oxford Station tenants. Oxford Station is reserving space for 
the construction of the grade-separation and for pedestrian access to/from the grade
separation for their tenants. 
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IV.9 Infrastructure for Build-Out (Year 2014) Conditions 

Table 2 summarizes the operational and physical improvements needed to address the traffic 
impacts and pedestrian safety improvements associated with the Build~Out of Oxford Station 
and to address existing pedestrian safety concerns. 

Table 2. Infrastructure Requirements for Build-Out (Year 2014) Conditions 

Improvement Location 

Oxford Avenue/Navajo 
StreeUWindermere Street 
Intersection 

Navajo Street/Oxford 
Station Access 
Intersection 

•r· FELSBURG ,.HOLT & 
ULLEVIG 

Improvement Type 

Add protected/permissive left turn phasing for the northbound left 
turn iane. Coordinate this phasing change with existing signal 
timing parameters at the US 85/0xford Avenue intersection. 
Oxford Station is committing to conduct more detailed operational 
analyses to verify this recommendation. 

Install signing to restrict pedestrian crossing maneuvers across the 
west side of this intersection Q!: install a pedestrian crosswalk on 
the west side of this intersection if the left turn phasing is installed 
as noted above. 

If left turn phasing for the northbound Navajo Street left turn 
movement is not installed, the northbound left turn lane and 
centerline pavement markings should be modified to extend the 
existing northbound left turn lane to the extent possible towards the 
location of the proposed Oxford Station access. This improvement 
will require a restriction of the northernmost parking spaces on the 
east side of Navajo Street, however. 

Reserve space for a future grade-separated pedestrian crossing of 
Oxford Avenue and space for pedestrian access to/from the grade-
separation structure. 

Install a stop sign on the Oxford Station access to control 
eastbound movements. 
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V. SUMMARY CONCLUSIONS 

Oxford Station, a new apartment complex, is being proposed on a parcel of land in the 
southwest corner of the Oxford Avenue/Navajo Street/Windermere Street intersection in the City 
of Englewood. The project site is bounded by Oxford Avenue on the north, by Navajo Street on 
the east, by Regional Transportation District and Burlington Northern & Santa Fe Railway tracks 
on the west, and by an industrial parcel to the south. 

Oxford Station is proposing to construct a 250 unit apartment complex that will also include 
lobby and common areas, while a pool plaza is proposed as an amenity for apartment tenants. 
Oxford Station plans to utilize its location near the Oxford/City of Sheridan light rail station as a 
marketing point for the project; one that will attract apartment tenants that desire to use light rail 
for typical commuter and recreational trips. Proximity to the light rail station will reduce the 
impact of new vehicle-trips by having rail transit access within walking distance. 

A single point of access is proposed on Navajo Street towards the southern boundary of the 
project frontage. 

Given the proximity of the Oxford/City of Sheridan light rail station, many apartment dwellers will 
use transit for a portion of their daily trips. An estimate of 30% of all vehicle-trips is projected to 
use rail transit or the existing bus transit along Oxford Avenue. As such, about 1,150 daily 
vehicle trips, 90 AM peak hour trips, and 110 PM peak hour trips are projected to be added to 
the street network as a result of this project. 

Operational analyses indicate that only two improvements are needed to enhance vehicle 
operations: 

1. It is recommended to evaluate in a more detailed manner adding an exclusive left turn 
phase (i.e., "green arrow") for northbound left turn movements at the Oxford 
Avenue/Navajo Street/Winderm~re Street intersection. This addition is projected to 
improve vehicle operations, while also redycing northbound vehicle queuing on Navajo 
Street. 

2. If the left turn phasing for the northbound left turn on Navajo Street is !lQ! installed, the 
northbound left turn lane should be lengthened to the extent possible, i.e., towards the 
proposed Oxford Station access. This improvement will require a restriction of the 
northernmost parking spaces on the east side of Navajo Street. 

Recommended pedestrian safety improvements include: 

1. Add signing to direct pedestrians to use the existing crosswalks to reduce the number of 
pedestrians that cross Oxford Avenue along the west side of the Oxford Avenue/Navajo 
Street/Windermere Street intersection (i.e., a marked crosswalk and/or pedestrian signal 
indications do not exist). Or, install a pedestrian crosswalk on the west side of this 
intersection if the left turn phasing is installed as noted above. 
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2. As a long-term solution, a grade-separated crossing over Oxford Avenue should be 
considered. The construction of a grade-separated crossing could benefit existing City 
of Englewood residents and light rail patrons as well as the new Oxford Station tenants. 
Oxford Station is reserving space for the construction of the grade-separation and for 
pedestrian access to/from the grade-separation for their tenants. 

In summary, Oxford Station will contribute additional vehicles and pedestrians to the 
transportation system; however, the improvements identified in the table below are sufficient to 
address the impacts of the construction of Oxford Station. 

Infrastructure Requirements for Build-Out (Year 2014) Conditions 

Improvement Location 

Oxford Avenue/Navajo 
Street/Windermere Street 
Intersection 

Navajo Street/Oxford 
Station Access 
Intersection 

r• FELSBURG 
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Improvement Type 

Add protected/permissive left turn phasing for the northbound left 
turn lane. Coordinate this phasing change with existing signal 
timing parameters at the US 85/0xford Avenue intersection. 
Oxford Station is committing to conduct more detailed operational 
analyses to verify this recommendation. 

Install signing to restrict pedestrian crossing maneuvers across the 
west side of this intersection Q! install a pedestrian crosswalk on 
the west side of this intersection if the left turn phasing is installed 
as noted above. 

If left turn phasing for the northbound Navajo Street left turn 
movement is not installed, the northbound left turn lane and 
centerline pavement markings should be modified to extend the 
existing northbound left turn lane to the extent possible towards the 
location of the proposed Oxford Station access. This improvement 
will require a restriction of the northernmost parking spaces on the 
east side of Navajo Street, however. 

Reserve space for a future grade-separated pedestrian crossing of 
Oxford Avenue and space for pedestrian access to/from the grade-
separation structure. 

Install a stop sign on the Oxford Station access to control 
eastbound movements. 
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Traffic Impact Analysis 

EXISTING TRAFFIC COUNT DATA 

Appendix A 
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07:00AM 
07:15AM 
07:30AM 
07:45AM 

Total 

08:00AM 
08:15AM 
08:30AM 
08:45AM 

Total 

Grand Total! 
Apprch% 

. Total% 

SANTE FE 
Southbound 

File Name : #1 SANTEFE&OXFORDAM 
Site Code : 00000000 
Start Date : 4/17/2012 
Page No : 1 

Groups Printed- Class 1 
OXFORD SANTE FE OXFORD 

Westbound Northbound Eastbound 
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SANTE FE 
Southbound 

cJ?~rtTime Rght I Thru I Left I Other 
03:00PM 44 613 41 2 
03:15PM 54 639 49 5 
03:30PM 48 628 43 3 
03:45PM 41 693 60 4 

Total 187 2573 193 14 

04:00PM 46 544 46 1 
04:15PM 45 666 52 0 
04:30PM 44 616 38 0 
04:45PM 38 635 57 0 

Total 173 2461 193 1 
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05:45PM 32 686. 58 6 

Total 154 2609 215 20 

Grand Total I 514 7643 601 
35 I Apprch% 5.8 86.9 6.8 0.4 
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WINDERMERE 
Southbound 

Start Time Rght I Thru I Left I Other 
07:00AM 6 14 1 2 
07:15AM 11 5 0 0 
07:30AM 12 11 1 2 
07:45AM 16 12 0 1 

Total 45 42 2 5 
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Start 17-Apr-12 
Time Tue 
12:00 AM 

01:00 
02:00 
03:00 
04:00 
05:00 
06:00 
07:00 
08:00 
09:00 
10:00 
11:00 

12:00 PM 
01:00 
02:00 
03:00 
04:00 
05:00 
06:00 
07:00 
08:00 
09:00 
10:00 
11:00 
·rotat'·-·-···--· 

Percent 
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PM Peak 
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Grand Total 

Percent 
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EB 
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47 

9030-. 

All Traffic Data Services, Inc 
9660 W 44th Ave 

Wheat Ridge, CO 80033 
www.alltrafficdata.net 
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16:00 17:00 

658 938 
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49.3% 50.7% 
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Site Code: 3 
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OXFORD W/0 WINDERMERE 

Total 
52 
57 
47 
67 
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304 
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9660 W 44th Ave 

Wheat Ridge, CO 80033 ~ 
www.alltrafficdata.net 

Site Code: 4 
station ID: 

NAVAJO ST S/0 OXFORD AVE 

Start 17-Apr-12 
Time Tue NB SB Total 
12:00 AM 7 11 . 18 

01:00 10 9 19 
02:00 16 4 20 
03:00 1 5 6 
04:00 10 39 49 
05:00 45 55 100 
06:00 124 171 295 
07:00 379 264 643 
08:00 341 220 561 
09:00 207 151 358 
10:00 217 174 391 
11:00 207 196 403 

12:00 PM 248 236 484 
01:00 226 212 438 
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03:00 345 267 612 
04:00 261 334 595 
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06:00 192 237 429 
07:00 125 128 253 
08:00 50 84 134 
09:00 45 55 100 
10:00 33 35 68 
11:00 12 13 - . -. "-- - --· _,_ .. 25 

--fatal "3605"'".- "'- "3576 7175' 
Percent 50.2% 49.8% 

AM Peak 07:00 07:00 07:00 
Vol. 379 264 643 

PM Peak 15:00 17:00 17:00 
Vol. 345 438 703 

Grand Total 3605 3570 7175 
Percent 50.2% 49.8% 

ADT ADT7,175 AADT7,175 
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Site Code: 5 
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WINDERMERE N/D OXFORD AVE 
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10:00 16 
11:00 10 
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Percent 50.4% 
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46 
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17:00 
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27 
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Grand Total 2889 2844 
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561 --~~~~--------~~~~~~~~------------------------~----~~----~~---- 5733 
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APPENDIX B LEVEL OF SERVICE CRITERIA FOR STOP
CONTROLLED AND SIGNALIZED INTERSECTIONS 

TABLE B1 LEVEL OF SERVICE CRITERIA FOR 
TWO-WAY STOP CONTROLLED (TWSC) iNTERSECTiONS 

Level of Service Control Delay Range 
(sec/veh) 

A 0.0- 10.0 

B >10.0- 15.0 

c >15.0- 25.0 

D >25.0- 35.0 

E >35.0- 50.0 

F > 50.0 

Adapted from: Highway Capacity Manual, Transportation Research Board, 2010. 

TABLE B2 LEVEL OF SERVICE CRITERIA FOR SIGNALIZED INTERSECTIONS 

Level of Control Delay Range Qualitative 
Service (sec/veh) Description 

A ~ 10.0 
Good progression, short cycles, very few vehicle-
stops. 

B >10.0- 20.0 Good progression, and/or short cycle lengths, more 
vehicle-stops. 

c >20.0- 35.0 Fair progression and/or longer cycle lengths, some 
individual cycle failures, many vehicle-stops 

D >35.0- 55.0 Noticeable congestion and cycle failures, unfavorable 
progression, high v/c ratios, several stops. 

E >55.0- 80.0 Limit of acceptable delay, poor progression, long 
cycles, high v/c ratios, frequent cycle failures. 

F > 80.0 Delay is unacceptable to most drivers; volume 
exceeds capacity, breakdown of traffic flow. 

Adapted from: Highway Capacity Manual, Transportation Research Board, 2010. 
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TRAFFIC ANALYSIS WORKSHEETS - EXISTING 
CONDITIONS 

Appendix C 



Queues Existing Conditions-AM Peak Hour 
2: Oxford Avenue & US 85 4/19/2012 

./' ....... ~ .f +- ' "'\ t !'" '... + ~ 
Lane Groue EBL EBT . EBR .WBL WBT WBR NBL NBT NBR ... SBL SBT .. ·· SBR 
Lane Configurations ~"i tt '{' ~'i tt '(I '"' ttt '(' "'~ ttt 1' 
Volume {vph) 159 352 133 95 248 295 218 2082 66 219 2294 170 
Satd. Flow {prot) 3433 3539 1583 3433 3539 1583 3433 5085 1583 3433 5085 1583 
Fit Pennltted 0.950 0.950 0.950 0.950 
Satd. Flow (perm) 3403 3539 1562 3413 3539 1562 3433 5085 1562 3431 5085 1563 
Satd. Flow (RTOR) 
Lane Group Flow (vph) 215 457 168 116 302 343 295 2313 84 342 2764 185 
Turn Type Prot Free Prot Free Prot Free Prot Free 
Protected Phases 7 4 3 8 5 2 1 6 
Pennitted Phases Free Free Free Free 
Total Split (s) 15.0 26.0 0.0 13.0 24.0 0.0 16.5 69.0 0.0 12.0 64.5 0.0 
Total Lost Time (s) 5.0 6.0 4.0 5.0 6.0 4.0 5.0 6.5 4.0 5.0 6.5 4.0 
Act Effct Green (s) 9.9 18.9 120.0 7.8 16.8 120.0 11.5 62.5 120.0 8.3 59.3 120.0 
Actuated g/C Ratio 0.08 0.16 1.00 0.06 0.14 1.00 0.10 0.52 1.00 O.Q7 0.49 1.00 
v/c Ratio 0.76 0.82 0.11 0.52 0.61 0.22 0.90 0.87 0.05 1.44 1.10 0.12 
Control Delay 71.5 61.7 0.1 58.4 58.6 0.3 83.1 30.0 0.1 257.7 81.6 0.2 
Queue Delay 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 
Total Delay 71.5 61.7 0.1 58.4 58.6 0.3 83.1 30.0 0.1 257.7 81.6 0.2 
LOS E E A E E A F c A F F A 
Approach Delay 51.9 32.3 34.9 95.3 
Approach LOS D c c F 
Queue Length 50th (ft) 85 180 0 43 114 0 118 555 0 -201 -906 0 
Queue Length 95th (ft) 103 200 0 69 158 0 #137 630 0 #187 #861 0 
Internal Link Dist (ft) 625 302 825 625 
Tum Bay Length (ft) 310 200 220 125 495 340 365 500 
Base Capacity (vph) 286 590 1562 229 531 1562 329 2648 1562 238 2515 1563 
Starvation Cap Reductn 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 
Spillback Cap Reductn 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 
Storage Cap Reductn 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 
Reduced vfc Ratio 0.75 0.77 0.11 0.51 0.57 0.22 0.90 0.87 0.05 1.44 1.10 0.12 

Intersection Summan: :',, ·. . . ~ 
' ... ~ ". : .· :· ) .. .:· .. 

Cycle length: 120 
Actuated Cycle Length: 120 
Offset: 0 (0%), Referenced to phase 2:NBT and 6:SBT, Start of Yellow 
Control Type: Actuated-Coordinated 
Maximum v/c Ratio: 1.44 
Intersection Signal Delay: 62.7 Intersection LOS: E 
Intersection capacity Utilization 82.9% ICU Level of SeiVice E 
Analysis Period (min) 15 
~ Volume exceeds capacity, queue Is theoretically infinite. 

Queue shown is maximum after two cycles. 
# 95th percentile volume exceeds capacity, queue may be longer. 

Queue shown is maximum after two cycles. 
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Queues Existing Conditions-PM Peak Hour 
2: Oxford Avenue & US 85 

/' -+ ~ .. +- ' "\ 
Lane Graul:! EBL EBT .... EBR WBL•·. WBT WBR NBL 
Lane Configurations ,~ tt ., 'ti"i tt '(I ~"i 
Volume (vph) 245 341 313 233 441 263 238 
Satd. Flow (prot) 3433 3539 1583 3433 3539 1583 3433 
Fit Permitted 0.950 0.950 0.950 
Satd. Flow (perm} 3433 3539 1562 3410 3539 1583 3432 
Satd. Flow (RTOR) 
Lane Group Aow (vph} 302 379 340 288 485 289 270 
Turn Type Prot Free Prot Free Prot 
Protected Phases 7 4 3 8 5 
Permitted Phases Free Free 
Total Split (s} 14.0 21.0 0.0 14.0 21.0 0.0 12.5 
Total Lost Time (s} 5.0 6.0 4.0 5.0 6.0 4.0 5.0 
Act Effct Green {s) 9.0 15.0 120.0 9.0 15.0 120.0 7.5 
Actuated g/C Ratio 0.08 0.12 1.00 0.08 0.12 1.00 0.06 
v/c Ratio 1.18 0.86 0.22 1.12 1.10 0.18 1.26 
Control Delay 159.7 70.7 0.3 137.1 113.6 0.2 192.7 
Queue Delay 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 
Total Delay 159.7 70.7 0.3 137.1 113.6 0.2 192.7 
LOS F E A F F A F 
Approach Delay 73.6 89.1 
Approach LOS E F 
Queue Length 50th (ft) -143 153 0 -136 ~209 0 -135 
Queue Length 95th (ft) #202 #235 0 m#188 m#312 mO #216 
Internal Unk Dist (ft) 625 302 
Turn Bay Length (ft) 310 200 220 125 495 
Base Capacity (vph} 257 442 1562 257 442 1583 215 
Starvation Cap Reductn 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 
Spillback Cap Reductn 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 
Storage Cap Reductn 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 
Reduced vic Ratio 1.18 0.86 0.22 1.12 1.10 0.18 1.26 

Intersection Summary 
Cycle Length: 120 
Actuated Cycle Length: 120 
Offset: 0 (0%), Referenced to phase 2:NBT and 6:SBT, Start of Yellow, Master Intersection 
Control Type: Actuated-Coordinated 
Maximum v/c Ratio: 1.26 
Intersection Signal Delay: 52.2 Intersection LOS: D 
Intersection Capacity Utilization 94.2% ICU Level of Service F 
Analysis Period (min) 15 
- Volume exceeds capacity, queue is theoretically infinite. 

Queue shown is maximum after two cycles. 
# 95th percentile volume exceeds capacity, queue may be longer. 

Queue shown is maximum after two cycles. 
m Volume for 95th percentile queue is metered by upstream signal. 
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Queues Existing Conditions-AM Peak Hour 
7: Oxford Avenue & NavaJo Street ,. ...... ... ., ...,_ 

' ~ 
LaneGroue EBL .. EBT . EBR. WBL WBT WBR NBL 
Lane Configurations ~ tt '(I lj +t+ '1 
Volume (vph) 210 312 115 8 387 10 193 
Satd. Flow (prot) 1770 3539 1583 1770 3514 0 1770 
Fit Permitted 0.360 0.516 0.707 
Satd. Flow (perm) 667 3539 1537 956 3514 0 1313 
Satd. Flow (RTOR) 151 7 
Lane Group Flow (vph) 253 400 151 12 516 0 227 
Turn Type pm+pt Perm pm+pt Perm 
Protected Phases 5 2 1 6 
Permitted Phases 2 2 6 8 
Total Split (s) 12.0 24.0 24.0 12.0 24.0 0.0 24.0 
Total Lost Time (s) 4.0 4.0 4.0 4.0 4.0 4.0 4.0 
Act Effct Green (s) 36.3 34.7 34.7 30.2 24.5 15.2 
Actuated g/C Ratio 0.60 0.58 0.58 0.50 0.41 0.25 
v/c Ratio 0.46 0.20 0.16 0.02 0.36 0.68 
Control Delay 16.4 9.4 6.4 6.6 14.3 30.1 
Queue Delay 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 
Total Delay 16.4 9.4 6.4 6.6 14.3 30.1 
LOS 8 A A A B c 
Approach Delay 11.0 14.1 
Approach LOS B B 
Queue Length 50th (ft) 100 71 13 2 68 72 
Queue Length 95th (ft) m112 m70 m16 6 93 115 
Internal link Dist (ft) 302 425 
Turn Bay Length (ft) 100 170 130 
Base Capacity {vph) 561 2048 953 627 1440 438 
Starvation Cap Reductn 0 0 0 0 0 0 
Splllback Cap Reductn 0 0 0 0 0 0 
Storage Cap Reductn 0 0 0 0 0 0 
Reduced v/c Ratio 0.45 0.20 0.16 0.02 0.36 0.52 

Intersection Summar.x . -. '~-' _: -~: -~-: 

Cycle Length: 60 
Actuated Cycle Length: 60 
Offset: 6 (10%), Referenced to phase 2:EBTL and 6:WBTL, Start of Yellow 
Control Type: Actuated-Coordinated 
Maximum v/c Ratio: 0.68 
Intersection Signal Delay: 15.2 Intersection LOS: B 
Intersection Capacity Utilization 52.3% ICU Level of Service A 
Analysis Period (min) 15 
m Volume for 95th percentile queue is metered by upstream signal. 

S rt d Ph ;pn san ases: 7 Oxti rd A 0 venue & N . !::t t aVElJO..., ree 
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Queues Existing Conditions-PM Peak Hour 
7: Oxford Avenue & Navajo Street 4/19/2012 

,..;. -+ .. .£' 
,._ 

' "' t ~ \,. ~ .ttl 
LaneGrOUE EBL EBT EBR WBL ,WBT· WBR NBL NBT NBR SBL SBT · SBR 
Lane Configurations l'j ++ 't' l'j +~ "i ~ • Volume (vph) 95 364 167 63 504 6 168 58 39 8 151 265 
Said. Flow (prot) 1770 3539 1583 1770 3522 0 1no 1724 0 0 1681 0 
Fit Pennitted 0.353 0.478 0.303 0.991 
Satd. Flow (penn) 656 3539 1546 889 3522 0 563 1724 0 0 1669 0 
Satd. Flow (RTOR) 243 5 52 159 
Lane Group Flow (vph) 112 418 243 103 589 0 189 116 0 0 503 0 
Tum Type pm+pt Perm pm+pt Perm Penn 
Protected Phases 5 2 1 6 8 4 
Permitted Phases 2 2 6 8 4 
Total Split (s) 11.0 23.0 23.0 11.0 23.0 0.0 26.0 26.0 0.0 26.0 26.0 0.0 
Total Lost Time (s) 4.0 4.0 4.0 4.0 4.0 4.0 4.0 4.0 4.0 4.0 4.0 4.0 
Act Effct Green (s) 28.3 22.8 22.8 28.2 22.7 20.5 20.5 20.5 
Actuated g/C Ratio 0.47 0.38 0.38 0.47 0.38 0.34 0.34 0.34 
v/c Ratio 0.26 0.31 0.33 0.20 0.44 0.98 0.19 0.74 
Control Delay 13.3 18.2 10.3 9.2 16.7 85.7 8.8 19.2 
Queue Delay 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 
Total Delay 13.3 18.2 10.3 9.2 16.7 85.7 8.8 19.2 
LOS B B B A 8 F A B 
Approach Delay 15.0 15.6 56.4 19.2 
Approach LOS B B E B 
Queue Length 50th (ft) 48 99 66 18 89 63 15 100 

· Queue Length 95th (ft) m68 m131 m97 26 129 #172 44 193 
Internal Link Dist (ft) 302 425 425 405 
Turn Bay Length (ft) 100 170 130 
Base Capacity (vph) 440 1343 737 522 1337 206 665 713 
Starvation Gap Reductn 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 
Spillback Cap Reductn 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 
Storage Cap Reductn 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 
Reduced v/c Ratio 0.25 0.31 0.33 0.20 0.44 0.92 0.17 0.71 

lntefs~tion Summa!! ., 

Cycle Length: 60 
Actuated Cycle length: 60 
Offset: 50 (83%), Referenced to phase 2:EBTL and 6:WBTL, Start of Yellow 
Control Type: Actuated-Coordinated 
Maximum v/c Ratio: 0.98 
Intersection Signal Delay: 21.7 Intersection LOS: C 
Intersection Capacity Utilization 67.8% ICU Level of Service c 
Analysis Period (min) 15 
# 95th percentile volume exceeds capacity, queue may be longer. 

Queue shown is maximum after two cycles. 
m Volume for 95th percentile queue is metered by upstream signal. 
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Queues Background Conditions-AM Peak Hour 
2: Oxford Avenue & US 85 

..)- ...... "). .(" ... ' "" laneGrou~ EBL EST EBR. WBL WBT .WBR.. NSL 
Lane Configurations 'lt'1 tt ., '1'i i-t rr 't"i 
Volume (vph} 165 370 140 100 260 305 225 
Satd. Flow (prot) 3433 3539 1583 3433 3539 1583 3433 
Fit Permitted 0.950 0.950 0.950 
Satd. Flow {perm) 3394 3539 1562 3405 3539 1562 3432 
Satd. Flow (RTOR) 
Lane Group Flow {vph) 179 402 152 109 283 332 245 
Turn Type Prot Free Prot Free Prot 
Protected Phases 7 4 3 8 5 
Permitted Phases Free Free 
Total Split {s) 17.0 31.0 0.0 14.0 28.0 0.0 17.0 
Total lost Time {s) 5.0 6.0 4.0 5.0 6.0 4.0 5.0 
Act Effct Green (s) 11.4 21.7 150.0 8.7 18.9 150.0 13.6 
Actuated giC Ratio 0.08 0.14 1.00 0.06 0.13 1.00 0.09 
v/cRatio 0.68 0.79 0.10 0.55 0.63 0.21 0.79 
Control Delay 81.2 73.1 0.1 77.4 62.1 0.3 84.7 
Queue Delay 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 
Total Delay 81.2 73.1 0.1 77.4 62.1 0.3 84.7 
LOS F E A E E A F 
Approach Delay 59.9 36.1 
Approach LOS E D 
Queue length 50th {ft) 89 201 0 55 122 0 122 
Queue Length 95th {ft) 131 257 0 88 162 0 #205 
Internal Link Dist (ft) 625 302 
Tum Bay Length (ft) 310 200 220 125 495 
Base Capacity (vph) 275 590 1562 206 519 1562 310 
Starvation Cap Reductn 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 
Spillback Cap Reductn 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 
Storage Cap Reductn 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 
Reduced v/c Ratio 0.65 0.68 0.10 0.53 0.55 0.21 0,79 

IntersectiOn Sumniarv 
Cycle Length: 150 
Actuated Cycle Length: 150 
Offset: 63 (42%), Referenced to phase 2:NBT and 6:SBT, Start of Yellow 
Control Type: Actuated-Coordinated 
Maximum v/c Ratio: 0.91 
Intersection Signal Delay: 38.6 Intersection LOS: D 
lntersectlon capacity Utilization 84.9% ICU level of Service E 
Analysis Period (min) 15 
# 95th percentile volume exceeds capacity, queue may be longer. 

Queue shown is maximum after two cycles. 
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Queues Background Conditions-PM Peak Hour 
2: Oxford Avenue & US 85 

; -+ ..... .,. ,._ 

' "' LaneGrou~ EBL EBT. EBR .WBL WBT WBR· NBL 
Lane Configurations 'l'i t+ ., ~"i +t ., 

~"' Volume {vph) 255 350 325 240 465 270 245 
Satd. Flow {prot) 3433 3539 1583 3433 3539 1583 3433 
Fit Permitted 0.950 0.950 0.950 
Satd. Flow (perm) 3404 3539 1562 3405 3539 1562 3433 
Satd. Flow (RTOR) 
Lane Group Flow (vph) 277 380 353 261 505 293 266 
Turn Type Prot Free Prot Free Prot 
Protected Phases 7 4 3 8 5 
Permitted Phases Free Free 
Total Split (s) 17.0 31.0 0.0 17.0 31.0 0.0 17.0 
Total Lost Trme (s) 5.0 6.0 4.0 5.0 6.0 4.0 5.0 
Act Effct Green (s) 12.0 24.2 150.0 12.0 24.2 150.0 12.8 
Actuated g/C Ratio 0.08 0.16 1.00 0.08 0.16 1.00 0.09 
v/c Ratio 1.01 0.67 0.23 0.95 0.89 0.19 0.91 
Control Delay 123.2 65.3 0.3 107.5 77.2 0.2 101.1 
Queue Delay 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 1.0 0.0 0.0 
Total Delay 123.2 65.3 0.3 107.5 78.2 0.2 101.1 
LOS F E A F E A F 
Approach Delay 58.5 63.8 
Approach LOS E E 
Queue Length 50th (ft) -143 185 0 137 272 0 136 
Queue Length 95th (ft) #243 243 0 m#186 m310 mO #229 
Internal Link Dis! (ft} 625 302 
Turn Bay Length (ft) 310 200 220 125 495 
Base Capacity (vph} 275 590 1562 275 590 1562 292 
Starvation Cap Reductn 0 0 0 0 14 0 0 
Spillback Cap Reductn 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 
Storage Cap Reductn 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 
Reduced v/c Ratio 1.01 0.64 0.23 0.95 0.88 0.19 0.91 

Intersection Summa!l --- -,,' .. "~ 

Cycle Length: 150 
Actuated Cycle Length: 150 
Offset: 24 {16%}, Referenced to phase 2:NBT and 6:SBT, Start of Yellow 
Control Type: Actuated-Coordinated 
Maximum v/c Ratio: 1.08 
Intersection Signal Delay: 59.5 Intersection LOS: E 
Intersection Capacity Utilization 97.1% lCU Level of Service F 
Analysis Period (min) 15 
- Volume exceeds capacity, queue is theoretically infinite. 

Queue shown is maximum after two cycles. 
# 95th percentile volume exceeds capacity, queue may be longer. 

Queue shown is maximum after two cycles. 
m Volume for 95th percentile queue is metered by upstream signal. 
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Queues Background Conditions·AM Peak Hour 
7: Oxford Avenue & Navajo Street 

...J __,.. ~ .£ +- ' "\ 
Lane Graue .· , EBL EBT EBR WBL WBT, WBR ·· NBL 
lane Configurations .., ++ '{' ~ tt+ "' Volume (vph) 220 325 120 10 400 10 205 
Satd. Flow (prot) 1770 3539 1583 1770 3522 0 1770 
Fit Pennitted 0.425 0.540 0.664 
Satd. Flow {perm) 786 3539 1533 999 3522 0 1233 
Satd. Flow (RTOR) 130 4 
Lane Group Flow (vph) 239 353 130 11 446 0 223 
Tum Type pm+pt Perm pm+pt Perm 
Protected Phases 5 2 1 6 
Permitted Phases 2 2 6 8 
Total Split (s} 12.0 36.0 36.0 12.0 36.0 0.0 27.0 
Total lost Time (s) 4.0 4.0 4.0 4.0 4.0 4.0 4.0 
Act Effct Green (s) 48.7 47.1 47.1 42.6 36.9 17.8 
Actuated g/C Ratio 0.65 0.63 0.63 0.57 0.49 0.24 
v/cRatio 0.39 0.16 0.13 0.02 0.26 0.76 
Control Delay 14.7 8.7 6.0 6.5 12.6 42.8 
Queue Delay 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 
Total Delay 14.7 8.7 6.0 6.5 12.6 42.8 
LOS B A A A 8 D 
Approach Delay 10.2 12.4 
Approach LOS B 8 
Queue length 50th (ft) 86 65 21 2 62 96 
Queue Length 95th (ft) m154 m91 m48 8 100 159 
Internal Link Dist (ft} 302 425 
Tum Bay Length (ft) 100 170 130 
Base Capacity (vph) 623 2224 1012 681 1736 378 
Starvation Cap Reductn 0 0 0 0 0 0 
Spillback Cap Reductn 0 0 0 0 0 0 
Storage Cap Reductn 0 0 0 0 0 0 
Reduced v/c Ratio 0.38 0.16 . 0.13 0.02 0.26 0.59 

Intersection Summa!! 
Cycle Length: 75 
Actuated Cycle Length: 75 
Offset: 14 (19%), Referenced to phase 2:EBTL and 6:WBTL, Start of 1st Green 
Control Type: Actuated-Coordinated 
Maximum v/c Ratio: 0.76 
Intersection Signal Delay: 17.1 Intersection LOS: B 
lrltersection Capacity Utilization 53.5% ICU Level of Service A 
Analysis Period (min) 15 
m Volume for 95th percentile queue is metered by upstream signal. 

Splits and Phases· 7· Oxford Avenue & Navajo Street 
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Queues 
7: Navajo Street/Windermere Street & Oxford Avenue 

Background Conditions-AM Peak Hour 
8/24/2012 

t 
~:,.r.•-:::cr~~i.:flil:ixl'~ '':lllliiiif& -~"' mt~-:iit· -~···~'""m.i··~·~~!im!'if'i~'~ 
M§rfli)!.G.G{).uP.~~!~~4AAeta•i!lim~iB~~JIW~W~Na~l!l@t~~a~s8~s~ 
Lane Configurations . . '1 ++ (' 'I tj. . . 'I 1'+ 4 
Volume (vph) · 220 3~5 1f0 10 400 10 205 170 • 3~: .. ·· .. ·~·.·. 45 60 
Satd. Flow (prot) 1770 3539 1583 1770 3522 0 1770 1808 0 0 1706 0 
Fit Pennitteo · · · · 0.4'M. 6.54o 0.357 ' · ;il978 
Satd. Flow (penrn) 748 3539 1533 999 3522 0 663 1808 0 0 1672 
Satd. Flow (R:TOR) · 131: · 3 · J~, :' 6s 
Lane Group Flow (vph) 239 353 130 11 446 0 223 223 0 119 
Tum Type ·:,· · .· . pmt~I . NA l?emf·<p17J+pt. NA pm+pt ·· NA • 
Protected Phases 5 2 1 6 3 4 
Penniited!Ph1l~19.s :: 1 · 1_·r~':. · ·6 · . . 
Total Sptit (s) 16.0 33.0 33.0 8.0 25.0 20.0 
TotalbostTime:@:·· '... .·A;q·. · 4'.QI>Y(1;Q.•: 4.0 ~q~~~-
Act Effct Green (s) 46.8 44.8 44.8 38.2 32.5 8.3 
Actua~··gtc: Ratiq. ·.· ~;, 1 

;/ -QI~~t;F,pi§o,. . '6;§IX'<·'0.'5.~Y .-. o.4a· ·· · .: (,?r~,: ~- o~;i1' 
v/c Ratio 0.39 0.17 0.13 0.02 0.29 0.45 0.49 
COntrci[)elay 2(j;~(t< 1?i§' 8;$ . 8.2 Hi~~- 22,,~~-~ 24:7 · 
Queue Delay 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 
TotaJoelay · 2q;?;~, 12;6, . s:$: s!? 16:~:: .a3,3, 22iS::<~ 22:r: 
LOS C B A A B C C C 
APproadi Delay <14~6 : {~A 2~:(Y 22;T 
Approach LOS B B C C 
Queue:l1engttl'50th(ft) · 1'70 1Q2. }4 2 70 84 . - '77]- ?4 · 
Queue Length 95th (ft) m250 m157 m93 9 127 132 124 67 
Internal Lin~ Dist(ft). 302 . · ... 425 . · ~-2~ 46~ · 
Tum Bay Length (ft) 100 170 
Base Capadty,(vgh) · 637 567 · 
Starvation Cap Reductn 0 0 
Spillback Cap R~d.uc:tri · · 0 . · 0 
Storage Cap Reductn 0 0 
ReducedV/cRatio . o:3f. ._ 0.()2::" 

Actuated Cycle Length: 75 
Offset: o (0%); Reten3nce<f19J>ha.§~ 2.:EBTL and 6:WBTL, St!:!rfoftstGr~en 
Control Type: Actuated-Coordinated 
Maximum v/c Ratio: 0:$~ _( " ·· · · · 
Intersection Signal Delay: 19.1 
Intersection Capa9ity Utili.zatiorl.s3.5% 
Analysis Period (min) 15. . . . 

Intersection LOS: B 
· ICU i.:evelof Service A 

m Volume fo~ 95th perCentile queue is m.€!tered by upstream signal: 

Street/Windermere Street & Oxford Avenue 

··. 73?· . 
0 
9 
0 

0.301 • 

0 

0 
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Queues Background Conditions-PM Peak Hour 
7: Oxford Avenue & Navajo Street 

; -+ ~ ~ 
4- ' "' lane Groue EBL. .. EBL. . .. EBR .... WBL WBT .WBR .. NBL · .. ·. 

lane Configurations " ++ 1' " 
,,.. lj 

Volume {vph) 100 375 195 65 520 5 180 
Satd. Flow {prot) 1770 3539 1583 1770 3535 0 1770 
Fit Permitted 0.382 0.497 0.241 
Satd. Flow {perm) 708 3539 1533 920 3535 0 448 
Satd. Flow {RTOR) 212 1 
Lane Group Flow (vph) 109 408 212 71 570 0 196 
Tum Type pm+pt Perm pm+pt Perm 
Protected PhaseS 5 2 1 6 
Permitted Phases 2 2 6 8 
Total Split {s) 12.0 36.0 36.0 12.0 36.0 0.0 27.0 
Total Lost Time (s) 4.0 4.0 4.0 4.0 4.0 4.0 4.0 
Act Effct Green (s) 41.8 35.8 35.8 41.0 35.4 22.4 
Actuated g/C Ratio 0.56 0.48 0.48 0.55 0.47 0.30 
v/c Ratio 0.22 0.24 0.25 0.12 0.34 1.47 
Control Delay 6.0 12.3 6.4 7.4 14.2 273.3 
Queue Delay 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 55.4 
Total Delay 6.0 12.3 6.4 7.4 14.2 328.7 
LOS A B A A B F 
Approach Delay 9.6 13.5 
Approach LOS A 8 
Queue Length 50th (ft) 14 145 92 13 90 -126 
Queue Length 95th (ft) m27 m200 m146 29 130 #248 
Internal Link Dist (ft) 302 425 
Tum Bay Length (ft) 100 170 130 
Base Capacity (vph) 511 1687 842 603 1667 137 
Starvation Cap Reductn 0 0 0 0 0 0 
Spillbai::k Cap Reductn 0 0 0 0 0 11 
Storage Cap Reductn 0 0 0 0 0 0 
Reduced v/c Ratio 0.21 0.24 0.25 0.12 0.34 1.56 

lnten;ecaoo Stirnmarx .·· · 
Cycle Length: 75 
Actuated Cycle Length: 75 
Offset: 14 (19%), Referenced to phase 2:EBTL and 6:WBTL, Start of 1st Green 
Control Type: Actuated-Coordinated 
Maximum v/c Ratio: 1.47 
Intersection Signal Delay: 45.8 Intersection LOS: D 
InterSection Capacity Utilization 69.9% ICU Level of Service C 
Analysis Period (min) 15 
- Volume exceeds capacity, queue is theoretically infinite. 

Queue shown is maximum after two cycles. 
# 95th percentile volume exceeds capacity, queue may be longer. 

Queue shown is maximum after two cycles. 
m Volume for 95th percentile queue is metered by upstream signal. 

Baseline 

t I" 
NBT .. NBR 

1+ 
60 40 

1738 0 

1738 0 
43 

108 0 

8 

27.0 0.0 
4.0 4.0 

22.4 
0.30 
0.20 
13.4 
0.0 

13.4 
B 

216.7 
F 

22 
56 

425 

563 
0 
0 
0 

0.19 

4/19/2012 

\.. + ./ 
.. SBL.-" SBT . SBR 

10 
0 

0 

0 
Perm 

4 
27.0 
4.0 

• 160 275 
1689 0 

0.994 
1681 0 
112 
484 0 

4 

27.0 0.0 
4.0 4.0 

22.4 
0.30 
0.83 
33.2 

2.6 
35.8 

D 
35.8 

D 
160 

#322 
405 

593 
0 

43 
0 

0.88 
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Queues 
7: Oxford Avenue & Navajo Street 

S lits and Phases: 7: Oxford Avenue & Nav ·o Street 

Baseline 

Background Conditions-PM Peak Hour 
4/19/2012 
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Queues 
7: Navajo Street/Windermere Street & Oxford Avenue 

Background Conditions-PM Peak Hour 
8/24/2012 

Lane Configurations 'I +t '(I 'I +ft. 'I t+ .:t. 
Volume (vph) 100 375 195 65 520 5 180 60 40 10 160 . 275 
Satd. Flow (prot) 1770 3539 1583 1770 3535 0 1770 1738 0 0 1689 0 
Fit Permitted 0.334 o:463 0.198 · 0,994; 
Satd. Flow (perm) 619 3539 1533 857 3535 0 369 1738 0 0 1681 
Satd~ Flow (RTOR) · 212 1 .· 43 12,1 
Lane Group Flow (vph) 109 408 212 71 570 0 196 108 0 0 484 
TymTy~ pm+pt · ~A. Peim · pm+pt <N.A ·pm+pt NA Perrn · NA· . 
Protected Phases 5 2 1 6 3 B 4 
Permf~~d·Phases · · 2< : ?.-c'; 6 . ·8 ... ' 4 
Total Split (s) 8.0 25.0 25.0 8.0 25.0 11.0 42.0 31.0 
fo@J9StTime(s) 4.Q· ·.· ·A~o: ~9:·J· '4.o · 4.Q>c' . · · ~.Q· · 4,0 
ActEffctGreen (s) 31.2 26.6 26.6 30.7 26.3 32.9 32.9 
Actu.af~dg/CRatio 6:42;, :q~~$· ,;q~~$=;·· o;;t1, ·. qi3~'.. : .. 'o'.4f· 0.44 
v/cRatio 0.32 0.33 0.31 0.17 0.46 0.67 0.14 
QontrotDelay 14.8 · t5:l · · &.1'> · · 1~.<f 22.~ . :24.5. 1:2 
Queue Delay 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 
totali:!elay 14.8 · 1s:g·. ~.1' 1s;o . 22:~. 24 .. 5. 1.2 
WS 8 B A B C C A 
ApproachDelay · ·. 13.1' 2·1.5 · 18.4 
Approach LOS B C B 
Queue Length 50th (ft) 40. · 11.1 44 · 19 118 · s3 16 
Queue Length 95th (ft) m59 m164 m78 46 169 #86 38 
lnt~mal Link Dlst (ft) · 302 · 4~5. 425 
TumBayLength(ft) 100 170 130 
Base Capacity (vpli) 345 1254 680 • 417 1242· 292 901 
Starvation Cap Reductn 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 
Spillback Cap R6ductn 0 0 b . 0 40 1 0 
Storage Cap Reductn 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 
RedUced v/c Ratio 0.32 · 0.33 · _ 0.31, . 0.17 OA7 0.67 · 0.12 

Actuated Cycle Length: 75 
offs£),i: 0 (0%), Referenced to phase 2:EBTLand.6:WB~. Start of 1st Gre~n 
Control Type: Actuated-Coordinated 
Maximum v/c Ratio: 0;84 
Intersection Signal Delay: 20.6 
Intersection Capacity Utilization 69.9% 
Analysis Period (min) 15 

Intersection LOS: C 
. ICU Levei of 8ervi.ee C 

# 95th percentile volume exceeds capacity, queue may. be longer; 
Queue shown is maximum after two cycles. 

m Volume for 95th percentile queue is metered by upstream signal. 

s plits an dPh ases: 7N ·s tJVV 8V8]0 tree indermere street 0 ord Avenue 
' 

-("' ~1 :;_l.lll2(R) "\ 03 ft..04 

31.0 
: :4'.o: 
21.9 

'0;29:'·" 
0.84 
31:8:'':.,. 

0.1 
.. ' 32:0' 

c 
32;p· 

c 
155 
252 
405 

6~ 
0 

10 
0 

-0.72 

Stii~n II ;g~~-·~"""'~~r~' I fii~l II ~l ~~-~ 
.,)- fl!5 "'.· lll6[R) 

4 't ll!8 

0 

0 

II 
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Oxford Station Traffic Impact Analysis 

APPENDIX E TRAFFIC SIGNAL WARRANT ANALYSIS- WARRANT 3, 
PEAK HOUR 

•r· FELSBURG ,._HOLT & 
ULLEVI G AppendixE 
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2 OR MORE LANES & 2 OR MORE LANES 

r--..llld---+~-+----1 150* 

~--~--~--t---t---~--J---J-__ J_~~~~~~==~==~--~100* 
es98,64 766,35 

• 
400 500 600 700 BOO 900 1000 1100 1200 1300 1400 1500 1600 1700 1800 

MAJOR STREET· TOTAL OF BOTH APPROACHES
VEHICLES PER HOUR (VPH) 

* Note:150 vph applies as the lower threshold volume for a minor street 
approach with two or more lanes and 100 vph applies as the lower 
threshold volume for a minor street approach with one lane. 

• = AM Peak Hour 

a = PM Peak Hour 

Appendix E 
Warrant 3, Peak Hour 



Oxford Station Traffic Impact Analysis 

APPENDIX F TRAFFIC ANALYSIS WORKSHEETS- BUILD-OUT 
CONDITIONS 

•r~ FELSBURO 
.HOLT & 

ULLEVIG AppendixF 



Queues 
2: Oxford Avenue & US 85 

Build-Out Conditions-AM Peak Hour 
8/24/2012 

t 
'"'~..,.,.,_.-,:,1:mr~~e~ !BiF" · .~~ ·'im!imfrll'~~"~llmf!&!m'·'·~fli~$B~s ~~ ~.MekGr!i>.upu~~=-~m-~~~s~w~~~~Na~NBii~,!J~:_;_~~~~l!im 
Lane Configurations 'i"i ++ r' "1"1 ++ r' 'i'i +++ '(' 'i'i +++ '(' 
Volume (vPh) 165 310 140 120 ?~_5 3~Q. 22§ 2150 75 · g30 2~5 . 175 
Satd. Flow (prot) 3433 3539 1583 3433 3539 1583 3433 5085 1583 3433 5085 1583 
Fit Permitted o.~5o o.95o · _ ~ · • ·. M§O. .'. · ·. c>.~so · · 
Satd. Flow (penn) 3394 3539 1562 3405 3539 1562 3432 5085 1562 3431 5085 1563 
satd: Fl()wJ(I~TOR) . _ . . 
LaneGroupFiow(vph) 179 402 152 130 288 359 245 2337 82 250 2571 190 
r t · ·· Prot NA .. ·· .. · FreEr· Prot ',:JIJA; .. Free.· .. ·.·.·.·.·. _P_:·f.o .... -t.·_~··.··. NA. ·.F,r:ee .. · .. · 'P.rot< -··NA.·. Free -um·;y~.c 

Protected Phases 7 4 3 8 5 2 1 6 
Pefir,\i~Hi6a,s'~s. FreEv Free ~=~· 
Total Split(s) 17.0 31.0 14.0 28.0 17.0 90.0 15.0 88.0 
rtai'IJ.·sff:'"····(·)··... so· so so ·5o · ... ·.···- ·_···s.:.o.··._.· "6.:5.-.... ····· 0 ~! ~·_q ~~:_:IQJ~'S ~: · i \ ' . · ·. ~ <L , .. :· 
ActEffctGreen(s} 11.4 21.7 150.0 8.8 19.1 150.0 13.6 83.5 150.0 13.5 83.4 150.0 
Ac~~~4·9tc;R~~il:: ··· · ·· •· o.:9~;-;_, o.tf. :, 1~9q: · o~96 ·o~1-~:i'• ::+;Q,~t• ./a:~;.:· :Q]§;~:i'.''}Q~~·",·~!tq~r)';9;§'9:,.: .·1'.0Q 
vic Ratio 0.69 0.79 0.10 0.65 0.64 0.23 0.79 0.83 0.05 0.81 0.91 0.12 
Coiltj'olr~~y· 81ij(\. _,73}. o:l 83:4 t?.:El < · 0:·~ ··. ij18L .3o~·g; -<Q:k ,:'i~~:'?J: : ~6:2· · .· Q:f 
Queue Delay 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 
TotaH!leiay· at3.;<73.( 0~1 83.4 ·. 72:6,:. ·0:3:· 8~t&~:. 3Qi5;~· o~r· :~a6:i 35;2_: ·o.2 
LOS F E A F E A F C A F D A 
Apprqacti'OEi'lay. · 60,0 .4tO · · : 34$i- ·· · $8:6 · 
Approach LOS E D C D 
QueueL~nQtt1:@th:@'. a~:. 20t .. o 64 155 o -· 1~J; ~- 66$ o · . J?~.. 8~7 . o 
Queue Length 95th (ft) 131 257 0 103 203 0 #205 730 0 #235 902 0 
lntemai:Li!J~ ~~~t·(ft) · · 625 302 . · .. 825 _ ··625 •· 
Tum Bay Length (ft) 310 125 365 
Base Capacil),;(yp,h) 274 1562· 283()' · • 368• · 
Starvation Cap Reductn 0 0 0 0 
Spillback Cap Rl;ldi.l¢tn 0 q. · 0 • · (} 
Storage Cap Reductn 0 0 0 0 
Reduced.v/c Rati,o · ~ 0.65 0.2,3.... ·. 0.83': . 6:81 

Actuated CycleLength: 150 
Offset: 63 (42°/o);_R~ft:lrell~<! to· phase 2:N~T and 6:SBT,. Start of Yellow 
Control Type: Actuated-Coordinated · 
Maximum v/c Ratig:;oi91. . . .. -
Intersection Signal Delay: 39.3 Intersection LOS: D 
Intersection Capacily:Utili.~tion 00.0% ICU Level of Service E. 
Analysis Period (min) 15 
# 95th percentile volum&exeeeds capacity, queue may be longer. 

Queue shown is maximum after two cycles. 

Baseline Synchro 7 - Report 
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Queues 
2: Oxford Avenue & US 85 

Build-Out Conditions-PM Peak Hour 
8124/2012 

f 
l!ahil~ri~~~~~eil.liiletMI§ejji~iiiti~Ati~_e11mfB1..~6J"i---sil 
Lane Configurations "1"1 ++ f' "1"1 ++ 'f' 'i"' +++ '(' 'i"' +++ '(' 
Volume (vph) 255 355 325. 250 416 2~5 245 2015 135 239 ?~~ 1~5 
Satd. Flow (prot) 3433 3539 1583 3433 3539 1583 3433 5085 1583 3433 5085 1583 
Fit Permitted 0~9.50 0:950 · 0.950 · 0~~6 
Satd. Flow (perm) 3405 3539 1562 3405 3539 1562 3433 5085 1562 3431 5085 1563 
Satd; Flow (RTOR) . 
Lane Group Flow (vph) 277 386 

NA 
4 

353 272 511 310 
NA·.:. Fr~ 

8 
TurhTyp~ · Pro~ Free . Prot 

3 Protected Phases 7 
l?efmitted Phases 
Total Split (s) 
Totai(LosfTlme (s) 
Act Effct Green (s) 
Act_u~t~d 9/C Ratio · 
v/c Ratio 
¢ontroi'Delay 
Queue Delay 
To~I'DSJay 
LOS 

Free _Free 
17.0 31.0 17.0 31.0 

,· __ $.9 ; ' S;O- _:5.Qr?'~-/&JtF' 
12.0 24.3 150.0 12.0 24.3 150.0 
c~:os.· . o~1s ,~- . uo ~ o:Q~'~: To;jJfY: .1\bQ 
1.01 0.67 0.23 0.99 0.69 0.20 

124~0 65.5. oj'' . Hi~· .. i~:~::~ ·9:2 
0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.6 0.0 

124;0 65.?- M t17i· ··11.1 r 0(2 
F E A F E A 

. 56.8 . -~5~3·; 
E E 

266 
Prot 

5 

17.0 
5.0 

12.7 
' 0.08"c 

0.92 
102.5 

0.0 
10?.5 

F 
APproach Delay 
Approach LOS 
Queue Length 50th(ft) 
Queue Length 95th (ft) 
Internal unk: Dist (ft) 
Tum Bay Length (ft) 
§ase (;apacity (vphJ 
Starvation Cap Reductn 
SpiUbaclt:Cap R~d4ctn 
Storage Cap Reductn 
Redu6ed v/c Ratio 

-143 
#243 

188 0 143 ~~§::· ·0 ... 136 
247 0 m#241 #338 0 #229 
625 . 302 '• 

Actuated Cycle Length: 150 ... · .. 
offset ?4 (16%), Referenced to phase 2:NBT and 6:SBT, Start ofYelow 
Control Type: Actuated-Coordinated 
Max_imum v/c Ratio: 1.06. 
Intersection Signal Delay: 60.3 
lnterseetiqn Capacity Utilization 97.2% 
Analysis Period (min) 15 
- Volume exceeds cap~;~city, queue is theoretically infinite. 

Queue shown is maximum after two cycles. 

Intersection LOS: E 
ICU Level Oi §eF/iqe F · 

# 95th percentile volume exceeds capacity, queue may be longer. '_ 
Queue shown is maximum after two cycles. 

m Volume for 95th percentile queue is metered by upstream signal. 

2190 
NA 

2 

85.0 
6.5 

79.2 
0.53: 
0.82 
32.7 
0.0 

32.7 
c 

38.0 
D 
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147 250 2875 136 
Fr~e , Pro~ NK·-· fr~ 

6 

150.0 
t.QQ 
0.09 

o:1 . 
0.0 

. 0.1. 
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. . ·r Flee 
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- ~fQf;_:, ·: !f§·~~~ . 
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103.!5:' fft'~:> 9!1. 
0.0 0.0 0.0 
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Queues 
7: Oxford Avenue & Windermere Street 

Build-Out Conditions-AM Peak Hour 
8/24/2012 

Lane Configurations 'I ++ l' 'I +t. 'I ft. .t. 
Volume (vph} 220 32~ 130 15 400 AO ·· 2~5 · 170 · . 40 5 · 45 
Satd. Flow (prot) 1770 3539 1583 1770 3522 0 1770 1811 0 0 1706 
Fit Permitted 0.403: 0.540 · · Q.682 o.98~ · · 
Satd. Flow (perm} 746 3539 1583 1006 3522 0 1270 1811 0 0 1691 
Satd. Fiow (RTOR) 14.1 3 . 18 . Sq · 
LaneGroupFiow(vph} 239 353 141 16 446 0 277 228 0 0 119 
Turri Type piTl+pt NA PeiTri pm+pt NA ·:· .;l?erm N~; · · Perm · ·· NA· 
Protected Phases 5 2 1 6 8 4 
Permi~fitj:Phas~s · 2 · · 6 . 
Total Split (s) 18.0 34.0 34.0 8.0 24.0 
Tota!Losrnmets). ·· ·~· ~o:. ;.4:0 A.Q'< · 4.0 . 4.0 
ActEffctGreen (s} 45.7 44.1 44.1 36.7 31.4 
Actu~ted g/C Ratio M1ii . 0..~5~·: 0:59 · 0.49 · 0.42 
vic Ratio 0.40 0.17 0.14 0.03 0.30 
Control Delay · "7/F · .·?,,& · 1.5 9.3 17.4; 
Queue Delay 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 
Total Delay 7:2·· . '2.$. 1.5 9.3 17.4 .. 
WS A A A A B 
Approach Delay · · · :tg 17.2 
Approach LOS A B 
Queue Length 50th (ft} · 17 · 3 . · 0 3 70 · 
Queue Length 95th (ft} m54 m115 m60 12 133 
Internal Link Dist (ft) 302 · · 425 
Tum Bay Length (ft} 100 
BaseCapaclty(vP~) . 645. ·· 2079· · 
Starvation Cap Reductn 0 0 
Spillback C!,!p Re<:luctn o: . Q. 
Storage Cap Reductn 0 0 
Reduced v/c Ratio . i 0.37 0.17 

Actuated Cycle Length: 75 
Offset: 32 (43%), Reference. q'to ph{;l5e2:EBTL and 6:WBTL, Start of 1st Green. --·· . -·-· . . . --
Control Type: Actuated-Coordinated 
Maximum v/c Ratio: 0.71 · · · 

33.0 33.0 
> ;;4.0,: 

21.3 21.3 
2Qt.~',:~, o.:%8i: · · · .. 
0.77 0.43 

·. :3B;g ; <~1~3' 
0.0 0.0 

. ·38:g : 2t3; .. 
D C 

·30.5' 
c 

.. 116 78 
174 118 

·389 

Intersection Signal Delay: 15.0 
Intersection ~pacity Utilization 56.3% 
Analysis Period (min) 15 

Intersection LOS: B 
ICU Level of Service B 

m Volume for 95th percenUie queue is metered by upstream signal. 

33.0 33.0 
'4\d ... 

21.3 
· ·· ,·o;?ij~t·,, 

0.23 
:-:ro:9 .:.~: 

0.0 
..•'16:9,' 

A 
•10~9 ' . 

A 
18 ' ' ; .. ~ . 
47 

. '465 

60 
0 

0 

0 

Baseline Synchro 7 • Report 
Page 1 



Queues 
7: Oxford Avenue & Windermere Street 

Build-Out Conditions-AM Peak Hour 
8/24/2012 

t 
ij!~'f;~~~alliii$,..._mPili.e~-til81lkBI!II19tJiltl~'S~JJ;,~s$11lt~Ei!T-
Lane Configurations "' ++ r' 'i +,. "' 't. 4t-
Volume (vph) 220 ~25 13() 15 400_ 10 255 170 . 40 5 · 45 ~0 
Satd. Flow (prot) 1770 3539 1583 1770 3522 0 1770 1811 0 0 1706 0 
Fit Permitted o.388 o:~o · · Q.3?7 o.~_i7: 
Satd.Fiow(perm) 719 3539 1583 1006 3522 0 665 1811 0 0 1670 0 
SatQ. fJcivt(RTOR) · . -141~ ' < 3 20 .. 6$ 
LaneGroupFiow(vph) 239 353 141 16 446 0 277 228 0 0 119 0 
TUmJyp~. pm+pt .NA· ·Pem{. pm+p~' . NA: ~-P.m+pf NA. PeiT!l NA ··. 
Protected Phases 5 2 1 6 3 8 4 
·Peifi.l~i&hj3ses 2 £?.· . : ~~ . . · 4 . , 
Total Split (s) 15.0 30.0 30.0 8.0 23.0 17.0 37.0 20.0 20.0 
tot~ir~i?§fTime<s) 4:Q .zko··. '<4r§~::.:;; .. 4~or:··;:. :~:q;: .. ;> AD:· ·. ~tb' 
Act Effct Green (s) 44.1 42.0 42.0 35.3 29.4 22.9 22.9 8.3 
.b.Cfu<!@I9Jc:i~~~o o.s9 ·. _o:s~·: s·q~§§f~"·:;:;q;~?10'7Qf39/r : .;Qi~1{~·.'.o)±· o>1;(:. 
v/c Ratio 0.42 0.18 0.15 0.03 0.32 0.72 0.40 0.49 
¢ohtrdi,Q~ay · 8:6 3;o: . ".1;4',, · · 9_/i · jg,,f ' • · 3.tf:,, ·.19,5 2~!7··. 
Queue Delay 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 
fot~f'Piil~y· 8;o 3~o ::t~s;::: 9f· 19J.. . 3ft::· .. 19.5'· 22;t·.· · 
LOS A A A A · B C B C 
A'PI?roacll: be!ay 4.4 ,.__ . · · 18;7 ·. · · · 25.9 22:1 
~~~ A B C C 
queu~·l;,engtll5Qtly (ft) 19 3 - 0. 3 . 76 1Q1. 72 · 24 
Queue Length 95th (ft) m57 m137 m73 13 136 152 116 67 
lnt~h!ai:IJn~·fDist,(ft) · 302 · · 42$· 389· .· 405 
Turn Bay Length(ft} 170 420 
Bas~ c~paCity (VJ?h) · ~33 .: · 3~c. 
Starvation Cap Reductn 0 0 
Spil!ba~k cap:f~~~yGtn o · 0 " 
Storage Cap Reductn 0 0 
Reduced v/cRa~r{ c·O':p3. ~ . 0:(0 

Actuated Cycle Length: 75 
~~_35·(47~)~~jf{jtE3reocecl tophase 2:EBT~.and 6:WBTL, $tart of, 1st Green · 
Control Type: Actuated-Coordinated 
Maxift1llm v/c ~~ti:<)r; 0.72 · 
Intersection Signal Delay: 15.2 Intersection LOS: B 
lntersectiortc~pf2Clty Utilization 56.3% icuLevel•ot Se!Vice·s · 
Analysis Period (min) 15 
m Volume for 95th percentile queue is metered by upstream signal. 

7: Oxford Aven & Windermere 

Baseline Synchro 7 • Report 
Page 1 



Queues 
7: Navajo Street/Windermere Street & Oxford Avenue 

Build-Out Conditions-PM Peak Hour 
8/24/2012 

t 
[ali~RiftiPJf~~{~\ti:ts~li~)s~warjiWJRIJ}llaBQ..ellfjiii(Slll\l~i~ 
Lane Configurations 1lj ++ 'f' 1lj +t. 1lj ). 4+ 
Volume(vph) 100. 375 245 70 5~9 · 5 2Q5 · 65 45\ .10 16~ 275 
Satd. Flow(prot) 1770 3539 1583 1770 3535 0 1770 1749 0 0 1690 0 
Fit Permitted . 0.357 0.488 . 0:31.5 . 0:995 . 
Satd. Flow (perm) 662 3539 1583 909 3535 o 587 1749 o o 1683 
Satd: Flow(RTOR) 266 1• . .. 49 .}53 
Lane Group Flow (vph) 109 408 266 76 570 0 223 120 0 0 · 489 
Tum T~ · pm'~'pt NA Perm pm+pt ~A· · · P.err.n ; NA · Per¥·' . ~A 
Protected Phases 5 2 1 6 8 4 
Peffl.litle<fPhAses ~; . ~ 6 
Total Split(s} 10.0 24.0 24.0 9.0 23.0 
Total !:cQSUrl~(s} fl:Q~ · '4:CF 4:9 4.0 · 4.0 
Act Effct Green (s) 37.2 31.3 31.3 35.9 30.6 
Actuatedg/qRatio •. Q\$9f:., · QiflZ·. · o.42:. o.48 . q.4.1' · 
v/c Ratio 0.25 0.28 0.33 0.15 0.39 
controiQelay· ._ _,,;9:t, 12.8 6:9. 13.o· 2o:t· 
Queue Delay 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 
Total Delay 9J 12.8 6.9 13.0 20.1. . 
LOS A 8 A 8 C 
Approach Delay 16.3· 19.2-
Approach LOS 8 8 
Queue Length 50th (m 33· 84 72 17 . · 1.03 ·. 
Queue Length 95th (ft) m60 m105 m96 48 176 
Internal Link Dist (ft) ·_ · · · 302 · 425 . · 
Tum Bay Length (ft) 
Base Capacity (vpn)' · • 
Starvation Cap Reductn 
Spillback Cap Recl~ctn 
Storage Cap Reductn 
Reduced v/c Ratio 

cycle·· 
Actuated Cycle Length: 75 
Offset 70 (93%), Referenced to phase 2:EBTL and 6:WBTL, Start of 1st Green .. 
Control Type: Actuated-Coordinated 

Intersection LOS: C 

42.0 42.0 
-~.4!.0 .·• .• 1~Q . 
27.2 27.2 

u: Q,3§;•· ~0)~':. 
1.05 0.18 

.... 9!t9'' ' ~;~ 
0.0 0.0 

§8;9 / ·~~:., . 
F A 

.. 194 
#203 

· si.:f "· · 
E 

21 
41 

397 

Maximum vic Ratio' 1.05 · 
Intersection Signal Delay: 23.1 
Intersection Capacity Utilization 71 , 1% 
Analysis Period (min) 15 

ICU Level Of'Sennqe c · 

- Volume exceeds capaCity, queue is theoretically infinite. 
Queue shown is maximum after two cycles. 

# 95th percentile volume ex~eds capacity, queue may be longer. 
Queue shown is maximum after two cycles. 

m Volume for 95th percenHie queue Is metered by upstream signal. · 

~ .. 

42.0 42.0 
"~.t4·0. 

27.2 
. ~g;~~·.: 

0.69 
. ·J:U 

0.0 
. 11:7' 

8 
11:7· 

B 
'·126 
173 
405. 

0 

0 



Queues 
7: Navajo Street/Windermere Street & Oxford Avenue 

Build-Out Conditions-PM Peak Hour 
8/24/2012 

f 
il:a~li~W~~la~~iE:Blli11ie~~iWB-lSJII(~.Bl~E!jlliSB~· 
Lane Configurations 11 ++ 'f' 11 +'- 11 ft. 4-
Volume (vph} 100 375 24§' 70 · 520 5 205 · ·®· · .. 4.5 · 10 16'5 275 
Satd.Fiow(prot} 1770 3539 1583 1770 3535 0 1770 1749 0 0 1690 0 
Fft Permitted 0.326 0;454 0;200 0.994 ' 
Satd. Flow (perm} 604 3539 1583 B46 · 3535 0 373 1749 0 0 1S81 
Satd. Flow (RTOR} ?$? 1 . < 4~ . ·{18 
Lane Group Flow (vph} 109 408 266 76 570 0 223 120 0 0 489 
Tum Type . . pm+pt ·. NA Pemi'-~ pm;tp( NA pmtp( ... N.~.< ·• Pe{Jil N~ 
Protected Phases 5 2 1 6 3 8 4 
PermitfedPhas~s 2- · z.; .. 6 · , .4 
Total Split (s} 8.0 24.0 24.0 8.0 24.0 12.0 31.0 
Totallosfflin~ (s} · · · A.Q:Ol :4;Q" -A'.Q;; · · 4.0 · 4.0 ; ~i(F;. .4:tV' . 
Act Effct Green (s) 29.8 25.3 25.3 29.5 25.2 34.2 34.2 
Actuat$~g/C'Ratio . · 'Q;~Q,· . • g:~t:i o:~;· 0:,?~ ·. · 0.34 · Q}~(ft:fiQi~~·;:\.?Y~-~· .:··.·:~ 
v/c Ratio 0.33 0.34 0.37 0.19 0.48 0.70 0.15 
corJtroJ_Delay _ · ·1~:-~,·:. 1.~!~-·; .. ·,. :t~a~~- .. -1s~r-~·· ~3~4 . . 24~1~~-;<~-~<6;-~--'- ... <: 

Queue Delay 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.1 0.0 0.0 
Total Delay · 14:·1·. 15:'7;·: ta ·. 16:1 23.4 .··· 24/t:·. 
~S B B A B C C A 

··:.18;!. Approach Delay ·. . 12;~ · 22.6 · 
Approach LOS B C 
Queue length 50th.(ft) 42 · .87, · . 72' .· · 21- · · 121 · 
Queue Length 95th (ft) m60 m105 m96 49 172 
Internal Link Dist (ft} 302 · 425 . 
Tum Bay Length (ft) 170 
Base Capacity (vph} -710 400 
Starvation Cap Reductn 0 0 
Spillback Cap Redu~tn 0 · 0 
Storage Cap Reductn 0 0 
Reduced v/c Ratio 0.3(e· 0.19 

Actuated Cycle Length: 75 
Offset: 69 (92%), Referenced to phase 2:EBTL and 6:VVBJL, Start pf 1st· Green 
Control Type: Actuated-Coordinated 
Maximum v/c Ratio: 0,84· · · 
Intersection Signal Delay:20.6 Intersection LOS: C 
Intersection Capacity Utilization 71._1% ·ICU Level of Servi~ C · 
Analysis Period (min} 15 
# 95th percentile volume exceeds capacity, queue may be longer. 

Queue shown is maximum after two cycles. 
m Volume for 95th percentile queue is metered by upstream signal. 

Street/Windermere 

B 
.5~. . ; 17: : 

#98 40 
' 39];' :.," · ... 

31.0 
..4;Q 
22.2 
946. 
0.84 

·,:3~g: 
0.0 

'32.2 
c 

·. 32.2 
c 

158 
257 

. 405· 

0 

0 
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HCM 2010 TWSC 
5: Navajo Street & Site Access 

Build-Out Conditions-AM Peak Hour 
8/24/2012 

int~~i.ii-~-
'ntersection Delay (sec/veh): 1.5 

q-p-iia_fli_ volume (viJ6r'" "' ~: < '' " ,· • • :' &4"- · · ··. · ··· · · • Y · .· 2 ·· 405 .. · :: ~ : -.. !'" ·::",. ··: 1-ts' --·:~--1'~~· " · · > · " · • · 

Conflictin~ Peds.(#fhr) 
Sign Control 
Right Turn Channelized 
siot · e teri 'til · .. ?9 ' 9 
Median Width 
Gra~e (0A,) : 
Peak Hour Factor 
HeawVef'li~ie_§(%1': · ,. 
Movement Flow Rate 
Num6efofha~s~;;,-. 

Conflicting Flow Rate ·All ·· ~faseJ· ·_._.- · · · 
Stage 2 

Follow-up_H~adWay· • ·· :. · 
Pot Capacity-1 Maneuver 

Stage1 
Stage 2 

Time blocked•P!at<lon(%) · :. 
Mov Capacity-1 Maneuver 
Mov Capacity-2 Mimeuver . . ' 

Stage 1 
Stage 2 ~; 

Capacity (vph) 
HCM Control Delay (s) 
HCM Lane VC Ratio 
HCM Lane LOS 

0 
.$t§p 
None 

'Q 
12 

·.:Q%·1' 
0.92 

70 

643 
·. ;.1~9. . 

444 
3;~1fl' . 

452 
a84' 
646 
-'13 . 
451 

'451 
884 
645 

HCM 95th Percentile Queue (veh) 

Baseline 

7;585 
0.002 

A 
0.005 

0 
Stop 

None .. 
0 

0.92 

8 
0 

199 
-

3:318 
935 

.. 

13 
935 

0 
Free 

None 
0 

0.92 
2 
2 
0 

207 

2.218 
1395 

13 
1395 

475 
14 

0.162 
8 

0.575 

0 
·Free. 
None 

12 
0% 

0.92 
4 

440 
1 

0 

·-

0 0 
-'fre~ F~;· ·· 
None None 

·. ck 

190 17 

.. -
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HCM 2010 TWSC 
5: Site Access & Navajo Street 

Build-Out Conditions-PM Peak Hour 
8/24/2012 

~®:~~~~--:t-
lntersection Delay (sec/veh}: 0.8 

Conflicting Peds. (#!hr) 0 0 0 0 0 0 
Sigo Gontro!. Stop Stop F.r~~ Fre~ F.ree FiE!e 
Right Tum Channelized None None None None None None 
Storage· ~engtti ·o 0 ' : o~' 0 
Median Width 12 12 
G~i:i~;(%} 0% Q%. 

•:· 

Peak Hour Factor 0.92 0.92 0.92 0.92 0.92 
H~aw::v8hi~i~~(%L · ,. ·.· ::~ .2 ' ; 2 . ·, ·2' 
Movement Flow Rate 38 4 8 304 451 70 
Number of' i:.anes :-" -~ :~ _:. 1 q ·.,. ·.f '' o· ··::> 

Conflicting Flow Rate - All 806 486 521 0 0 0 
. j)tfjgEH .. 4&~· 

:-:•. 

Stage 2 320 
Follow-yp Headway . · 3.518 3.318 2.?18~ 
Pot Capacity-1 Maneuver 370 729 1049 

·stage-1: · 689 
Stage 2 736 

Time plock'ed~Piatoqn(%) 32 32 32' 
Mov Capacity-1 Maneuver 367 729 1049 
Mov Capacity~2 M~euver 36'7 

Stage 1 689 
Stage 2 729 -

HCM Control Delay (s} 15.4 0.2 0 
HCMLOS . ··c A A 

~[~tdii~~m~~~~~~~~isr~'h11'YaliJii%r;;8i:~1~$cF-~s~WE&~~,s'lr-J;~ .. -~~:r.: ...... ,....'""-::X~~ ... ~~u .. ~-~!!-~~~~~ \.u~~ ~tol;~~.-~~~~_,.~. 

Capacity (vph) 387 
HCM Control Delay (s) 8 .. 457 15:4· · •• 
HCM Lane VC Ratio 0.007 0.11 
HCM Lane LOS A C 
HCM 95th Percentile Queue (veh) 0.022 - 0.366 

Baseline Synchro 7 • Report 
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ORDINANCE NO. 
SERIES OF 2012 

BY AUTHORITY 

COUNCIL BILL NO. 47 
INTRODUCED BY COUNCIL 
MEMBER __________ _ 

A BILL FOR 

AN ORDINANCE APPROVING THE OXFORD STATION TOD PLANNED UNIT 
DEVELOPMENT (PUD), BY CAPITAL PARTNERS LOCATED AT OXFORD AVENUE AND 
SOUTH NAVAJO STREET, IN THE CITY OF ENGLEWOOD, COLORADO. 

WHEREAS, LCP OXFORD LLC owners of the property at Oxford Avenue and South Navajo 
Street, Englewood, Colorado, submitted an application to rezone the property from I-1 (Light 
Industrial to Planned Unit Development (PUD) to allow residential and commercial uses; and 

WHEREAS, this property has been occupied by Martin Plastics since 1920 and has been zoned 
I-1 Light Industrial since being annexed into the City of Englewood in 1970; and 

WHEREAS, the Oxford Station TOD is a 3.504 acre site with the proposed mixed-use 
development of residential and commercial uses; and 

WHEREAS, the Oxford Station TOD PUD will change the Permitted Principal Use to allow 
multiple unit residential, commercial and public uses; and 

WHEREAS, the Oxford Station TOD PUD proposes for-lease apartments, associated parking 
and recreational facilities in a development designed to benefit from the adjacent transit facilities; 
and 

WHEREAS, the Planning and Zoning Commission held Public Hearing on August 7, 2012; and 

WHEREAS, the Planning and Zoning Commission found that the proposed rezoning is 
consistent with the Comprehensive Plan; and 

WHEREAS, the Oxford TOD PUD has been modified to include the maximum height limitation 
of 100 feet as recommended by the Planning and Zoning Commission; 

NOW, THEREFORE, BE IT ORDAINED BY THE CITY COUNCIL OF THE CITY OF 
ENGLEWOOD, COLORADO, AS FOLLOWS: 

Section 1. The Oxford Station TOD Planned Unit Development (PUD), for property located at 
Oxford Avenue and South Navajo Street, in the City of Englewood, Colorado, attached hereto as 
Exhibit A and the PUD Site Plan attached hereto as Exhibit B, are hereby approved. 



futroduced, read in full, and passed on first reading on the 4th day of September, 2012. 

Published by Title as a Bill for an Ordinance in the City's official newspaper on the 7th day of 
September, 2012. 

Published as a Bill for an Ordinance on the City's official website beginning on the 5th day of 
September, 2012 for thirty (30) days. 

Randy P. Penn, Mayor 
ATTEST: 

Loucrishia A. Ellis, City Clerk 

I, Loucrishia A. Ellis, City Clerk of the City of Englewood, Colorado, hereby certify that the 
above and foregoing is a true copy of a Bill for an Ordinance, introduced, read in full, and passed on 
first reading on the 4th day of September, 2012. 

Loucrishia A. Ellis 
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INTENT OF PLANNED UNIT DEVELOPMENT 

---------~--------·--·--

OXFORD STATION TOO 
LITTLETON CAPITAL PARTNERS 

PLANNED UNIT DEVELOPMENT 
SITU .. TED IN T>£ SOUTHEAsT 114 OF SECTION 04. TOWNStliP 05 SOUTH. RANGE 68 WEST OF THE 6TH P.M. 

COUNTY OF AA-"P»<o£. S'TArE OF COLORADo 

DIMENSIONAL REQUIREMENTS 

USE REGULA liONS (PER CHAPTER 5, UDC) 

The purpose of this Oxford Transit Oriented Development (TOO) Planned Unrt TABLE OF ALLOWED USESH 
Developme11t is to change the current zoning "1-1" (light Industrial zone district) 
to a Planned Unit Development (PUD). Reside11tial Uses 

Summary table of Dimensional Requirements for Principal Uses and Structures. AU principal 
structures and uses shall be subject to the intensity and dimensional standards set forth in the 
following table. 

SUMMARY Of DIMENSIONAL REQUIREMENTS FOR PRINCIPAL TRUCTUR.ES 

The intent is to create a unique zone district that offers the City of Englewood a 
development that is not possible within the current zone district ol l-1 (light 
Industrial) and whose qualities and forms are not desaibed In other exisijng 
zone disllicts definitions. 

This PUO zone district wiU include its own ~st of pennitted and conditional uses. 
and wil identify what development standards shal apply. 

The PUD zone district created will generaly conform with the 2003 City of 
Englewood COfllj)(ehensive P1an and the Englewood Municipal Code of 
Ordinances, Tille 16 Uoified Development Code, and will use as its basis the 
uses aod standards descri>ed therein. This Code may hereafter be referred to 
as UDC. Recognizing that the UDC is amended over time. this PUD refers to 
the wrsion in pia<.! at the time of PUO approval. without future amendments. 
alterations and/or revisions. 

This develojlment is intended to serve as a model for the surrounding industrial 
neighborhood and lor the City of Englewood for how to encourage vital 
residential and mixed use communities along the transit conidor that has 
historically been designated as a good Ill only for lndusll1at uses. 

RELA liONSHP TO THE CITY OF ENGLEWOOD'S UNIFIED 
DEVELOPMENT CODE 

The provisions of this Oxford TOO PUD shall generally comply with all 
appticable use, development and design standards set forth in the Unified 
Development Code of the City of Engi8\IJOOd thai are not otherwise modified or 
waived accoroing 1o this rezoning approval. 

\Mlere items in this PUD conflict with the UDC, the conditions of the PUD shaM 
prevai. 

The proposed rezoning meets the folowing aiteria: the proposed development 
will meet or exceed the development quality standards, levels of publi<; 
amenities, or levels of design imavation otherwise applicable under tile Unified 
Development Code of the City of Englewood. and WOtJkj nol be possible or 
practicable l.Ylder a standard zone district witll conditional uses or wilh a 
reasonable number of Zoning Varianoes or Admjnistrative Adjustments. 

The approved PUD rezoning shall not lapse, but shal remain in effect until 
superseded by a subsequent revision of the approved PUD document. 

Should any part of these regulations and stipulations be declared invalid or 
unenforceable by a court or competent jurisdiction, such decisioo shall not 
affect the validity of enforcement of the remaining provisions of these 
regulations. 

RELATIONSHIP OF THE PUD TO THE PUO SITE PLAN 

The provisions of this PUD will establish zone district standards whose details 
of development will be delineated in the PUD Site Plan application. 

MODIFICATION AND AMENDMENT OF THE PUD SITE PLAN 

The PUD Site Plan may be modified or amended as provided in this subsection 
or entirely withdrawn by the landowner. 

The City Manager or designee may approve. or approve with conditions. an 
administrative modification to this approved PUD Site Plan without notice to the 
public. H the proposed change does not produce any of the folowing conditions: 
1. M increase in ground """""'9e of structures of twenty percent (20%). 
2. M ina-ease in external effects concerning traffic, safety. noise, or 
provision of uiEies ...ttidl have a signkanty adverse Impact oo the 
surrounding residential neighborlloods. 
3. A redudK>n or increase in buildlng setbacks that would violate the 
requirements of tile PUD standards by more than twenty percent (20%). 
4. A reduction in the amount of required off-street pari<ing by more 
than100A.. 

My proposed ame11dment that does not qualify lor review and approval as an 
administrative modification to the PUD Site Plan shall be reviewed and 
approved in the same manner as an application lor a new PUO Site Plan, and 
shan be subject to the same approval criteria and appeal as a new appMcation 
for a PUD Site Plan. 

An application for administrative modifications to this PUO Site Plan shall be 
subject to the administrative rules and regulations established by the City 
Manager or designee. My proposed amendment shall comply with the current 
regulations and standards set forth in the approved PUD zone district. 

Group living 

Household tilling 

Public/Institutional Uses 
Emefllency T emponwy Shelter 
library 
Museurn!CtAtural 
Parks and Open Spac.e 

Religious Assembly 

School 
T elecommunicalio Facility 

Tfansporlation Facility 

Commercial Uses 
Mimal Sales and Service 

Assembly 

Dependent Care 
Entertainment! 
Conditional 
Amusement (Indoor) 

Financial institution 

Food and Be-age Service 

Medical/Scientific SefVice 

Oftice 

Retail Sales and Service 

Schoo 
Vehide and Equipment 

Visitor Accommodation 

Group living facility, large/special Permitted 
Group living facility, small Permitted 
Small Treatment Center Conditional 

liveN\Ioll< Dwelling 
Mu~Unit Dwelling 
BOarding or Rooming House 

Housing/food shelter 
Public 
AU Uses 
Community Garden 
Partt 
Religious Institutions 
and accessories 
Education institution 
Alternative Tower Strudure 
MteMa 
Tower Structure 
RTD Maintenance Facility 
Transit Center 
Ride Sharing Facility 

Kennel/Day Care 
Pet Store (live animal sales) 
Small Mimal Vet or Clinic 
Assembly Halt or Auditorium 
Membership organization 
Less than 24 hr care, any age 
Amusement Establishment 

Physical Fitness Center/Spa 
Theater and Performance/ 
Concert Venue 
Financial Institution with or 
without Drive-Through Service 
Brewpub 
Caterer 
Microbrewely 
Resi$M811l , Bar. Tal/eiTl 
CliM: 
Laboratory 
Type 1 (General) 
Type 2 (Limited) 
Dry Cleaner. Drop-Of! Site Only 
Instructional Service 
Massage Therapy Faciity 
Personal Care 
Service (e.g. Photography 
Studio, Photo l ab, Upholstery, 
Printer. l ocksmith. Tailor) 

Permitted 
Permitted 
Conditional 

Conditional 
Permitted 
Pennitted 
Pennilted 
Permitted 
Permitted 

Permitted 
Permitted 
Permitted 
Permitted 
Permitted 
Permitted 
Permitted 

Permitted 
Permitted 
Permitted 
Cooditional 
Conditional 
Permitted 

Permitted 
Permitted 

Permitted 

Permitted 
Permitted 
Pennilted 
Permitted 
Pennitted 
Permitted 
Permitted 
Permitted 
Pennitted 
Permitted 
Permitted 
Permitted 
Permitted 

Repair Shop (not Including auto) Permitted 
Mtique Store Permitted 
Art Ga~ery Permitted 
Convenience Store Permitted 
Grocery/Specialty Food Store Permitted 
Liquor Store Permitted 
Retail Sales, General Permitted 
Merchandise 
Trade or Business SChool 
Parking Fac.iity, principle use 
Parking area, surface. 
operational 

Bed and Breakfast 
Hotel 
Hotel. extended stay 

Permitted 
Conditional 
Conditional 

Permitted 
Permitted 
Permitted 

•• Conditional uses are allowed only If reviewed and approved as a conditional use 
subject to a public hearing, in accordance with the Conditional Use Review Procedures 
of Section 11>-2-12 EMC. 

1----- MINit.AUt.A SETBAC~~T(FT_.:..) ---,---1 
FRONT (NAVAJO I NORTH SOUTH REAA f-------4-::91 ~vi~E ~~GHT 

ALL AI.LOWED USES NONE 75-l'---t-1-00-.<J'---t-.A-T-L.EAS--T-~---t-O'-.(J'---j'-1-r:t.(J'--+-O.-.<J'-~ 
OF THE BUlDING 
SHAI...LBE~N 
5'.()"- 15'..a'. 

I ----- --- ... -· . ;?~!'~~':-~ . -- -·-··· - ·---·..~.. ___ _. 
Buiding height definition. per UOC: Building or structure height is the vertical distanca of a 
building or structure, as measured from the average elevation of the finished grade at the comers 
of the building or structLn base, to the highest p<Wlt of the building or structure. 

Permitted Projection into Setbacks/Yards: AI items hted in City of Englewood, UDC. Section 
1S.S.1 .F.5 may p1oject into required setbacks provided that they do not extend beyond the 
property line. 

STREETS AND VEHICLE ACCESS CIRCULA liON 

\Mthin the PUD, the vehicle access and circulation system shall accommodate the safe, 
efficient, and convenient movement of vehicles, bicycles. pedesllians, and transit through the 
development as welt as to and from adjacent Rights of Way. Streets within the PUD shall be 
private streets. 

OFF .STREET PARKING AND LOADING REQUIREMENTS 

The purpose of this Section is to prevent or alleviate the congestion of par1cing areas and drive 
a1sles within the PUD, to minimize any detrimental effects of par1cing and loading areas on 
adjacent properties. to enhance palting areas with landscape elements, and to promote the 
safety and welfate of the public. 

The Oxford Station PUO ts a mixed-use, transit oriented development. The adjacency to public 
transportation and the mix of proposed uses warrant a parking enllirorYllent based on ratlos 
customary to a Transil Oriented Development of this type. 

Amount of Off-Street Vehicle parking required in the PUO is set forth in the folowing table : 

-MUM OFF STREET VEHCI.f PARKING REQUIREMEHTS 

USE OFF STREET PM toNG STANlARDS 

DWEU.ING UNITS 1 SPACE PER OWEU.ING '-"''t 
..., VISITOR 1 SPACE FOR E\ERV 5 UNtTS 

·---·· · 
PARKING REOUCTIOHS: 
1) TOO· REQUIRED NUM~ OF PAAKING SP,t,CES MAY BE REDUCED BY 25% IF BUILDING IS LOCATED WITHIN 11 
MILE OF APPROVED MASS TIW<SIT S'TATION. 

2) MIXED USE · REQURIED NIJM BE.R OF PARKING SPACES MAY BC REOVCEO BY 10% IF ... XED USE OCCUPANTS 
PAATICIPATE IN A SHARED PARKING AGREEMENT BETWEEN RESIDEKTJAL ANO COMMERCIAL OCCUPANCIES. 

I ~~~t~',',Y OTHER ALLOWED USE REFER TO CITY OF ENGLE\MJOD UDC TABlE t&a-4.1 TO DETERt.A INE PARKIN 

Minimum Parking Space and Aisle Dimensions in the PUD are set forth in tile loHo..;ng table. 

MlNIIW. DIMENSIONAL AREAS . PARIQNo 

1-----1--=I ~~T~~~~~~ .... J ~~~L ~~~~D~y- I ~~EPTACCESSDRIVE 
~-~.e..~~~.!..~-... ... ... L . t8'-<r- I -zz.q L~·::: _____ j_ 25

"" ._ .. __ ·- - ·- .. - .. 

~~':*' ACCESSIBLE PAAt<ING SP .. CES SHALl. COMPLY WITH taC 2009 SECTION 1106 UNLESS OTI<ERWISE 

- 16' .IJ' WITH WHEEL STOP OR 'MiEN FRONT OF CAR OVERHANGS LANDSCAPED AA£A OR SIDEWALK GREATER 
lHo'X OR EQIJAL TO f!f.(J' WIOf 
- 13'-<1'£-"CHWAY .. T SECORITY G.t.TES 

REFER TO CITY OF ENGLE'WOOO UOC TA8l..E 1&-S-4.2 FOR AU. CONDITIONS NOT STATED lN THE .ABOVE TABLE. 

Bicycle Parking: 

Parking tor Bicycles shall be provided as follow:~: 
One (1) common area bicyde parking space per each 10 dweling units. 

PEDESTRIAN AND BICYCLE ACCESS AND CONNECllVITY 

These standards provide for a safe and conwnienl system of weU-connected pedestr1an ways 
and bikeways that link developments with shopping, employment centers, recreational faciMties, 
open spaces, paJts, transit slops. and Schools. V'vlthin the PUD, these standards require safe 
and convenient pedestrian and bikeway systems that directly link buildings, par1cing areas, open 
space, transit stops, serv~ces, and other areas of interest. In addition, these standards encourage 
convenient access to transit services, including linking transit access to on-site pedestrian and 
bicycle systems. 

Development shalt be designed to provide pedestrian access to nearby public transportation, and 
Ia provide bicycle access to Navajo Street. 

FENCESAN"i:l-REi'AiiiiiNGwiiis···---------

The following provisions estdsh standards to regulate the design and location of fences 
and retaining walls in a manner til at ensures the folowing: 

1. M attractive environment of sate, desirable Character; 
2. Reduced potential for pedestrian or traffic contlicts; 
3. Protection and security for the owner and adjacent parcels. 

Auto access security gates are allowed provided they meet Fire Department standards. 

Fences and retaining walls shal be subject to requirements of the TSA zone district as 
oudined in UDC Table 1~.3. 

LANDSCAPE AND SCREENING 
0 

Required landscape area lor this PUD is 1 0% of total net site area. The required landscape area ~ 
and plant quantlt1es are tile total required lor the property and may be satisfied using the 

0 

landscape requirements as defined in the Englewood Landscape Manual Minimum Si2.e at 
Planting. 

Required landscape Area is defined as on-site land area contained within lot lines and which 
is the minimum area to be landscaped. This area may lndude pedestrian paving, plazas, and 
hard surface areas Intended for the recreational or social uses of the development 

Plant materials 1Mll be proVIded at the minimum rates and location listed below: 
Trees: 1/450 sq. fl. of Required Landscape Area (RLA) 
Shrubs: 1150 sq. ft. of RLA 
Minimum qty. of trees between the principal structure and culb: 1/50 linear feet 
Minimum qty. of shrubs beti.Yeen tile principal structure and culb: None req'd. 

PARKING LOT LANDSCAPING 

INTERIOR: Internal partting lot landscaping will be required for any SUifa<;e lot that conlains 
more than 10 spaces. Internal landscape areas witt be provided at no less than 10% of tile o 

partting lot area. The area of the pancing lot Is defined as the area reserved for the parldng of the ~ 
vehicle and excludes all acuss roads and drive aisles. o 

The required patking lot landscaping shall be instaled in landscape islands and in comers of 
palking lots that cannot be used for parking due to geometric: constraints. Planting areas shalt 0 

be InStalled at each end of a parking row that intersects with an aisle. Internal landscape islands o 

shall be located at intervals and in a si2.e that will fecilitate pedestrian routes through the parking ~ 
area. 

PERIMETER: Edges of parking lots visible from the pub~c rights of way shall be screened with a ~ 
continuous masonry wa•. berm, or hedge that is at least three feet in height This saeen shan be ~ 
located between the par1dng spaces and the right of way from 'Mlich saeening is required. This c 

requirement shall be waived in areas where: ~ 
1 . The elevation of the par1ung tot Is three feet or more above or below the elevation of the 0 

culb of the street. ~ 
2. Buildings or other structures provide the same screening effect 
3. The parking lot is adjacent to the Ught Rail right of way. 

DESIGN STANDARDS AND GUIDES 

OXFORD STATION 
TOO 

LITTLETON CAPITAL 
PARTNERS 

PLANNED UNIT 
DEVELOPMENT 

This Section's design standards and guidelines are intended to assure quality new 
devejopment in the City of Englewood that provides variety and visual interest in exterior 
building design, is compatible with existing and desirable bull patterns and materials, provides ~ H UM 
human scale detailing at the street level, and oonllibutes to pedeslli&IHlliented streetscapes. 
· The design standards and guidelines are intended to ensure that infil. redevelopment, 
and renovation within Englewood's neighbomoods respond to the established Character and 
variations within each neighborhood by utilizing complementary building design. setbacks, and o 

mass~s subsection's standards are intended to provide variety and visual interest in the ~ pH Rl E 5 
exterior design and massing of buidings, and to respect prevalent neighbortlood design 

· These standards and guidelines require a basic level of atdlitedural variety, compatible 
scale, pedesllian, and bicyde access. and mitigation of negative impacts. 

patterns that geneJally provide a rich v...tety of approaches to artictJating building planes. 0 p 
0

.. L 
1
. 

· Facades should be articulated to reduce the massive scale and the uniform 
appearances of large buildings and provide visual interest that will be consistent with the 
community's identity, Character. and scale. The Intent Is to encourage a more human scale that o 

Englewood residents wiM able to identify witl1 their community. AB'CHITE CTS 
· large buildings should have atdlitectural features and patterns that provide visual ft: 
interest at the scale of tile pedestrian, and recognize local character. All reportto. plano, •pe~•oatloros. <<>mPIIt• • ~'"-

• AN facades of a buik:Ung that are visible from adjoining properties and/or public streets data. ncteu and otrntr:=ments and ~nstrurne"'ts 
should contribute to the pleasing scale features of the building. Pf•pared by the At<h~oct .. lnolruments 01 serv~• 
• Parking areas should provide safe, convenient, and efficient access. See Landscape •oan ••main ,,. property otthe Ateto~e«. The 

Standards for landscape and lighting In surface par1dng lots. ~:~":!~~~~·~:~~; !;;";~~~~~;:,' 
• Loading areas and outdoor storage areas will be designed to minimize visual and noise 
impacts on surrounding properties. 

Delivery and loading operations should not distulb adjoining properties. or other uses. 
• . Buildings should offer attractive and Inviting pedestrian scale features, spaces, and 
amen~res. Entrances and par1cing lots should be conftgured to be functional and inviting with 
watl<ways conveniently tied to logical destinations. Dr~/pick-up points shotAd be 
considered as integral parts of the oonftguration. Pedestrian ways shotAd be anChored by 
special destgn features and other arChitectural elements that define circulation ways and 
outdoor spa<:es. Examples of outdoor spaces are plazas, patios, and courtyards. 

SIGNS 

Sign.s are a necessary means of visual communication for the convenience of the public, and 
that ot os tile nghl of !hose concerned to identity their businesses. services or olher activities by 
the use of signs. 

Signs that meef the followif1g critena may be constructed, displayed and maintained in the PUO. 
Signs tor. the mixed-use residential buildings shalt follow the requirements below. 
· . S1gns along all frontages shalt be legible. lnlormlltive to the publi<;, and durable. Signs 
onented toward all frontages should respond In sJze and scale to the speed and scale of the 
Oxford and Santa Fe vehicular corridors. 
· Sign area shall be limited to 2 square foot of sign area per linear fool of frontage as 
measured along Navajo and Oxford. 
· Wall signs shall be composed of individually mounted letters, logos or icons with or 
without sign backing. 
· . Each indillidual business entity and the overall project shall be allowed one projecting 
Sign for each public or pnvate street oriented fa~de. Projecting blade signs shall be allowed on 
any and all building fa<:es. 
· Projecting signs, excluding overall project signs may be attached or suspended by a o 

metal bracket or placed beneath an a~ing. The sign face shalt not exceed 12 square feet per o 

srgn face, os firn~ted to a maxtmum prOjection of 4 feet including any support structure, and shall 
have a minimum B'-0" clearance above the adjacent sidewalk. 

SUSTAINABIUTY 

Sustainable design practices suCh as photovoltaic energy production, LED lighting, and 
pervious palling shall be incorporated throughout the project where economicaly feasible. 
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OWNER'S CERTIFICATE 

AppllcMI, Ownet. Oewloper: 
Littleton Capital Paf"tlwwm 
5711 South Nevada S! 
Littleton, Colorado 801:;o 
Jonathon Bush, Pnoot:~l 

Design Team: 
Architect 
Humphries Poli Archlb;~s PC 
2100 Do'Mling Slreet ' 
Denver, Colorado 802(k: 
p 303.607.0040 
Joseph J. Poli, AlA 

landscape Architect 
TCK Design and Planl)!11g 
P.O. Box 202560 
Denver. CO 80220 
p 720.242.7947 
Tom Kletn, ASLA 

CIYI Engineer· 
Calibre Engineering 
9090 S Rldgellne Blw ~te 105 
Highlands Ranch, co ao129 
p 303.730.0434 
Gregory V. Murphy, P.E 

By 

[TITLE]: (NAME) 

NOTARY CERTIFICATE 
state of Colorado 
county of Arapahoe 
The above signature of D'Mlership 'AlaS ackno-Medged before me this ___ day of 

----------~ 2012, by (NAME), (TITLEl 

My commission expires:-----------

Witness my hand and otTicial seal 
(SEAL) 

SIGNAnJRES 

Approved for Littleton Capital Partners 
State of Coklrado 
County of Arapahoe 

Notary Public 

THE FOREGOING INSTRUMENT WAS ACKNOWLEDGED BEFORE ME THIS 
OF 

-----~ 2012 BY ________ ~FOR 

'MTNESS MY HAND AND OFFICIAL SEAL 

NOTARY PUBUC 

MY COMMISSION EXPIRES:-------

APPROVED FOR THE CITY OF ENGELWOOD 

PLANNING AND ZONING COMMISSION CHAIRPERSON 

PLANNING AND ZONING COMMISSlON RECORDING SECRETARY 

MAYOR OF ENGLEWOOD 

ATTESTED 

THE FOREGOING APPROVALS WERE ACKNOWLEDGED BEFORE ME THIS 

DAY 

DATE 

DATE 

DATE 

DAYOF ---

----- 2012 BY (NAME),(NAMEJ, AND (NAME). 

CI.ERK AND RECORDER 

THIS PlANNED UNIT DEVELOPMENT IS ACCEPTED FOR FILING IN THE OFFICE OF THE 
CLERK AND RECORDER OF ARAPAHOE COUNTY, STATE OF COLORADO, AT 
__ O'CLOCK_.M. ON THIS DAYOF A.D.2012. 
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PUD SITE PLAN 
SITUATED IN THE SOUTHEAST 114 OF SECTION 04. TOWNSHIP 05 SOUTH. RANGE 68 WEST OF THE 6TH P.M. 

S STORY BUILDING, 
+ 1 LEVEL BASEMENT PARKING (PER IBC 502.1) 
CONSTRUCTION TYPE: 
.. TYPE 1A AT LEVEL B, 1 
·TYPE VA AT LEVELS 2, 3, 4, 5 

OCCUPANCY: R2 

TOTAL BUIL.DfNG FOOTPRINT: 44.1 32 GSF 
TOTALGROSSFLOORAREA 229,102 GSFR2 

46,146 GSF PARKING 

COUNTY OF ARAPAHOE, STATE OF COLORADO 

\ 
~ LEVE/.1 F.F.E = 10T 0' ) 

f PLAN 100'.J:J'• s=.<J" _ _/ 

0 ---------~-==--~-~ -:---·-~-,:. 
r----y----~--~~~~ 

rS_IT_E_PLAN--LE_GE_ N_D _________ ] 

----- ·---l 
' VEHICUlAR ACCESS 

PEDESTRIAN AcCEss 

FIRE HYDR.ANT 

POLE MOUNTED UGHT 

· ·-··--·-·-- ··-----~ 

SITE AREAS 

GSF % ........... .. ____ , _ ,__, ___ , ----
OPEN SPACE 47,456 
SURFACE PARKING 61.561 
BUILD!NG FOOTPRINT 43,607 

TOTAL SITE AREA 152,1124 
3.504 ACr<Es 

DWEUJNG UNIT CHART 

1 BEDROOM UNITS 
2 BEDROOM UNIT$ 
TOTAI.. ll'IITS 

185 
67 
252 

31 
40 
29 

100 

- -- --- -- · ......... """ -~- ----·----

TOTAl.. BEDROOMS 

DUIAcru; 71.9 

PARJQNG CHART 

TOTAl.. PAIOONG REQUIRED: 

SURFACE PARKING PROVIDED: 
GARAGE PARKING PROVIDED· 

TOTAL PARKING PROVIDED: 

ACCESSIBLE SPACES REQUIRED: 
(1 FOR EVERY TYPE A UNIT) 

ACCESSIBLE SPACES PROVIDED, GARAGE 
ACCESSIBLE SPACES PROVIDED. SURFACE 

TOTAl.. ACCESSIBLE SPACES PROVIDEO 

VAN SPACES REQUIRED 
(1 FOR EVERY &ACCESSIBLE SPACES) 

VAN SPAcES PROVIDED, GARAGE 
VAN SPACES PROVIDED, SURFACE 

TOTAl. VAN sPACES PROVIDED 

LOADING SPACES REQUIRED 
_1:~~~~-PRO\/I.:.:DED=:._ __ _ 

! -~-~~;~-;:;-- --,1 
I Ct.~'< RENT USE: RTD 
l_LJGHT RAIL STATION j 

239 

195 
140 

3M 

--.. --... -........... ---------

\.._ NEW S'.J:J' WIDE 
SIDfWALKISTEPS 
FROM R.O.W. TO 
FIRE DRIVE AJSI.E. 

GENEBAL NOTES· 

1. FUTURE LOCATION OF PEDESTRIAN 
BRIDGE AND ASSOCIATED EASEMENT. IF 
REQUIRED. TO aE OEfERMINED. 

2. SITE STAIRS WITHIN EXISTING RETAINING 
WALL TO BE STRUCTURALLY ENGINEERED. 

3_ BIKE PARKING FOR 25 SIKES TO BE. 
PROVIDED ON SITE. IIDDITIONAL BIKE 
PARKING MAY BE AcCOMODATED INSIDE 
BUILDING. 

L__ _________ _ _ .. ___ _,j 

- PROPOSED BULB OUT 

__________ ...................... _______ _ 

NAVIUO 
STREET 

• EXISTING SIDEWALK TO REMAIN 

@ 
.............. .. ________ ...... J_ 

ONING 1·1 
URRENT USE: AUTO PARTS WAREHOUSE 

EXISTING 
RETAINING WALl.. 
TO REMAlN 

... ..... . .......... .. _ .... ............ ... .. ... . ... . . ,.,. _______ ....... ....... .. ... ........ _______ .. . ·-------......... ... .. _____ , _ .. ---··-----... ----·--·------
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(j 15' 30' 

._., .............. ...... -------.., 
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PHRIES 
POLl 
ARCHITECTS 

AJI repofiJI:, plans. ~Qficallons. oomputeor ftlel, 
field 

data, notes and oth~r c:kx;tjments and ifllitnJments 
prepared Dy the Archited: "'' il'll9trumeonte or $eNloe 

$hall remain the propt.:~rty of the Architect. The 
Architect shaU retain al oommon law, ldatutory aOO 
othw res&rviiCI rights, ll"'duding copyrig:tlt the;eto. 

- ·--·-·--·- .. ·------

SITE PLAN 
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CALL UTILITY NOTIFICATION 
CENTER OF COLORADO 1

----··- ····---~---------

1-800-922-1987 
lt'l tr.!ORO ot:N-\o(J( 

CAI.L, 2 i3U~N£SS OA 'r'S IN ADVANCE 
BE"f'OR£ YOU OIG. GRAO£. OR EXCAVATE 

FOR THE *"-"RKING Of UND£RGROUNO 
~£~8£R UTILI m:s 

' ···----:- -. 

-- -. . _ 

-, 

,f 
~ 
~ 

1 
1 

, ,~-

,,.:: s;g;~ j:5~c·:--:c·~ 
iNII ( •\ ) ... )J/4, )1 

P1 FFE 5320.00 
L 1 FFE 5329.00 

SITE BENCHMAR~ 
SE PROP. COil. 
NAIL AND TAG IN COOC. 
PLS 16828 
ELEV.•5.J22.19' NAV088 

-----·--·------------------

OXFORD STATION TOO 
LITTLETON CAPITAL PARTNERS 

·· ·---·. · -;--

· ·--- . 

·····- ; 

PUD SITE PLAN 
SITUATED IN THE SOUTHEAST 114 OF sECTION 04, TO'M'<SHIP 05 SOUTH. RANGE 68 WEST OF THE 6TH P.M. 

·; .. 

'··· - .. 

COUNTY OF ARAPAHOE. STATE OF COLORADO 

· . . .. --~-

P 1 FFE 5318.00 
L 1 FFE 5330.00 

S. NAVAJO ST. 

--~--

LEGEND 

-,-

PROPERTY UNE 

EXISTING FENCE 

EXISTING SANITARY SEWER 

EXISTING WATER MAIN 

EXISTING GAS MAIN 

· - 1 -

\. __ . 

.. . :· - /'• 

RELOCATE INLET ___ ,, ex src:.,: MI.-A 
tx ';.1! JRM .t •• ~' , 

PROP. HYO~ANT__/pJ·--:-~ £; s;oRM '" 
1 

'"" ''"•·•-•• "'·'·'· _. ... .__,· • < < • Uo <' < • • :·· · 

PROPOSED CURB & GUTTER 

15 "' 60 

1 tnch ~ 30 fl Horizontal 

· ., __ _ 

OXFORD STATION 
TOO 

LITTLETON CAPITAL 
PARTNERS 

PUD SITE PLAN 

HUM 
PHRIES 
POLl 
ARCHITECTS 

AI r•pon:a, plane, speeiftcatioos. oomputer ntres. 
tleld 

data, notes and other doooments and instruments 
prflpared by the Alchltect as lnetruments of aervloe 

~ohall remain the property of the Arch ~ted. The 
Archit&ct ahal retaih al oommon law, statt.iory and 
01h81 reserved righl&, including copyright thereto. 

UTIUTYPLAN 

PUO SUBMITTAL 7!2712012 
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·-... ~· 

-----·--·-····-····· 

:;, P~OPERTY CORNER 

$)- SANITARY MANHOLE 

<;; STORM MANHOLE 

a STORM SEVII::R INLETS 

WATER VALVE 

LIGHT POLE 

SiGN 

c TRAFfiC CONTROL BOX 

=-- .·· TRAFfiC SIGNAL 

;;; ELECTRIC TRANSFORMER 

CONCRETE BASE 

.. ~- ELECTRIC OUTUET 

: i~ IRRIGATION CONTROL VALVE 

GUARD POST 

-~:i UTILITY POLE 

DECIDuOUS TREE 

;;;; CLEAN OUT 

;~;;c; PHONE PEDESTAL 

W~_TER UNE VENT 

,. POWER POLE DOWN GUY 

• ·· ·OVERHEAD UTILITY 

UNDERGROUND GAS LINE 

SANITAR Y SEWER LINE 

STORM SEWER LINE 

WAnER LINE 

UNDERGROUND ELECTRIC lJNio: 

L_ _________ _____________ - - - - ···- . - -------

------------ --·- ······--- -----·· .... ····---·-···--···-·-- ···---····- ········· ···- ----- ----- ------ . 

OXFORD STATION TOO 
LITTLETON CAPITAL PARTNERS 

PUD SITE PLAN 
SITUATED IN THE SOUTHEAST 114 OF SECTION 04, TO~SHIP 05 SOUTH, RANGE 66 WEST OF TI-lE 6TH P.M. 

COUNTY OF ARAPAHOE. STATE Of' CDL<>RADD 

. _$> f 
/ -~ 
'~~-

' ~· • 'i.' ~--· .... 
'•.' 

\ 
·i --·-·----·· ··-·· 

- ... L 

------------~---···· ··-·-·---··· · ----------·-···- ····-·· ·· 

·····-- --- ---------

1. lHIS Sl!R\I£Y 00!'5 NOT CONSTITUTE A TITtE SEARCH EY HARRIS KOCHER SllllH ;o OETERNINE OWNERSHIP OR ~ 
EASEME~TS OF RECORD. MATTERS REGAA OlNG [ AS£~ENfS, RIGHfS- Of-WAY AND nllE Of 1'-:CORO, 1\'E'E NOT Al:DRES~ 
BY m1S SURI'f:Y. o 

NOnCE: ACCORO<NC TO COLORA)() l AW YCU ML;ST CO!.!IIENCE ANY LEGAl ACTION BASED UPON ANY DofECT IN THIS 
Sl!R'I£Y 1/o\!HIN 1HREE YEARS AfTER YOU fiRST OISCOYffi SUCH DEFECT IN NO f'IENT IOAY ANY ACTION SAS£0 UPON 
ANY O!JECT IN 1HIS SUR\I£Y BE CO!.!MENC!.D MJRE lHAN lEN YEAAS FRO!.! THE DATE Of THE CER Tif iCATION SH0\1!1 
HtREON 

.J. UTIUTIES SH0\1!1 HEREON ARt FRO!.! , SIBU. Flf.i.O INfORMATION ONU. 

4. BENCHMARK; SITE B£.iCHI.!AR~ IS A 1" BRASS :AG PLS 1682B LOCATED AT lli£ SOIJlHEAST CORNER OF THE SIT£ NAI'D~ 
86 ELEVATION~ 532Z19'. ELEVATION WAS OETERt.tiUEO BY GPS 085£i<VAHON FRO~ NCS Cot-1RQ\. ~NT "W 409" USING ~ 
GEUD 09 ON MARCH 02, 2012. o 

5. THE Ui<TS f OR TfiiS SUR'I£Y ARE U.S. SURV(Y FEET 

m1S SURVEY IS NOT A MONVMLNTED LAl-10 SUR\I£Y PLAT, 11-lt PARQ:l BWNOARY SHO'M-1 HEREON 1$ BASED ON !11[ 

ALTA/~CSU SURVEY PREPARED BY BELL SUR\~~NG COMPANY ON 6/ 10/1 1 f OR LITTt£10N CAPITAL PA~TN ERS. 

/ 

----z-=---

) ---· · · 

SURVEYOR'S CERTifiCATE: 
I. WARK l . llli.SON, ~ REGISTERED PROFfSSIONAL l.ANO SUil'I£\'OR ~~ THE STAn: OF 
CO..ORA~O. 00 HEREBY STATE THAT THE TOPOGRAPtiiC 5UR\IE)" SHO'IIN HER~ON WAS 
PREP/JliO BY W£ OR UkOER DIRECT SUPER, Sictl AND THAT TO lHE BEST \£ NY 
KNOWU:DG£ ANO arur· ·-

OXFORD STATION 
TOD 

LITTLETON CAPITAL 
PARTNERS 

PUD SITE PLAN 

HUM 
PH.RIES 
POLl 
ARCHITECTS 

All raport5, plans, epeQ~ion:s. computer ~lei. -data, notes and otht:r document. and in:stf\.lments 
l)repared bi ttles ArctJn:ed: <n• trwt:Nmeote ore:eMoe 

shall remain the PfOperty of the Ardlitect. Tt1e 
Architect &hall fet3in all common law, statLJt.ory ahd 
other rserved righb;;, induding oop~ight thereto. 

----·--···· ···-- -- - - -
TOPOSURVEY 

_ P_U.::.D_:S.::.U.::.B:__M_:m.c.AL-=-- · -·· __ ____ 712_70'~--

----· ·- --··· . -------
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4 of8 

CASE NO: 2012-005 



CD LANDSCAPE PLAN 

OXFORD STATION T.O.D. 
LITTLETON CAPITAL PARTNERS 

NAVAJO 
.STREET 

PLANNED UNIT DEVELOPMENT 
SITUATED IN THE SOUTHEAST 1/4 OF SECTION~' T0\1\lNS HIP 05 SOUTH. RANGE G8 'M:ST OF THE 6TH P.M. 

COUNTY OF ARAPAHOE. S TATE OF COLORADO 

15 30 
N SCALE: 1":30'-a ' 

60 

LEGEND 

0 
€) 
~) 
(~ 

[Z3 

~ 
Ill 

DESCRIPTION 

SHADE TREES 

ORNAMENTAl TREES 

SHRUBS 

LAWN 

GRDUNDCOVERSI 
PERENNIALS I MUlCH 

SIDEWALK 

LANDSCAPE CALCULATIONS 

E;,,-~-~=· :::--.: : -~····· ·--=---====~-:.· :: =i :-:::~!i~ · ::;;:~{\·=~o--1---1 
~~~~~ .. .... .... --~···--·-·-· -~ 21,?4$ SQ..f ffT --
~ii'~~-;..~~,(;~!_l<!'oOis-oViii.\ii: . . ---- ---
~o.-.cAPf ~"{EI< ' \~------------------ ------------+' -'"'"';:'7,:':,';,C'"''-t--;,"':';":!~-- "~-~~ 

4S40..5£l SQ.FT "'" 

Af:QUIRED """ ,;.tO~ 
272U so..n . .2t.h.!" 

0 UlliJT. 0 

• • • • • • • • • 

• • • • • • • • • • • • • • • • • • • • • • • • • • • • • • • • • • • • • 

OXFORD STATION 
T.O.D. 

LITTLETON CAPITAL 
PARTNERS 

PLANNED UNIT 
DEVELOPMENT 

TCK 
DESI GN • PLANNING 

LANDSCAPE 
ARCHITECTURE 

!HUM 
EPHRIES • 

POLl 
ARCHITECTS 

AU reports, plana, ~fi<;at~n&. oorr.put•r N~. 
fit! ld 

d;ta, not&$ and otht~r documetmi and instruments 
prepared by ttle Architec:t a& ill8trumoents of .s.ervk:e 

UlaU remain the pmpetty of the Arohit(td:. Tht1 
Architect e~hall retain all C(Jffltnon hlilw, M:atut:O(y and 
other rBGerveci right6. induding oopyrightthereto. 

Landscape 
Plan 

PUD SUBMITIAl 712ii2!J1~ 
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CALL urJuiY"No-Tii'lc"ArloNj 
CENlTR Of COt.Oi,ADO 

1~800-922-1987J 
IH r,jflRO D" ... JNE}I 

~ 2 BUSmt:.SS DA.'!"$ IN NJYANCf 

L BEFORE: YOU O!G, GRADE, OR £XCAII"TE 
f"OR ni,[ MARKING OF UNDf.R\.ROOND 

MO·IRER UTlUTitS.. _ 

..... 'T 
! 

·J \ 
c:: 
<'> 

" f..: 
~ 
~ ·;. 
" ~ ~ 

z ~ 
C) 

I, 
"' -:- \ ;;:.· ., 
·.; 

" 

:N 

T 
·"' ·•· 

"' .., 

:: :,;. ..... ::.: ~--·· ;_~ ~:..,. .. , ..: 

l1 FFE 5329.00 
P1 FFE 5320.00 

SITE BENCHMARK 
SE PROP. COR. 

---.; 

NAIL ANO TAG IN CONC. 
PLS 16!126 
ELEV.=5322.19' NAVU86 

·-... __ 

OXFORD STATION TOO 
LITTLETON CAPITAL PARTNERS 

.. ·- ~. 

PUD SITE PLAN 
SITUATED IN THE SOUTHEAsT 114 OF SECTION 04, TOWNSHIP OS SOUTH. RANGE 68 WESl OF THE 6TH P.M. 

····:-. 

COUNTY OF ARAPAHOE, STATE OF COLORADO 

L 1 FFE 5329.00 
P1 FFE 5318.00 

EX S fO;(M Vi-!·-. ·,, 

.. $. NAVAJO ST • 
. / ~~l -; ;;_.Fl./ !N·_t,_; 

·· - ··-"'"'·:··:.: 

z 
0 ; 

1 inct1 :.. 30 ft:. Horil:On\81 

..... __ 

"" 

LEGEND 
PRDPERT'I' UN[ 

EXISTING FENCE 

EXISTING SANITARY SEWER 

EXISTING WATER MAIN 

EXISTING GAS MAIN 

-- :'>230 -- PROPOSED CONTOUR 

EXISTING CONTOUR 

2:!'!.. PROPOSED SLOPE/FLOW ARROW 

~ DIRECTION OF GROUND SLOf>E 

-WALL 

·:c· c-/,, i. :::> EX CURB fL SPOT ELEV 

·' '' "" ' ,.,. EX FINISH£0 GROUND SPOT ELEV 

• 5280.00 PROP CURB FL SPOT ELEV 

X ~280.00 PROP FINISHED GROUND ELEV 

X TW 5280.00 PROP TOP OF WALL ElEV 

X BW 5280.00 PROP BOT OF WAll ELEV 

2~ NUMBER OF STEPS IN 00\W-lWARD DIRECTION 

. -, 

....................... ·------~-~~ 

OXFORD STATION I 
TOO ; 

LITTLETON CAPITAL 
PARTNERS 

PUD SITE PLAN 

.HUM 
PHRIES 
POLl 
ARCHITECTS 

All repol't!lo, ,otafl!J. $p&Ciflcatlons. comJ)I.Jber 111ee, 
neld 

data, notes and othl!:r documents and iretNmeonW 
prepared by the Archnect as inatl'umeme or aervk:l6 

shall remain lhe propert~ otthe Architect. lhe 
Architect ~b ret<~ in aU common law. staMof)l and 
other f1641Ned rlg:ht&, includi113 CCipyr\)tlf tt'letQto. 

GRADING& 
DRAINAGE PLAN 

PUD SVBMITTA!. 7f1712012 
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~IJCitiQI! _______ ----

OXFORD STATION TOO 
LITTLETON CAPITAL PARTNERS 

PUD SITE PLAN 
SITUATED IN THE SOUTHEAST 114 OF SECT~ON ()4, TOVIJ'NSH~P 05 SOUTH, RANGE 68 WEST OF THE 6TH P.M. 

COUNTY OF ARAPAHOE, STATE OF COL ORADO 

B.EVA.ToRANO StAIR Cofl€_ 

T.O. PARAPET ----,--<o---- --- - --

T_O, PAAAP~T 
62'-Q'' 

ti'Z-<l' 

NAVIUOST PROJECT SIGN 
RTDLIGHT 
RAJLD-UNE 

PROJECT SiGN 

------------- ---------······----------------

jl [II] 

[II] 

[II] 

NAVAJO ST 

~ClliQ.Il ______________________________________ _ 

---------·--- ---- ·----- ·- ----· 

---- -- --------- - ---------· 

BUILDING PARAPET HEIGHTS MEASUR~O ~R UDC D~FINITION: 
Bulldinu or ii:tructure height is the VL'!rtical d isti'lnce of a bul)jjng or i-tri.Kitl.lre. as 
mea$1Jred from the a\lflragt1 f$1>,1atJon of the fiMhed grade st the comert> of the 
bui~ing or structure bae.e, to the highe6t point of the bt.Jik2ing or structure. 

SSANTAFEDR 

-'----···------------- - ------<t-- T 0 _ PARAPEt 
60'-<J' 

T.O. PAAH'ET 
62'..$' 

WOXFORD A \IE 

80' 

OXFORD STATION 
TOO 

LITTLETON CAPITAL 
PARTNERS 

PUD SITE PLAN 

HUM 
PHRIES 
P Ll 
ARCHITECTS 

All reports, plans, spec:tlk:ations, comp!Mr files, 
field 

data, notes and other documents a nd ins;.truments 
prepared tyy the Al'chJtect as Instrument& or service 

shall remajn the property of lh~ Atchlted_ Ttle 
Architect shal rfl'tain all common taw. stalutCKY and 
other re.oerved r ights, inoluding C<liJYfiSht theteto 

ELEVATIONS 

P\JDSUBMITIAL 7f27f2012 
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~---- ·-······-·····-····-·-·--------

. -· ~~.!!:~~:~:_:._ ---~-~~::-:~ :-~ .. -
'«)!TO S.::A;.f 

... ,)~4 :~- 1/•• 
:-_, ~ ....... .:,(AI'\-~ CI,P 
·: .•.: •. ;:J-~ lc~ 

SYMBOL LEGEND 

• 

Alf-() 

'\I..'W-..:\1~~ .. ~ ... 

r;:~:.r~•-to•.u• 

Rz5671J.6$' 
~46:S.8l' 

--·-·- ·-·-·--·----- ----------------

OXFORD STATION TOO 
LITTLETON CAPITAL PARTNERS 

W. OXFORD AVE. 
PUBUC ROW - WIDTH V.ARJB 

TWO STORY BUILDING 
BRICK, CONCRCTF; BLOCK, 1: !ICTAL 

I'OSTED ADDRESS IJ6/S W. OXfORD AI'£. 
Su!1tJ/,Wl tOOlPIIJ!'Il"'-•O.J76 .':/.WARE FCFf 

178.2' 

PUD SITE PLAN 
SITUATED IN THE SOUTHEAST 1/4 OF SECTiON 04, TOWNSHtP 05 SOUTH, RAN;GE 68 WEST Of THE 6TH P.M. 

COUNTY OF ARAPAHOE, STATE OF COLORADO 

' I 
~ I 
~- r .·-;...,._ 1-V/ J "a!-i ... !S $ 

DrS:( l S lt82~' I 

-----~---~·-· ·· 
.V..,•f .'C:;CAL( 

. ::_:-tt 
.vr ~:CRN[._;,- sr :/+ x · "/J ____ / 
St C. ~ !.t)S. li< ~'ti"' 
ro-_i.<J.'j :;• A~o!'ii.'IIUV (:,A.," 

TITLE NOTES 
1;.' R;r.t;C[ C't'Y • ...S :VO. ;4 < :2 

· ; ~ L·: 'SiA'J,;[Ci PRCPE!~n" _;~~S -,,,1H :-i iN (H :-;.'A>1:' 1 i.A ~! Y -~~n~m• i>-H~ =_: _G4.!. C=CSC :? !~;-H\)N ~JR 

f :o; ' · i8 i'-S t OU.\10 !N lMf. FGLL.OW!NC ~~ G;0RfJ[{) •NSTF.:Ul,~ ENrS Ar·!G ~ N ~u::~ 0t''f'J'-'''K· C. 
i'l' .1 t: "THE rtTU_- CCM!v'ITM ENT MAY 'Tht-.Rt-: H.JRF. H;..~ S l;H..! FC ~ l C H+::~ l d~t.i'~) . ~ R()V!SiON~:. . 
r; -: _c ;t; ~-•ANT!-~ . COI'l(}l: i ~J ~-• S. l([:)TI( l(;l!GNS. C:~31J C:AT ICN~; n.lO f?[S[f~Vr\"! i(ii\:S CL,N'I/\!NE.f') 

;::>\LIN ; nc:[.._ITY NATIONI•_L "ilL£ ~NSUr.'MJC[_ cc• .. :>=-M.f"f Ci)~.rUv~ i" : J..•~·N l t.,,") f2 -"!.0956 / 

~~C~ffNA1!C ~ Ot t, HIGHT (>F WA"' TO !vtAlNi AIN OR C:ONSTH:.JCT Df1C,--t:S. AS 
FORn1 ;N ... HE 0£EC i-ROJ.A THE B!:::RGt k Rt.~.L1Y A~.JO S[Cu ::;'(t if S COMP.l..~>., '( 

;.t.t><SON D. ARMSrHDN~;. R[CGRD!.D , ji;.NUA~~y J . 1919 ;N E: QO'\ 1 1.3 A, 
::.- .:.;,( 30. 

-"' 1 .•\·'~ CA:?;O.!£N1 ::"Of~ -i H[ r;: ,G:-·i: , H-! i'viLECE Af'H) AUfi-;Gk ii"Y 10 U:·NS ! R'>.: ~:T. 

MA!N.A•N. C I 1Ai~Gc:: o~ Rc:Movt. iTS £.L£:CT~~c T~ANs~ ... ~ ~-:.;i C.'-.i .AI\D; c-R 
i.. NES AND iNZ:iC'LN1"A!. PUtW(:i:')i:$ C f~ANTCD TO -:-: C i..~JF<:A..)G 

:: '·:TRAL PCW£R C{J)J.PANY ~W THE INSlHUt~UH f<ECUR8UJ Mo\Y ' O. 19t-2 IN 
!-~ ·- <:f<: 7S / .c. r JAG!~ .·~82.. 

;.;..· ~-> AN EAS[ MLNT ;·oR T[LLCOMM!JN!CATiON F-...-..~ : ~J": tf::; .o\ND \~~Uli~: ~~ i.Ai. 
i-"· :.J ;.;: : •o:·:.f~) GR.o\NlF;) ;·c U. S . '.~EST CCMI-.~:.JNiCATlO~~s . !NC. BY =:··r£: 

~<; 7"£{JMEN7" R£COR:Jt::D JANU.A?.Y 25. l 9 ~1J i ~ 8CO~ 67 6fi .M i--'~ :~X 4t! 

•~ ERM.A. r-.. t:~'H L.:'..~.:t.MH'H (;f·U ... Nrr: n rG 1"Hf C:TY a:~ t:NCLEVIC--(0 !".i DC~ O 
.:; !_ :._:,j R_! EC) JANl..iARY 20 · g 94 , •-,i ~JC'OK 7 T 14 A-: PACF 5 .;0. 

T ~-~MS . l :O.-~ Di ~ tONS Pf\.'0'/I ~; ;C .'iS , A.GRfLMDJiS , [ ) \SCM[ NT'S A·JO 
' . . i ~L- 2-A!.CI\S CONl AiNED it~ -:HE ~-AS~_ M t-Jd ~.CRdM~_ N ! RCC:.Gf< Ct-r_:; .;.ANo.;Jl.R'' 20 , 
'i ~, !) Af RE.CEP"Th')N kO. A3000 362-

'.: ~,'-; (." ~~f.t4T U[') W!fl- IJ:--i [ XC::PH.li PAR!"::El ~E'::\~ R i8t.G N Rt.ct: ;.o:-o r~' NO A 
>:;t:.:; ')t,Q4) 

~·. ' ! ; ~ ·.:::UB,;rcr PFOPf.R!':' titS w:Th ~ ii-'~ FLCGl:. !--: .4..-?f.f~C .A.e [ .::.. ,~.: '.:~:;, c r-~ATED 

t,-: ··z :: 1qE_ :-t" ~ ~ ACCOF:GA_~~(_. ;: ··/.'!Th F_f_ _M_f. __ C ::J~.i!-.1 1,.~ !-.l l l '( PA~-.i~l NV 
·.).;j' . ;· :-··:-G 14-4-K, i)ATL'C D r~CEMBER ; r·. 2G 10. 

;:<~ :.::UELi[CT FJRC~·i:::l~ T"Y ! ~~ .?On t D !- 1, DIS ~ RICi ~ ~~ i !·~- iUH!.=D Tt;:l P~•;C:VlLi: 
.-.. VARIUY e- i~!GHT lNfJUSTI~ IAL USC") . p;_:..:_ .e.:;~~ HCF~K TO C Tf OF 

£"!'•;(;: : iV~YJO Z.(;.".,j i t~G CGDf_ F:)~ ~Ui :.:iE't.M [ f\J i"S 

•-;· · tJ!J ~ .. Cf~\/A8 l L:: f:VH.lf.:_r-J.:-J Uf f_.:._Rl .--1 MOVo r·,. -: ~ Y·!()P¥ , BUiLDiNG 
, . ·;r~~. : ;~UCTICN . OR BUI I_[_;t~~G :;D) !TIONS ~i' t!H l~l f,'f.'C t. "t~ · M.::• !\iT !--!~~-

r~-. -':·.) OBSER\!AdLE EVIL!:NC€ Of SiTE. U$i." A':-.l A ~)Dl_ E) W.AS :t: t';dVP, ~:U.VP, 
::.:i.: ~--·..:.. 1-.l c-F iU .. 

~ i:~f.•\=n~GS .\~~ 8 AS:-:D ~JH ··~h. :'i~ ! {!H ; 1!-.;t ~)>= S i / 2 SL ; .-' <'! , SE"C-fk)i, 
"T . :;'.- ~- . r-:.69W. BE i~C ASS:JMt _C· N 89' 56'0 3'' E . .;s t.ViDI:•'J ~: ! C· bY l ~-! ~ HX:N I) 

. ·eN ... :fY-.!Nt.RS Si< ;V.;N '!i)~'t.ON 

PARCEL DESCRIPTION 

T~iA7 ,'""l t>.Ri ·~ :;.. f t-i l·
·:·l.~ ....... h:SH:P 5· SO::):..f~ h . 

r: e~ _ I. OW'S 

"i j u. ·J~· THt: 'SOUT~E.AST 1/4 ·~f ::~_ [_: ; i·: ;, : .. --1, 
CN vVt-: s i Of 1H(-_ 6! .-1 F .M., Cf SCr-?18EJ AS 

m: ·~;lNt-m.;G ..-._ ~ .·l, <~C;i,.(! ;_~·N i ··· ~IOHT H ~Cti !\iD~- r-;y : .• Nf Cf 50U"TH i / 2_ (;f 

SOU1~£AS "i" 1 1 4 \ Ji" ·:_; _.-._::; .;__: :_-c~CN 4, WHiCr. POlN: !S UIST~.N ·; :.;:_ ,:)1 ' , f-; L' 
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COUNCIL COMMUNICATION 

Date: Agenda Item: Subject: 

September 1 7, 2012 11 a i Ordinance Vacating the 3400 Block of 
S. Clarkson Street 

Initiated By: Staff Source: 

Community Development Alan White, Director 

COUNCIL GOAL AND PREVIOUS COUNCIL ACTION 

The potential vacation of S. Clarkson Street was discussed with Craig Hospital representatives at the 
August 6, 2012 Study Session. At the study session, Council consensus was for Craig to proceed 
with their expansion plans that include the vacation of Clarkson Street right-of-way. Council also 
wanted Craig to conduct a neighborhood meeting, a recommendation from the Planning and 
Zoning Commission, and for Council to conduct a public hearing as part of the ordinance adoption 
process. 

RECOMMENDED ACTION 

Staff recommends adoption of the Council Bill vacating the 3400 Block of S. Clarkson Street on first 
reading. Staff further recommends that Council set October 1, 2012 as the public hearing to 
consider testimony on the proposed right-of-way vacation. 

PLANNING COMMISSION ACTION 

Planning and Zoning Commission discussed this request at a public meeting on August 28, 2012. 
The Commission recommended approval of the request with the following conditions: 

1. The appropriate easement{s) shall be reserved for the benefit of the City and other utility 
suppliers so that sufficient access to utilities will be provided. 

2. The City bicycle route on S. Clarkson Street shall be retained. 
3. Craig Hospital representatives will continue to work with City staff to finalize and implement 

recommended signage, parking and pedestrian crossing improvements agreed to between 
the City and Craig Hospital. 

4. Craig Hospital shall be responsible for costs associated with modifying the art shuttle bus 
route. 

5. That the City work closely with the applicant and a specific and measurable and defined 
traffic plan be put into place to address both traffic flow and safety and pedestrian crossing 
issues in the area. 



BACKGROUND, ANALYSIS, AND ALTERNATIVES IDENTIFIED 

Representatives of Craig Hospital approached City staff several months ago about the potential 
closure of S. Clarkson Street between Girard and Hampden Avenues to accommodate a planned 
expansion of the hospital. Community Development, Public Works, Utilities, Fire, Police and 
Building and Safety staff have been involved in meetings concerning this issue. 

Craig's proposed expansion meets several needs of the Hospital as explained in the attached letter 
from RTA, Craig's consulting architects for the expansion. Options for expansion at the current 
location are limited. 

Primary concerns with the vacation and subsequent closure include the impact on emergency 
vehicle access and response times to Swedish Hospital, impacts on non-emergency traffic and 
circulation patterns in the area, and how those vehicular impacts may impact pedestrian 
movements and safety in the area. Craig prepared a traffic study to address these concerns. 

The traffic study has been reviewed by Public Works Department and Fire Department staff 
members who have indicated there are no significant issues with the closure of Clarkson. Traffic 
impacts are manageable, however, some of the details of the proposed mitigation measures 
(signage, etc.) require further discussion. 

The recently designated S. Clarkson bicycle route will be retained through the closed street. The 
eastbound art shuttle route will need to be modified to travel north on Emerson (instead of 
Clarkson), then west on Clarkson to a stop a Craig Hospital. From there, the route remains the 
same. Craig has committed to absorbing the costs of moving stops and printing new route maps. 

Craig Hospital and Swedish Medical Center are co-applicants for the vacation request. If approved 
by Council, ownership of the right-of-way would revert to the adjacent owners, Craig and Swedish, 
with the necessary utility easement(s) reserved to the City and other utility providers. Access would 
still be available to the Swedish parking garage on Clarkson. The City would no longer be 
responsible for maintenance. 

Rather than a blanket easement being reserved for utilities and emergency access, Craig is 
proposing to reserve specific easements to utility providers in order to provide areas for future 
plantings in the vacated right-of-way. Many utility companies will not allow the placement of trees 
in easements and trees are an important element of the proposed park area to be developed in the 
vacated right-of-way. These easements will be dedicated by separate deed after the right-of-way is 
vacated. 

The Englewood Municipal Code contains no formal process for vacating rights-of-way, only for the 
disposition of City property. Other than for park property, disposition of property requires approval 
of an ordinance by City Council. Council requested that Craig conduct a neighborhood meeting 
and also requested a recommendation be forwarded from the Planning and Zoning Commission. 

A neighborhood meeting was held on August 25, 2012 at Craig Hospital. Notes of that meeting are 
included as an attachment to this communication. 



FINANCIAL IMPACT 

If the vacation is approved, the cost of maintaining the one block of right-of-way will no longer be 
borne by the City. These costs include_periodic repairs, sweeping and snow plowing. Craig and 
Swedish would be responsible for whatever maintenance occurs. Because the property would 
revert to private ownership, it would be combined with the adjacent parcels on the tax rolls and 
would be subject to property taxes. 

Vacation of the right-of-way will facilitate expansion of Craig Hospital at its current location. If 
constructed, the City would collect one-time revenues of building use tax; furniture, fixtures and 
equipment use tax; and building permit fees on the estimated $70 million project. 

Craig has committed to absorbing the costs of moving stops and printing new route maps 
associated with the modification to the art shuttle route. 

Future improvements, such as pedestrian lights, benches, street trees and other amenities within the 
vacated right-of-way would be paid for by the landowners. 

Employment at Craig Hospital is approximately 576 full time equivalent employees and 200 part
time and on-call staff. In addition to staff, family and visitors of patients undoubtedly visit restaurants 
and businesses in the area, resulting in a positive economic impact to the City. 

LIST OF ATTACHMENTS 

Letter from RT A 
Draft Campus Site Plan 
Neighborhood Meeting Notes 
Planning and Zoning Commission Memorandum 
Planning and Zoning Commission Minutes 
Memorandum from Fire Chief Pattarozzi 
Memorandum From Public Works Concerning Accidents 
Letters and Emails from Residents 
Council Bill 
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Vacation of Clarkson R.O. W. for Craig Hospital 

August 10, 2012 

History of Craig: 

Since 1956, Craig has treated nearly 29,000 patients with SCI and TBI, and has treated more 
patients with SCI than any other single facility in the U.S. At any given time Craig has 
approximately 55 inpatients with SCI and 30 patients with TBI, for a total of approximately 450 
inpatients per year, and 3,000 outpatient discharges per year. Craig is regarded as a premier 
national center of excellence in the marketplace and each year patients and families come to 
Craig from 47-48 states. Craig has been ranked by U.S. News and World Report for 23 
consecutive years. Craig is accredited by Joint Commission on Accreditation of Healthcare 
Organizations (JCAHO), and has twice received the prestigious Magnet® Recognition- in 2005 
and 2010. 

The Craig campus consists of two inpatient hospital buildings with 93 licensed beds, an 
outpatient clinic program, a PEAK Center Wellness and Fitness Center, a 47-unit Family 
Housing and Outpatient Housing facility, and a 3 story parking garage. Craig has approximately 
576 full time equivalent staff, and approximately 200 additional part-time and on-call staff. 

Craig Hospital - Expansion Project Scope: 

The purpose of this major project is to ensure Craig Hospital remains a top level care provider 
with cutting edge facility capabilities and amenities for Patients and Family members. Craig is 
recognized as a World Class Care Rehabilitation Center of Excellence which requires ongoing 
development and upgrades to stay competitive in the national and international markets. That 
said, adding more beds is not the goal or outcome for this project. Instead, moving to all Single 
Occupancy Rooms, rearranging organizational relationships throughout the facility, increasing 
the program space for Outpatient Therapies, PEAK rehabilitation, and allowing all departments 
to expand staff and work areas are the focus. These revisions and additions will allow the staff, 
patients and family members to experience even better care, more controlled facility 
environments and accommodations that help remove the stress of serious rehabilitation. 

Existing- 85 bed, 215,000 SF facility 
New Addition- 91 bed, 300,000 SF facility 
Remodel110,000 SF as part of this project 

L:\02012112009 Craig HospitafiOOdoc\Ciarkson CIC>Sure Documents\Vacation Right of way justification. doc 
Last printed 8/912012 9:40:00 AM 

R.T.A., Inc. 
19 S. Tejon Street, Suite 300 
Colorado Springs, CO 80903 

ph 719-471-7566 
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www.rtaarchitects. com 



Request for Vacation of the Clarkson Right of Way between Girard and Old Hampden 
Avenue 

Justification for Vacation Request: 
1. Patient, Family and Staff pedestrian safety-

a. Extremely high number of Disabled pedestrianNehicle conflicts daily 
i. 647 vehicles at AM/PM peak times (Mid-block) 
ii. 153 pedestrians crossings at AM/PM peak times 

many in wheelchairs (Mid-block) 
2. Unification of Craig Hospital Campus 

a. Severely reduces hospital organizational efficiency 
b. Divides this major hospital campus in half 

3. Strengthening of the New Medical District Boundaries 
a. Unify Swedish 600 stall parking garage with main campus 
b. Plenty of off street parking for all so no impact to neighborhoods 
c. Reduces overall PedestrianNehicle exposure for entire district. 
d. Eliminates casual traffic through the Medical district. 

Potential Mitigation of Closure impact on Emergency Vehicle Routes: 
We have had and witl continue to have Swedish Leadership and Emergency 
department, Englewood Fire Department and EMT services all heavily involved 
in design decisions relevant to this closure. These meetings have resulted in the 
following potential mitigation action items which will be further evaluated by staff 
and Craig representatives. 

1. Eliminate parking on West side of Emerson between Girard and Old 
Hampden Avenue 

2. Eliminate parking on South side of Girard between Emerson and Swedish 
Central Utility Plant 

3. Provide control/camera Fiber Conduit from Broadway to the intersection of 
Old Hampden Avenue and Logan 

4. Improve the 3 pedestrian crossings on Old Hampden Avenue between 
Clarkson and Logan with lighted pedestrian crossing signage. 

5. Add emergency vehicle remote control of intersection lighting at Girard and 
Clarkson 

6. Reduce the intersection width at Clarkson and Girard to reduce Pedestrian 
crosswalk distance 

7. Provide revised signage at Emerson/Old Hampden Avenue, Clarkson/Old 
Hampden Avenue, Clarkson/Girard, Emerson/Girard to provide clear 
wayfinding to the Swedish Hospital Emergency Entrance. 

L:\02012\12009 Craig Hospllai\OOdoc\Ciarkson Closure Documents\Vacation Right of way justification.doc 
last printed B/912012 9:40:00 AM 

R.T.A., Inc. 
19 S. Tejon Street, Suite 300 
Colorado Springs, CO 80903 

ph 719-471-7566 
fx 719-471-1174 
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Meeting Notes 
Craig Neighborhood Meeting 

August 25, 2012 

Request: Vacation of 3400 Block of S. Clarkson Street Right-of-Way 

30-35 residents of the area were in attendance. 

Issues and concerns raised at the meeting were: 

1. Alternatives for hospital expansion if Clarkson isn't closed. Vacant parking lots in the 
area east of Craig's current buildings could be used. 

2. Instead of closing Clarkson, use the overpass with elevators or provide a tunnel for 
travel between the two buildings. Look at the possibility of providing a mid-block 
pedestrian crossing with a pedestrian-activated signal like at the Malley Center. It was 
mentioned this was explored in the past with the City. 

3. Concern expressed about emergency and non-emergency access to Swedish. 

4. Clarkson is a snow route. What happens to this designation if Clarkson is closed? 

5. Clarkson is one of a few north/south streets providing access to Hampden. Logan, 
Downing, and Broadway are other north/south streets, but are avoided because of 
traffic levels. Clarkson is an important connection for the neighborhood. Cutting off 
another street in this area of Englewood will add to the maze that has been created. 

6. Concern about the impacts to other streets in the area. 647 cars using Clarkson in the 
peak hour will go somewhere. Old Hampden can't handle current traffic, let alone an 
increase. 

7. There is a parking problem with vendors and staff parking on neighborhood streets, 
particularly Emerson. Neighbors wanted to know the process for instituting permit 
parking in a neighborhood. 

8. Craig should expand on vacant parking lots to the east. Maybe Craig has outgrown the 
area and should look elsewhere for expansion. 

9. Questions about the changes or improvements being proposed on neighboring streets 
to mitigate the impacts of dispersing the Clarkson traffic. 

10. Discussion about what the City receives in return for closing the street. 

11. Residents wanted to know about the City's plans for side streets in the area and the 
traffic plan for the entire area. Comments were made that further study is needed. 

12. Craig should look at other alternatives to closing Clarkson, such as closing Girard. 



M E M 0 R A N D u M 
COMMUNITY DEVELOPMENT 

TO: Planning and Zoning Commission Members 

FROM: Alan White, Community Development Director 

DATE: August 28, 2012 

SUBJECT: S. Clarkson Street Vacation of ROW Request 

Representatives of Craig Hospital approached City staff several months ago about the potential 
closure of Clarkson Street to accommodate a planned expansion of the hospital. Community 
Development, Public Works, Utilities, Fire, Police and Building and Safety staff have been 
involved in meetings concerning this issue. 

Craig's proposed expansion meets several needs of the Hospital as explained in the attached 
letter from RTA Architects, Craig's consultant for the expansion. Vacating the right-of-way to 
accommodate the expansion of the Hospital benefits the City as well. Expanding the current 
campus retains this nationally renowned hospital and the associated employment within the 
City of Englewood. One-time building use tax on the expansion is a considerable source of 
revenue for the City. 

Primary concerns with the vacation and subsequent closure include the impact on emergency 
vehicle access and response times to Swedish Hospital, impacts on non-emergency traffic and 
circulation patterns in the area, and how those vehicular impacts may impact pedestrian 
movements and safety in the area. Craig prepared a traffic study to address these concerns. 

The traffic study has been reviewed by Public Works Department and Fire Department staff 
members who have indicated there are no significant issues with the closure of Clarkson. 
Traffic impacts are manageable, however, some of the details of the proposed mitigation 
measures (signage, etc.) require further discussion. 

A formal application to vacate the Clarkson right-of-way between Girard and Hampden 
Avenues has been received. Craig and Swedish are co-applicants. If approved by Council, 
ownership of the right-of-way would revert to the adjacent owners, Craig and Swedish, with the 
necessary utility easement(s) reserved to the City and other utility providers. Access would still 
be available to the Swedish parking garage on Clarkson. The City would no longer be 
responsible for maintenance. 

The recently designated S. Clarkson bicycle route will be retained through the closed street. 
The eastbound art shuttle route will need to be modified to travel north on Emerson (instead of 
Clarkson), then west on Clarkson to a stop at Craig Hospital. From there, the route remains the 



same. Craig has committed to absorbing the costs of moving stops and printing new route 
maps. 

The Englewood Municipal Code contains no formal process for vacating rights-of-way, only for 
the disposition of City property. Other than for park property, disposition of property requires 
approval of an ordinance by City Council. 

While Craig is still in the early phases of design and fund raising, pursuing the vacation of the 
right-of-way adds certainty to their planning and fund raising efforts. At their study session on 
August 6th, Council consensus was for Craig to proceed with their expansion plans that 
include the vacation of Clarkson Street right-of-way. Council also wanted Craig to conduct a 
neighborhood meeting (scheduled for August 251h), a recommendation from the Planning and 
Zoning Commission (not at a public hearing), and for Council to conduct a public hearing as 
part of the ordinance adoption process. 

Staff is seeking a recommendation from the Commission concerning the right-of-way vacation 
request submitted by Craig and Swedish. 

Staff Recommendation: 

Staff recommends forwarding a recommendation to City Council to approve the vacation of the 
S. Clarkson Street right-of-way between Girard and Hampden Avenues with the following 
conditions: 

1. The appropriate easement(s) shall be reserved for the benefit of the City and other utility 
suppliers so that sufficient access to utilities will be provided. 

2. The City bicycle route on S. Clarkson Street shall be retained. 
3. Craig Hospital representatives will continue to work with City staff to finalize and implement 

recommended signage, parking and pedestrian crossing improvements agreed to between 
the City and Craig Hospital. 

4. Craig Hospital shall be responsible for costs associated with modifying the art shuttle bus 
route. 

Attachments: 

Letter from RTA Architects 
Memorandum from Fire Chief Pattarozzi 
Memorandum From Public Works Concerning Accidents 
Draft of Campus Site Plan 
Email from Brays 
Letter from Beckers 
Letter from Buthman 
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CITY OF ENGLEWOOD PLANNING AND ZONING COMMISSION 
SPECIAL MEETING 

August 28, 2012 

Minutes and audio are available at 
http://www .englewoodgov .org/Index.aspx?page= 152 

I. CALL TO ORDER 
.l@ 

The special meeting of the City Planning and Zoning Commission was called to order at 
7:08 p.m. in the Englewood City Council Chambers of the Englewood Civic Center, Chair 
Brick presiding. 

Present: 

Absent: 

Staff: 

Bleile, Roth, King, Fish, Brick, Kinton, Townley 
Freemire (alternate) 

Knoth, Welker 

Alan White, Community Development Director 

II. CASE #2012-006 
(@ 

PUBLIC MEETING 
Recommendation concerning the S Clarkson St Vacation of Right-Of-Way 

Director White briefly outlined the agenda for the meeting. He stated representatives of 
Craig Hospital approached City staff several months ago about the potential closure of 
Clarkson Street to accommodate a planned expansion of the hospital. Community 
Development, Public Works, Utilities, Fire, Police and Building and Safety staff have been 
involved in meetings concerning this issue. Expanding the current campus retains this 
nationally renowned hospital and the associated employment within the City of Englewood. 
One-time building use tax on the expansion is a considerable source of revenue for the 
City. A formal application has been received and Craig and Swedish are co-applicants. 

At the August 6, 2012 study session Council consensus was for Craig to proceed with their 
expansion plans that include the vacation of the Clarkson Street right-of-way. Council 
requested Craig Hospital conduct a neighborhood meeting, which was held on August 25t11

, 

asked for a recommendation from the Planning and Zoning Commission and for Council to 
conduct a public hearing as part of the ordinance adoption process. 

At this time the applicant presented the case. 



Planning and Zoning Commission 
Public Meeting 
Case #SUB2012-006, Clarkson St Vacation of ROW 
August 28,2012 
Page 2 of6 

0 
Mr. Mike Fordyce, President and CEO of Craig Hospital, introduced himself. He stated this 
petition is all about safety. Craig Hospital has been in Englewood for over 50 years. There 
are three buildings on the site; two are for patients and one is housing for families of 
patients as 50% of patients come from outside of Colorado. The hospital does rehabilitation 
for people with spinal cord injuries and people with traumatic brain injury. There are 
approximately 245 in-patients per year and they serve over 2500 out-patients a year. 

The patient buildings are located on the east and west sides of Clarkson Street. Patients and 
staff go from east to west hundreds of times a day. There have been two pedestrian 
accidents in the last 90 days; there is an on-going concern for safety. 

He stated over 1 000 invitations were sent out inviting citizens to the neighborhood 
meeting on August 251h; about 30 people attended. 

Mr. Randy Thorne, of RTA Architects, presented a PowerPoint slide show of the proposed 
expansion. He said during the two peak times of day approximately 647 vehicles are 
passing by at mid-block along with 153 pedestrians crossing at the same time. He stated the 
hospital has an indoor link, but no outdoor link between the two buildings. Other points of 
discussion included: 

)o;> The hospital needs a more functional front door 
)o;> Access to the Swedish parking garage and parking area for staff and to 

the Craig Hospital food service dock will remain open 
)o;> From Girard to mid-block of Clarkson is an 8.5 foot rise; very difficult 

for wheelchairs to maneuver 
)o;> Buildings need to be connected at grade 
)o;> Patients need to be close to staff and Swedish in an emergency 
)o;> There will be fire access 
)o;> A new vendor parking area and dock will be located behind the west 

building 
)o;> Current bike route will be kept open 
)o;> Signage will be installed to inform the public Clarkson is not a through 

street 
)o;> Construction time frame is 42 months; Feb/Mar 2013 start 
)o;> Goal is not to add beds; it is to update and increase the size of the 

therapy areas and provide single occupancy rooms 
)o;> Tunnel that links Craig to Swedish will remain 

Mr. Jeff Ream of Felsburg, Holt and Ullevig spoke next His company provided a traffic 
analysis for the site. He stated there is a lot of pedestrian traffic on both Clarkson and Old 
Hampden. Traffic counts were collected at four signalized intersections: Girard, Hampden 
and the two on Logan. Pedestrian counts were collected mid-block on Clarkson and at all 
of the crossings on Old Hampden on the south side of the Craig campus. Daily traffic 
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counts were also done on several surrounding streets. This was all done to see how the 
current system is operating. There is a significant amount of pedestrian traffic due to the 
fact there are several parking garages in the area. The study showed approximately 4700 
cars a day travel this section of Clarkson. About 800 of those cars are going into and out of 
the Swedish garage, which leaves about 3900 cars going elsewhere. Half of that is traveling 
north of Girard. Through traffic is less than half of the total traffic. He focused on the 
impacts right around the campus area. Points discussed included: 

);.> Most people coming to Craig come from the south and the east 
);.> It is proposed to remove street parking on the west side of Emerson and the 

south side of Girard 
);.> Suggest a 4-way stop at Clarkson and Girard, removing the signal 
);.> Change signage at Clarkson and Hampden and other areas to direct people 
);.> Flashing pedestrian signs at Pearl and Hampden and several other locations 
);.> Trying to keep traffic from routing onto residential streets 
);.> Clarkson is not a true north/south route; it dead ends into a park at Harvard 

Gulch 
);.> End result of analysis was that shifting traffic to other roadways does not 

impact levels of service 
);.> Several recommendations have been made to the City's traffic division 
);.> A map of neighborhood traffic control was viewed and discussed 
);.> Questions about mass evacuation were addressed 

The Commission asked Mr. Fordyce what the general feel of the public meeting on August 
251

h was. He again noted 1000 invitations were sent out and about 1 8 households attend. 
There was concern about what the traffic is going to look like on my street, why are Craig 
employees parking in front of my house and comments about the City needing to do a 
better job because people are speeding on our streets. He said he felt the meeting ended 
up very positively. The people thanked him for the opportunity to voice their concerns. He 
told them their concerns would be addressed and Craig would work with the City to see if 
we can help mitigate some of the issues like parking or speeding. He stated he sent an 
email to all his staff asking them to be good neighbors and to park in the hospital's parking 
garage. 

He stated for him at the end of day it really gets down to safety. He stated as he walked 
down the hill today to go to his car he saw an ambulance and somebody laying in the 
middle of the road it really comes home for me. He said we don't have patients at Craig 
Hospital, we have residents. People that come to Craig are there 45 days to 6 months with 
their families; they live in Englewood. The also come back to Englewood for the rest of their 
life for their care. Please consider their safety and the fact that they are part of this 
community. 
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Chair Brick noted this is not a public hearing; the Commission has been asked to give a 
recommendation to Council. 

e 
Commission discussion points included: 

> This is a great idea 
);> Don't believe the change will impact that many people 
> There is more pedestrian traffic at risk than anything else 
> The area should be pedestrian friendly given the focus of the hospital 
> Minimal impact to the surrounding neighbors and over time people will find 

alternate routes that will work out just fine 
> Problem needs to be addressed and applicant has done a great job 
> When the Commission was working on the Small Area Medical Plan we 

committed to building a first class area for the medical profession. This is the 
first step in that process; would like to see more 

> In favor of project because of the tremendous potential that if offers 
> No doubt there is a safety issue 
> Expansion of hospital is the primary driver of request 
> Need to be sure the traffic plan is done correctly to deal with the safety issue 
> In conformance with a number of the Medical District objectives in the 

Comprehensive Plan 
> Positives greatly outweigh the negatives 
> Have the pedestrian crossing lights cycle longer to accommodate people 

who need more time to cross the streets 
> Look into better access from the south to the front door of the hospital 

Mr. Fish moved: 
Mr. King seconded: TO APPROVE THE VACATION OF THE S. CLARKSON STREET 

RIGHT-OF-WAY BETWEEN GIRARD AND HAMPDEN AVENUES 
WITH THE FOLLOWING: 

1. The appropriate easement(s) shall be reserved for the benefit of 
the City and other utility suppliers so that sufficient access to utilities 
will be provided. 

2. The City bicycle route on S. Clarkson Street shall be retained. 

3. Craig Hospital representatives will continue to work with City 
staff to finalize and implement recommended signage, parking and 
pedestrian crossing improvements agreed to between the City and 
Craig Hospital. 
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4. Craig Hospital shall be responsible for costs associated with 
modifying the art shuttle bus route. 

5. That the City work closely with the applicant and a specific and 
measurable and defined traffic plan be put into place to address 
both traffic flow and safety and pedestrian crossing issues in the 
area. 

AYES: 
NAYS: 

Bleile, Roth, Fish, King, Brick, Kinton, Townley 
None 

ABSTAIN: None 
ABSENT: Knoth, Welker 

Motion carried. 

Ill. PUBLIC FORUM 
~ 

There was no public in attendance. 

IV. ATTORNEY'S CHOICE 

·~ There was no attorney present. 

V. STAFF'S CHOICE 
.~ 

Director White stated a process is needed for a vacation of right-of-way. He suggested it be 
discussed at a future study session. Future meetings include: 

September 5: 
September 18: 

Study session to discuss distilleries and breweries 
Flood Middle School Public Hearing 

He reminded the Commission the DRCOG training session will be held on September 151h; 
registration deadline is September 81

h. 

He noted the meeting packet for the September 51
h meeting will go out tomorrow and will 

not include the minutes from tonight's meeting. The recording secretary will email the 
minutes to the Commission later this week for review and approval at the September 5th 

meeting. 

VI. COMMISSIONER'S CHOICE 
.~ 

Mr. Kinton asked that Staff push to establish a process for vacation of right-of-way. 

Several members welcomed Mr. Freemire to the Commission. 
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Mr. Bleile had questions regarding road repair in the City. 

Mr. Freemire stated there may be Department of Transportation funds available for work at 
Oxford Station. He offered to do some research into the matter. 

The meeting adjourned at 9:09 p.m. 

Barbara Krecklow, Recording Secretary 
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MEMORANDUM 
,, 

TO: Gary Sears, City Manager 

FROM: Michael Pattarozzi, Fire Chief 

DATE: August 1, 2012 

SUBjECT: Meeting with Representative of Craig Hospital 

On July 24,2012, members of the Fire Department staff. along with Public Works Traffic 
Engineer Ladd Vostly met with Mr. Lee Means from Craig Hospital to discuss the closure of 
the 3400 block of South Clarkson St. The closure is associated with the proposed 
expansion of Craig Hospital. 

Mr. Means explained the planned expansion of the facility including the street vacation. 
Fire Department staff made recommendations regarding responses to the facility itself and 
the emergency department at Swedish Medical Center. Mr. Means agreed with our 
recommendations and will continue to work with us to resolve any issues. 

The Fire Department staff agreed that the proposed vacation of the 3400 block of South 
Clarkson would not pose any obstacles that cannot be overcome, and would minimize the 
potential for auto-:pedestrian accidents associated with the present configuration of th~ 
campus. 

3& 15 S. Elati Street Englewood. Colorado BOll 0 Administration 303-762-2470 FAX 303-7&2-2406 
www.englewoodgov.org 
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MEMORANDUM 

TO: 

THROUGH: 

THROUGH: 

FROM: 

DATE: 

SUBJECT: 

City Council 

Gary Sears, City Manager 

Rick Kahm, Director of Public Works / 

Ladd Vostry, Traffic Engineer ~ 
August 9, 2012 

CLARKSON/GIRARD ACCIDENT HISTORY 
COUNCIL REQUESTNO.l2-148 

City Council requested information regarding accident statistics at the intersection of 
Clarkson and Girard, as well as on Clarkson adjacent to the Craig Hospital entrance 
(3400 block). Both Clarkson and Girard are classified as collector streets; the average 
traffic volume on Clarkson is approximately 4, 700 vehicles per day (vpd), Girard carries 
about 3,500 vpd. 

Staff looked at accident data at these locatioo:s from 2007 to date. Our records show that 
a total of seven crashes were reported at the Clarkson and Girard intersection and a total 
of six crashes in the 3400 block of Clarkson during that time (please see summary 
below). 

Year 
2007 
2008 
2009 
2010 
2011 
2012 (to date) 

Intersection related crashes 
1 
2 
1 
1 
2 
0 

Total of crashes 7 

Note: ("')an injury type accident 

3400 S. block crashes 
2 
1 
2 
I(*) 
0 
0 
6 

There was only one rear-end with injury accident in this study area (in 201 0). The 
accident data also indicates that a majority of crashes in the 3400 block of 
South Clarkson involved either parked vehicles or vehicles making parking maneuvers. 

Please note that even though there is a of history of"close calls" related to pedestrian/ 
vehicle conflicts in this area, no pedestrian type crashes were reported over this period of 
time. 

/It 



From: Ladd Vostry 
Sent: 
To: 

Friday, August 17, 2012 1:58 PM 
Alan White 

Subject: FW: south clarkson st closure 

FYI 

From: 
Sent: Thursday, August 16, 2012 6:28 PM 
To: 
Cc: Ladd Vostry 
SUbject: south clarkson st closure 

Dear Administrator at Craig Hospital, 

As an owner of a property on South Clarkson Street, and two other properties nearby, we would 
like to let you know that we wholeheartedly endorse your plan to close the section of South 
Clarkson around Craig Hospital. We think it is a great idea. We see cars speeding quickly up and 
down South Clarkson Street every day and people struggle to cross the street around the 
hospital. We think that this sort of innovative thinking will improve neighborhood and 
hospital safety and it will enhance the neighborhood as a whole. 

A few years ago, we consulted with the City of Englewood about doing some urban landscaping 
on South Clarkson Street to slow down traffic and we received endorsement to come up with 
some possible plans. With local and national economic troubles, we put our ideas on hold, but 
your proposals perhaps will energize us to initiate some planning if we can find other interested 
neighbors. 

Thank You--

The Brays 
2890 South Clarkson Street 
Englewood, CO 80113 

1 



August 20, 2012 

Randy Penn, Mayor 
City of Englewood 

SUBJECT: CRAIG HOSPITAL PROPOSAL TO CLOSE SOUTH CLARKSON 

Dear Mayor Penn: 

We are surprised that Council is even considering the potential of closing South Clarkson 
per the request of Craig Hospital. Our home is located east of Broadway and north of 
Craig Hospital. As we count the number of Englewood streets east of Broadway that 
provide direct access across the creek, we find Lincoln, Logan, and Clarkson - three. 
(And, we find that Lincoln provides only cumbersome access across the creek.) To 
consider permanent closure of one-third of these streets is unthinkable. 

Is there some undisclosed plan to build a traffic tunnel under the Craig Hospital-desired 
green space? Where do the city traffic engineers think that traffic re-routed from Clarkson 
will need to travel? 

Clearly, we think this is an extremely poor plan, and that Craig Hospital must be 
encouraged to seek some other solution to their issues. 

Sincerely, 

Ma~orie L. Becker 
Lawrence T. Becker 

644 East Yale Place 
Englewood, CO 80113 



623 East Amherst Place 
Englewood, CO 80113 
August 20, 2012 

Mr. Mike Fordyce, President and CEO 
Craig Hospital 
3425 South Cia rkson Street 
Englewood, Colorado 80113 
Copy to Community Development Department, City of Englewood 

Dear Mr. Fordyce, 

This is in response to your letter of August 13, 2012 in which you propose dosing 
the 3400 block South Clarkson Street. 

With all due respect to the quality of care provided by your medical institution, it 
is my firm opinion that your plan would introduce considerable inconvenience 
and further street congestion for the citizens of Englewood and surrounding 
areas. 

For my personal address, as well as my neighbors', Clarkson is the most direct way 
to access our street, East Amherst Place, which does not extend west through to 
logan, an already heavily used arterial. 

It would seem preferable that your needs be addressed by increasing use of the 
existing crossover bridge and that if further access is needed, you consider adding 
another crossover bridge or an underground tunnel rather than closing an 
important automobile access route to the Swedish Medical Complex and other 
nearby places of need. 

It is my sincere hope that you will pursue.all other possibilities for satisfying your 
needs rather than to close the 3400 block of South Clarkson Street. 

Thank you for your consideration. 

Very truly yours, 

Virgene H. Buthman 



ORDINANCE NO. 
SERIES OF 2012 

BY AUTHORITY 

COUNCIL BILL NO. 49 
INTRODUCED BY COUNCIL 
MEMBER __________ _ 

A BILL FOR 

AN ORDINANCE VACATING THE 3400 BLOCK OF SOUTH CLARKSON STREET 
BETWEEN GIRARD AND HAMPDEN A VENUES IN THE CITY OF ENGLEWOOD, 
COLORADO BUT RESERVING UTILITY EASEMENTS AND CITY BICYCLE ROUTE ON 
SOUTH CLARKSON. 

WHEREAS, Craig Hospital and Swedish Hospital, as co-applicants submitted application for 
the vacation of South Clarkson Street between Girard and Hampden Avenues to accommodate a 
planned expansion of Craig Hospital; and 

WHEREAS, the City's concerns with the vacation and subsequent closure have been met with 
respect to the impact on emergency vehicle access and response times to Swedish Hospital, impacts 
on non-emergency traffic and circulation patterns in the area and how those closures may impact 
pedestrian movements and safety in the area; and 

WHEREAS, appropriate easements shall be retained for the benefit of the City and other utility 
suppliers so that sufficient access to utilities is provided; and 

WHEREAS, the City of Englewood Bicycle Route on South Clarkson Street shall be retained 
through the closed street; and 

WHEREAS, the eastbound Art Shuttle route will need to be modified to travel north on 
Emerson instead of Clarkson, then West on Clarkson to a stop at Craig Hospital, the remaining Art 
Shuttle route remains the same; and 

WHEREAS, Craig has committed to the costs of moving stops and printing new route maps 
associated with the modification to the Art Shuttle routes; and 

WHEREAS; future improvements, such as pedestrian lights, benches, street trees and other 
amenities within the vacated Right-of-Way would be paid for by the landowners; and 

WHEREAS, the Planning and Zoning Commission reviewed this vacation request at a public 
meeting on August 28, 2012 and recommended approval with conditions; 

NOW, THEREFORE, BE IT ORDAINED BY THE CITY COUNCIL OF THE CITY OF 
ENGLEWOOD, COLORADO, AS FOLLOWS: 



Section 1. The City Council of the City of Englewood, Colorado, hereby authorizes vacation of 
the 3400 Block of South Clarkson as shown on Exhibit A, with the following conditions: 

1. City shall retain a Transportation and Utility Easement for utilities over the vacated 
Right-of-Way 

2. A ten foot (10') wide bicycle route on South Clarkson Street shall be retained. 

3. Craig Hospital representatives will continue to work with the City to fmalize and 
implement recommended signage, parking and pedestrian crossing improvements 
agreed to between the City and Craig Hospital. 

4. Craig Hospital shall be responsible for costs associated with modifying the Art Shuttle 
bus route. 

5. That the City work closely with the applicant and a specific, measurable and defined 
traffic plan be put into place to address both traffic flow and safety and pedestrian 
crossing issues in the area. 

6. Craig Hospital shall maintain and be responsible for the Bike Path and the sidewalks. 

Introduced, read in full, and passed on first reading on the 17th day of September, 2012. 

Published by Title as a Bill for an Ordinance in the City's official newspaper on the 21st day of 
September, 2012. 

Published as a Bill for an Ordinance on the City's official website beginning on the 19th day of 
September, 2012 for thirty (30) days. 

Randy P. Penn, Mayor 
ATTEST: 

Loucrishia A. Ellis, City Clerk 

I, Loucrishia A. Ellis, City Clerk of the City of Englewood, Colorado, hereby certify that the 
above and foregoing is a true copy of a Bill for an Ordinance, introduced, read in full, and passed on 
first reading on the 17th day of September, 2012. 

Loucrishia A. Ellis 



EXHIBIT "A" 

Clarkson Street Right-of-way, being a part of the southwest% (SW %) of Section 35 and the 
southeast% (SE %} of Section 34, Township 4 South, Range 68 West of the Sixth Principal 
Meridian, City of Englewood, County of Arapahoe, State of Colorado more particularly described 
as follows: 

Commencing at the Northwest corner of Section 2, Township 5 South, Range 68 West, from 
which the East quarter corner of Section 34, Township 4 South, Range 68 West bears· 
N00°06'23"W a distance of 2688.88 feet; 

Thence N00°06'23"W along said section line a distance of 30.00 feet to the northerly right-of
way of Hampden Avenue to the Point of Beginning; 

Thence S89°33'04"W along said northerly right-of-way line a distance of 30.00 feet to a point on 
the westerly right-of-way line of Clarkson Street; 

Thence N00°06'28"W along said westerly right-of-way line a distance of 599.50 feet to a point 
on the southerly right-of-way line of Girard Avenue; 

Thence N89°58'21 "E along said southerly right-of-way line a distance of 60.00 feet to a point on 
the easterly right-of-way line of Clarkson Street; 

Thence S00°06'28"E along said easterly right-of-way line a distance of 599.06 feet to a point on 
said northerly right-of-way line of Hampden Avenue; 

Thence S89°33'04"W along said northerly right-of-way line a distance of 30.00 feet to the Point 
of Beginning; 

Said parcel contains 35,966 square feet, (0.8257 acre} more or less, retaining a transportation 
and utility easement. 

Prepared By: 

James V. Hastings, Colorado Registered P.L.S. NO. 22917 
Anderson and Hastings Consultants, Inc. 
12596 West Bayaud Ave., Suite 350 
Lakewood, CO 80228 
(303} 433-8486 
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COUNCIL COMMUNICATION 

Date: Agenda Item: Subject: 

September 1 7, 2012 11 c i Resolution Transferring and Appropriating 
Funds from the Risk Management and 
Employee Benefits Funds to the Capital 
Projects Fund for the Human 
Resource Oracle Standard Benefit Project 

Initiated By: Staff Source: 

Finance and Administrative Services Frank Gryglewicz, Director 

COUNCIL GOAL AND PREVIOUS COUNCIL ACTION 

City Council has not discussed this transfer or topic but has made computer upgrades and efficiencies a 
priority in the past. 

RECOMMENDED ACTION 

Staff recommends that Council approve this transfer and supplemental appropriation of $43,000 from the 
Risk Management and Employee Benefits Funds to the Capital Projects Fund for a Human Resource Oracle 
OSB Project which will be undertaken in 2013. 

BACKGROUND, ANALYSIS, AND ALTERNATIVES IDENTIFIED 

The Human Resources Department has tried to make Oracle "self-service" available to employees for a 
number of years. The funds transferred will be used to fund the self-service project that will allow 
employees more access to the system. 

SOURCES AND USES OF FUNDS: 

RISK MANAGEMENT FUND (WORKERS COMPENSATION): 

SOURCE OF FUNDS: 
Fund Balance $6,000 

USE OF FUNDS: 
Transfer to the Capital Projects Fund {HR Oracle OSB Project) $6,000 



EMPLOYEE BENEFITS FUND: 
Fund Balance 

USE OF FUNDS: 
Transfer to the Capital Projects Fund {HR Oracle OSB Project) 

CAPITAL PROIECTS FUND: 

SOURCE OF FUNDS: 
Transfer in from the Risk Management Fund 
Transfer in from the Employee Benefits Fund 

Total Sources of Funds 

USE OF FUNDS: 
HR Oracle OSB Project 

FINANCIAL IMPACT 

$37,000 

$37,000 

$6,000 
$37,000 
$43,000 

$43,000 

This action will reduce the Risk Management Fund by $6,000 and the Employee Benefit Fund by $37,000, 
but the funds will be used to fund the HR Oracle OSB Project. 

LIST OF ATTACHMENTS 

Proposed Resolution 



RESOLUTION NO. 
SERIES OF 2012 

A RESOLUTION TRANSFERRING AND APPROPRIATING FUNDS FROM THE RISK 
MANAGEMENT FUND AND EMPLOYEE BENEFITS FUND TO THE CAPITAL 
PROJECTS FUND (CPF) FOR THE HR ORACLE OSB PROJECT. 

WHEREAS, the City Council has made computer upgrades and efficiencies a priority; and 

WHEREAS, the Englewood Human Resources Department has tried to make Oracle "self
service" available to employees for a number of years; and 

WHEREAS, the funds transferred will be used to fund the self-service project that will allow 
employees more access to the system; and 

WHEREAS, the total cost ofthe Project is $43,000, the passage of this Resolution allows the 
transfer and supplemental appropriation from the Risk Management and Employee Benefits 
Funds to the Capital Projects Fund for a HR Oracle OSB Project which will be undertaken in the 
year 2013. 

NOW, THEREFORE, BE IT RESOLVED BY THE CITY COUNCIL OF THE CITY OF 
ENGLEWOOD, COLORADO, THAT: 

Section 1. The City Council of the City of Englewood, Colorado supports the transfer of 
funds from the Risk Management and Employee Benefits Funds to the Capital Projects Fund, as 
follows: 

SOURCES AND USES OF FUNDS 

RISK MANAGEMENT FUND {WORKERS COMPENSATION) 

SOURCE OF FUNDS: 
Fund Balance 

USE OF FUNDS: 
Transfer to the Capital Projects Fund (HR Oracle OSB Project) 

EMPLOYEE BENEFITS FUND 

SOURCE OF FUNDS: 
Fund Balance 

USE OF FUNDS: 
Transfer tot he Capital Projects Fund (HR Oracle OSB Project) 

$ 6,000 

$ 6,000 

$37,000 

$37,000 



CAPITAL PROJECTS FUND 

SOURCE OF FUNDS: 
Transfer in from the Risk Management Fund 
Transfer in from the Employee Benefits Fund 

Total Sources ofFunds 

USE OF FUNDS: 
HR Oracle OSB Project 

$ 6,000 
$37,000 
$43,000 

$43,000 

Section 2. The City Manager and the Director of Finance and Administrative Services are 
hereby authorized to make the above changes to the 2012 Budget for the City of Englewood. 

ADOPTED AND APPROVED this 17th day of September, 2012. 

ATTEST: 
Randy P. Penn, Mayor 

Loucrishia A. Ellis, City Clerk 

I, Loucrishia A. Ellis, City Clerk for the City of Englewood, Colorado, hereby certify the 
above is a true copy of Resolution No. Series of2012. 

Loucrishia A. Ellis, City Clerk 



COUNCIL COMMUNICATION 

Date: Agenda Item: Subject: 

September 17, 2012 11 c ii Resolution Transferring and Appropriating 
Funds from the Public Improvement Fund 
(PIF) to the Capital Projects Fund (CPF) 
for the Emergency Alert Siren Project 

Initiated By: Staff Source: 

Finance and Administrative Services Frank Gryglewicz, Director 

COUNCIL GOAL AND PREVIOUS COUNCIL ACTION 

City Council approved the purchase of the Emergency Alert Siren equipment by motion on june 4, 2012. 

RECOMMENDED ACTION 

Staff recommends Council approve this transfer and supplemental appropriation of $42,000 from Public 
Improvement Fund to the Capital Projects Fund for the Emergency Alert Siren Project 

BACKGROUND, ANALYSIS, AND ALTERNATIVES IDENTIFIED 

The Police Department applied for and received a grant from the State of Colorado in the amount of 
$41,654.50 for Emergency Alert Siren equipment. The total cost of the Project is $83,309. The Capital 
Projects Fund has limited resources available to fund the remaining cost of the Project; therefore, a 
transfer of $42,000 is required from the PIF. 

SOURCES AND USES OF FUNDS: 

PUBLIC IMPROVEMENT FUND: 

SOURCE OF FUNDS: 
Unassigned Fund Balance $42,000 

USE OF FUNDS: 
Transfer to the Capital Projects Fund $42,000 

CAPITAL PROJECTS FUND: 

SOURCE OF FUNDS: 
Transfer in from the Public Improvement Fund $42,000 

USE OF FUNDS: 
Emergency Alert Siren Project $42,000 



FINANCIAL IMPACT 

This action will reduce the PIF's Unassigned Fund Balance by $42,000. The funds will offset expenditures 
for the Emergency Alert Siren Project funded in the Capital Projects Fund. 

LIST OF ATTACHMENTS 

Proposed Resolution 



RESOLl.ITION NO. 
SERIES OF 2012 

A RESOLl.ITION TRANSFERRING AND APPROPRIATING FUNDS FROM THE PUBLIC 
IMPROVEMENT FUND (PIF) TO THE CAPITAL PROJECTS FUND (CPF) FOR 
EMERGENCY ALERT SIREN PROJECT. 

WHEREAS, the City applied for and received a grant of$41,654.50 for Emergency Alert 
Siren equipment from the State of Colorado; and 

WHEREAS, the City Council approved the purchase ofthe Emergency Alert Siren equipment 
by the passage of a Motion on June 4, 2012; and 

WHEREAS, the total cost of the Project is $83,309, the City of Englewood received a grant in 
the amount of$41,654.50, the remaining cost of the Project $42,000 is required to fund the 
project. 

NOW, THEREFORE, BE IT RESOLVED BY THE CITY COUNCIL OF THE CITY OF 
ENGLEWOOD, COLORADO, THAT: 

Section 1. The City Council of the City of Englewood, Colorado supports the transfer of 
funds from the Public Improvement Fund Balance to the Capital Projects Fund, as follows: 

PUBLIC IMPROVEMENT FUND 

SOURCE OF FUNDS: 
Unassigned Fund Balance $42,000 

USE OF FUNDS: 
Transfer to the Capital Projects Fund $42,000 

CAPITAL PROJECTS FUND 

SOURCE OF FUNDS: 
Transfer in from the Public Improvement Fund $42,000 

USE OF FUNDS: 
Emergency Alert Siren Project $42,000 



Section 2. The City Manager and the Director of Finance and Administrative Services are 
hereby authorized to make the above changes to the 2012 Budget for the City of Englewood. 

ADOPTED AND APPROVED this 17th day of September, 2012. 

ATTEST: 
Randy P. Penn, Mayor 

Loucrishia A. Ellis, City Clerk 

I, Loucrishia A. Ellis, City Clerk for the City of Englewood, Colorado, hereby certify the 
above is a true copy ofResolution No.___, Series of2012. 

Loucrishia A. City Clerk 



COUNCIL COMMUNICATION 

Date: Agenda Item: Subject: 

September 1 7, 2012 11 c iii Resolution Appropriating Funds for 
Station Area Master Plan Project 

Initiated By: Staff Source: 

Finance and Administrative Services Frank Gryglewicz, Director 

COUNCIL GOAL AND PREVIOUS COUNCIL ACTION 

Council approved by motion, a contract for the Englewood, Oxford, and Bates Station Area Master Plan 
Project with Crandall Arambula at the June 4, 2012 Regular Council Meeting. 

RECOMMENDED ACTION 

Staff recommends Council approve the appropriation of $120,000 (Regional Transportation District Grant 
funds will be received) for a Station Area Master Plan (STAMP) Project in the Public Improvement Fund. 

BACKGROUND, ANALYSIS, AND ALTERNATIVES IDENTIFIED 

Community Development is receiving a Station Area Master Plan (STAMP) Grant of $120,000 in 2012. 
The City's matching funds ($30,000) are budgeted in the PIF. As this is a multi-year project, the PIF is the 
appropriate fund to account for expenditures related to the Grant as PIF appropriations do not lapse at 
year-end. 

This expenditure was originally budgeted in the General Fund (Community Development). Estimated 
expenditures will be reduced to reflect the reduction. 

SOURCES AND USES OF FUNDS: 

PUBLIC IMPROVEMENT FUND: 

SOURCE OF FUNDS: 
Station Area Master Plan (STAMP) Grant $120,000 

USE OF FUNDS: 
Station Area Master Plan Project $120,000 

FINANCIAL IMPACT 

This action will appropriate $120,000 in grant funds in the Public Improvement Fund. There will not be a 
net impact on the General Fund. 

LIST OF ATTACHMENTS 

Proposed Resolution 



-------- --··-------· ·-- --·-· ·--·--··---·------·--------·------·-·----·--- ----. --·-- ·---·-·----·-- ------··----- ·-----·------------·---·-- ---··-----·--· 

RESOLUTION NO. 
SERIES OF 2012 

A RESOLUTION APPROPRIATING FUNDS FOR THE ENGLEWOOD, OXFORD AND 
BATES STATION AREA MASTER PLAN PROJECT. 

WHEREAS, the Englewood City Council approved by motion a contract for the Englewood, 
Oxford and Bates Station Area Master Plan Project with Crandall Arambula at the June 4, 2012 
Council Meeting; and 

WHEREAS, the City of Englewood is receiving a Station Area Master Plan (STAMP) Grant 
of $120,000 in 2012; and 

WHEREAS, the City's matching funds $30,000 are budgeted in the Public Improvement 
Fund; and 

WHEREAS, this is a multi-year project, the Public Improvement Fund (PIF) is the appropriate 
fund to account for expenditures related to the Grant as PIF appropriations do not lapse at year
end. 

NOW, THEREFORE, BE IT RESOLVED BY THE CITY COUNCIL OF THE CITY OF 
ENGLEWOOD, COLORADO, THAT: 

Section 1. The City Council of the City of Englewood, Colorado appropriates fund for the 
Englewood, Oxford and Bates Station Area Master Plan Project to the Public Improvement Fund, 
as follows: 

PUBLIC IMPROVEMENT FUND 

SOURCE OF FUNDS: 
Station Area Master Plan (STAMP) Grant $120,000 

USE OF FUNDS: 
Station Area Master Plan (STAMP) $120,000 

Section 2. The City Manager and the Director of Finance and Administrative Services are 
hereby authorized to make the above changes to the 2012 Budget for the City of Englewood. 

ADOPTED AND APPROVED this 17th day of September, 2012. 

ATTEST: 
Randy P. Penn, Mayor 

Loucrishia A. Ellis, City Clerk 



I, Loucrishia A. Ellis, City Clerk for the City of Englewood, Colorado, hereby certify the 
above is a true copy ofResolution No. __ , Series of2012. 

Loucrishia A. Ellis, City Clerk 



COUNCIL COMMUNICATION 

Date: Agenda Item: Subject: 

September 17, 2012 11 c iv Resolution Transferring Funds from the 
Risk Management Fund to the General 
Fund 

Initiated By: Staff Source: 

Finance and Administrative Services Frank Gryglewicz, Director 

COUNCIL GOAL AND PREVIOUS COUNCIL ACTION 

City Council discussed and directed staff to prepare the necessary documents for Council to take action at a 
regular council meeting to approve a transfer of $200,000 from the Risk Management Fund to the General 
Fund at the August 13, 2012 Study Session. 

RECOMMENDED ACTION 

Staff recommends Council approve this transfer of $200,000 from the Risk Management Fund to the General 
Fund. 

BACKGROUND, ANALYSIS, AND ALTERNATIVES IDENTIFIED 

During the 2013 budget discussions with staff, $200,000 in the Risk Management Fund was identified as a 
potential transfer to the General Fund to help increase the unassigned fund balance. This subject was discussed 
at the Study Session on August 13, 2012. City Council directed staff to prepare the necessary documents for 
Council to take action on this transfer at a regular council meeting, understanding that there is a remote 
possibility that the General Fund could be required to absorb the cost of claims if they exceed the resources 
available to the Risk Management Fund. 

SOURCES AND USES OF FUNDS: 

RISK MANAGEMENT FUND: 

SOURCE OF FUNDS: 
Unassigned Fund Balance $200,000 

USE OF FUNDS: 
Transfer out to the General Fund $200,000 

GENERAL FUND: 

SOURCE OF FUNDS: 
Transfer in from the Risk Management Fund $200,000 

USE OF FUNDS: 
Unassigned Fund Balance $200,000 



FINANCIAL IMPACT 

This action will reduce the Risk Management's Fund Unassigned Fund Balance by $200,000 and increase 
General Fund's Unassigned Fund Balance by $200,000. 

LIST OF ATTACHMENTS 

Proposed Resolution 



RESOLUTION NO. 
SERIES OF 2012 

A RESOLUTION TRANSFERRING FUNDS FROM THE RISK MANAGEMENT FUND TO 
THE GENERAL FUND. 

WHEREAS, during the 2013 Budget discussions $200,000 in the Risk Management Fund was 
identified as a potential transfer to the General Fund to help increase the Unassigned Fund 
balance; and 

WHEREAS, the Englewood City Council discussed the transfer of $200,000 from the Risk 
Management to the General Fund at the August 13, 2012 Study Session; and 

WHEREAS, the Englewood City Council discussed the transfer with the understanding that 
there is a remote possibility that the General Fund could be required to absorb the cost of claims 
if they exceed the resources available to the Risk Management Fund. 

NOW, THEREFORE, BE IT RESOLVED BY THE CITY COUNCIL OF THE CITY OF 
ENGLEWOOD, COLORADO, THAT: 

Section 1. The City Council of the City of Englewood, Colorado supports the transfer of 
funds from the Risk Management Fund to the General Fund, as follows: 

RISK MANAGEMENT FUND 

SOURCE OF FUNDS: 
Unassigned Fund Balance $200,000 

USE OF FUNDS: 
Transfer to the General Fund $200,000 

GENERAL FUND 

SOURCE OF FUNDS: 
Transfer in from the Risk Management Fund $200,000 

USE OF FUNDS: 
Unassigned Fund Balance $200,000 



Section 2. The City Manager and the Director of Finance and Administrative Services are 
hereby authorized to make the above changes to the 2012 Budget for the City of Englewood. 

ADOPTED AND APPROVED this 17th day of September, 2012. 

ATTEST: 
Randy P. Penn, Mayor 

Loucrishia A. Ellis, City Clerk 

I, Loucrishia A. Ellis, City Clerk for the City of Englewood, Colorado, hereby certify the 
above is a true copy of Resolution No. Series of2012. 

Loucrishia A. City Clerk 



COUNCIL COMMUNICATION 

Date Agenda Item Subject 

September 17, 2012 A resolution providing Police Officers 
11 c v to either remain in the ICMA-RC 

Money Purchase Plan or to enter the 
Fire and Police Pension Association 
Statewide Defined Benefit Plan. All 
future Police Officers will enter the 
Fire and Police Pension Association 
Statewide Defined Benefit Plan 

Initiated By Staff Source 

Finance and Administrative Services Department Frank Gryglewicz, Director 

COUNCIL GOAL AND PREVIOUS COUNCIL ACTION 

The City Council and staff discussed the changes as part of labor negotiations at an Executive Study Session 
held previously this year. 

RECOMMENDED ACTION 

The Department of Finance and Administrative Service recommends the City Council approve the attached 
(non-binding) resolution providing that active police officers will be permitted to change from the ICMA
Retirement Corporation (ICMA-RC) Money Purchase Plan to the Fire and Police Pension Association (FPPA) 
and the ICMA-RC Money Purchase Plan for Police will close to new participants as of May 2013. Existing 
employees may elect to remain in the ICMA-RC Money Purchase Plan. 

BACKGROUND, ANALYSIS, AND ALTERNATIVES IDENTIFIED 

Colorado Revised Statutes, 31-31-1101 and 31-31-1103 provide the City of Englewood may elect to cover 
all newly hired Police Officers under the FPPA Defined Benefit System administered by the FPPA in !leu of 
coverage under the ICMA-RC Money Purchase Plan. 

During Englewood Police Benefit Association (EPBA) contract negotiations it was determined that all newly 
hired Police Officers shall participate in the FPPA Statewide Defined Benefit Plan beginning May 2013 for 
New Hires. All current members of the ICMA Retirement Corporation Money Purchase Plan may 
individually elect to participate in the FPPA Defined Benefit System or may remain in the ICMA Retirement 
Corporation Money Purchase Plan. 

The contribution levels for current police officers will remain at ten percent employer and ten percent 
employee for active employees. The contribution levels for new pollee officers starting after the effective 
date will be eight percent employer and eight percent employee. Contribution levels are set during 
contract negotiations. 



FINANCIAL IMPACT 

The City's General Fund will realize some savings from trade-offs negotiated with the Englewood Police 
Benefits Association earlier this year. Additional savings will be realized in the future as the cost of 
providing pension benefits for new employees will be reduced (the employer contribution rate is reduced 
by two percent for new employees). 

LIST OF AITACHMENTS 

Proposed (non-binding) resolution 



RESOLUTION NO. 
SERIES OF 2012 

A RESOLUTION REQUESTING COVERAGE UNDER THE FPPA DEFINED BENEFIT 
SYSTEM ADMINISTERED BY THE FIRE AND POLICE PENSION ASSOCIATION FOR 
NEW POLICE OFFICERS FOR THE CITY OF ENGLEWOOD AND PROVIDING ACTIVE 
POLICE OFFICERS THE OPTION TO PARTICIPATE IN THE FIRE AND POLICE 
ASSOCIATION DEFINED BENEFIT SYSTEM. 

WHEREAS, pursuant to Colorado Revised Statutes, 31-31-1101 and 31-31-1103 the City of 
Englewood may elect to cover all newly hired Police Officers under the FPP A Defmed Benefit 
System administered by the Fire and Police Pension Association (FPP A) in lieu of coverage 
under the ICMA Retirement Corporation Money Purchase Plan; and 

WHEREAS, after consideration of this matter the City of Englewood has determined to have 
all newly hired Police Officers meeting the defmition of Member under Colorado Revised 
Statutes 31-31-102 participate in the Statewide Defined Benefit Plan beginning on the Effective 
Date for New Hires, as defined herein; and 

WHEREAS, pursuant to Colorado Revised Statutes 31-31-1101(3.5) and31-31-1103(1)(c)(5), 
all current members of the ICMA Retirement Corporation Money Purchase Plan may individually 
elect to participate in the FPP A Defined Benefit System or may remain in the ICMA Retirement 
Corporation Money Purchase Plan; and 

WHEREAS, as a result of Englewood Police Benefit Association (EPBA) contract 
negotiations the City of Englewood City Council determined to take the following action. 

NOW, THEREFORE, BE IT RESOLVED BY THE CITY COUNCIL OF THE CITY OF 
ENGLEWOOD, COLORADO, AS FOLLOWS: 

Section 1. The City of Englewood hereby requests that the Effective Date of coverage be May 
20,2013. 

Section 2. The Member and Employer contribution rate to the FPP A Defined Benefit System 
for Members who are active in the Statewide Hybrid Plan and who selected either the Defmed 
Benefit Component and Money Purchase Component or the Money Purchase Component only on 
the May 20,2013 will be 20% ofbase salary and shall be split 10% member and 10% employer. 

Section 3. The Employer elects to offer the Members who are active prior to the Effective 
Date for New Hires the option of participating in the Statewide Defmed Benefit Plan at a 
contribution rate of20% ofbase salary that shall be split 10% member and 10% employer. 

Section 4. The City of Englewood elects to cover all Members hired on or after May 20, 2013, 
such earlier date after the filing of the Certification of Compliance designated by the Employer 
(known herein as the Effective Date for New Hires), under the Statewide Defmed Benefit Plan at 
a contribution rate of 16% of base salary that shall be split 8% Employer and 8% Member. 

1 



Section 5. The Employer intends to transfer some or all of the current active Member's 
account balances to FPP A to the Money Purchase Component of the Statewide Hybrid Plan. The 
Employer does not intend to transfer retired Members' account balances to the Money Purchase 
Component of the Statewide Hybrid Plan. The Employer does not intend to transfer the 100% 
vested Inactive Members' account balances to the Money Purchase Component of the Statewide 
Hybrid Plan. 

Section 6. The Member's employer accounts shall be 100% vested upon transfer to the FPP A 
Defmed Benefit System. 

Section 7. The Local Money Purchase Plan provides for loans to Plan members. Loans to 
Plan members shall be transferred to the Money Purchase Component as part of the transfer of 
assets of the Local Money Purchase Plan, subject to approval and acceptance by FPP A. No new 
loans will be allowed from December 31,2012 to May 20,2013. 

Section 8. The Employer acknowledges that the election for coverage under the FPPA 
Defmed Benefit System is irrevocable once the fmal Certification of Compliance is flled by the 
employer and approved by FPP A. 

Section 9. Part-time police officers, hired by the City of Englewood after the Effective Date 
shall not participate in the Plan. Part-time police officers employed by the City of Englewood on 
the Effective Date may not individually elect to participate in the FPPA Defmed Benefit System. 

Section 10. In addition to this Resolution, the City of Englewood understands that it must 
make the certifications contained in the "Form of Certification of Compliance" attached hereto as 
Exhibit A and which must be completed as the final Certification of Compliance by the employer. 
Entry into the FPP A Defined Benefit System is not complete and final until the Certification is 
made and filed with FPP A. 

Section 11. DISCLOSURE STATEMENT- The City of Englewood, in conjunction with 
FPP A, will prepare a disclosure statement which compares the main provisions of the Local 
Money Purchase Plan and the Plan or Plans offered under the FPPA Defined Benefit System, as 
applicable. Said disclosure statement will be submitted to FPP A for approval. The Employer 
will submit the approved disclosure statement to all eligible members prior to the deadline for 
making individual elections. 

Section 12. MEMBER SELECTION- In conjunction with FPPA, the City of Englewood 
shall implement a procedure for making individual selections of Plan options for all eligible 
members pursuant to the rules and procedures established by FPP A. 

The City of Englewood understands that if the certification of compliance for coverage under 
the FPP A Defmed Benefit System is accepted, all future members of the Police Department who 
would have been covered under the Local Money Purchase Plan, will be covered under the 
Statewide Defined Benefit Plan of the FPP A Defined Benefit System. 
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That this resolution of intent shall be certified and transmitted to FPP A for processing in 
accordance with all applicable law and regulations as part of the application process. 

ADOPTED AND APPROVED this 17th day of September, 2012. 

ATTEST: 
Randy P. Penn, Mayor 

Loucrishia A Ellis, City Clerk 

I, Loucrishia A Ellis, City Clerk for the City of Englewood, Colorado, hereby certify the 
above is a true copy of Resolution No. __ , Series of2012. 

Loucrishia A Ellis, City Clerk 
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Exhibit A 

In order to comply with Colorado Revised Statutes 31-31-1101 it is necessary for City of Englewood 
to certify the following to the FPPA Board of Directors: 

a) the City of Englewood police Department's Local Money Purchase Plan meets the qualification 
requirements of the Federal "Internal Revenue Code of 1986" that are applicable to· governmental 
plans; ' · 

b) by separate action City of Englewood has adopted a Resolution to partially terminate 
-·····--·· -··-- --· -- participationin.the LocalMone.:y.-Eurchas.e..£lanJn_acc_ox:.daJlc~ witb_the t~:qps of that plan; 

c) the Resolution partially terminating participation dGJ~s not adversely affect the qualified status of 
the Local Money Purchase Plan; 

d) the rights of the members in the Local Money Purchase Plan who were affected by the partial 
termination of the Local Money Purchase Plan to benefits accrued to the date of termination are 
non-forfeitable; 

e) active Members in the Local Money Purchase Plan who have so elected (the Transferred 
Members), as of the Effective Date shall become Members in the FPPA Defined Benefit System; 

f) the Employer will transfer or caused to be transferred to the FPP A Defined Benefit System all 
assets of the Local Money Purchase Plan that are attributable to the accrued benefits of the 
Transferred Members, pursuant to the procedure established by the City retirement administration; 

g) all Employer and employee contributions required to be made to the Local Money Purchase Plan as 
ofthe date of the partial termination have been made; 

h) Transferred Members in the Local Money Purchase Plan shall not incur a reduction in their account 
balances in their Local Money Purchase Plan, determined as of the Effective Date, as a result of 
their transfer to the FPP A Defined Benefit System. For vesting purposes with regard to the Local 
Money Purchase Plan account balances and with regard to the MP component of the FPP A Defined 
Benefit System, years of service in the Local Money Purchase Plan shall be combined with Years 
of Service ·in the MP Component of the FPPA Defined Benefit System. For vesting purposes with 
regard to the DB component of the FPP A Defined Benefit System, Years of Service Credit shall be 
based upon service credit either earned or purchased while in the FPP A Defined Benefit SyStem; 
and 

i) The Employer agrees to participate in the FPPA Defmed Benefit System and to be bound by the 
terms of the FPP A Defined Benefit System and the decisions and actions of the Board with respect 
to the FPP A Defined Benefit System. 

j) All Members hired on or after May 20, 2013, the Effective Date for New Hires, shall participate in· 
the FPPA Defined Benefit System, as previously detennined by the Employer 

k) There are no outstanding loans, liens, assignments, court order including domestic relationship 
orders, or other types of encumbrances or any nature against any funds transferred to the Statewide 
Defined Benefit System by the Trustee of the local money purchase plan, except those loans to plan 
members as described on Exhibit A. The employer will notify FPP A at the time of transfer of any 
pending domestic relationship orders. 



COUNCIL COMMUNICATION 

Date September 1 7, 2012 Agenda Item Subject: A Resolution Approving 
FY2013 Community Development 

11 c vi Block Grant Application 

INITIATED BY: Community Development STAFF SOURCE: Harold Stitt, Senior Planner 

PREVIOUS COUNCIL ACTION 

City Council has approved resolutions to file Community Development Block Grant (CDBG) 
applications almost annually since 1977. Participation in the Arapahoe County entitlement 
program began in 1991. Participation is authorized in three-year increments. Ordinance 25, Series 
of 2012, approved an Intergovernmental Agreement to participate in the Arapahoe County 
Community Development Block Grant and HOME Investment Partnership Programs for federal 
fiscal years 2013 through 2015. 

RECOMMENDED ACTION 

Staff recommends that Council approve a resolution authorizing staff to apply to Arapahoe County 
for the City of Englewood's portion of federal fiscal year 2013 Community Development Block 
Grant (CDBG) funds. 

BACKGROUND, ANALYSIS, AND ALTERNATIVES IDENTIFIED 

The U.S. Dept. of Housing and Urban Development (HUD) CDBG Entitlement Program provides 
grants to units of local government and urban counties to meet housing and community 
development needs. The objective of the program is to enhance urban communities by providing: 

• decent, safe, affordable housing; 
• improved infrastructure; 
• public facilities and services; 
• economic opportunities. 

The Federal Program objectives are achieved through projects developed by local governments that 
primarily benefit low and moderate income families as well as other federal objectives. The request 
for funds may also include activities that meet urgent development needs in communities such as 
damage from flooding, tornadoes, fire, etc. Local governments determine which activities best 
serve the objectives of the program. 

Funds are appropriated annually by the Congress for the CDBG program and are allocated by statutory 
formula to each entitlement area. Arapahoe County is approved as an urban county entitlement area. The 



CDBG grant funds are currently distributed to participating cities within Arapahoe County. Each 
participating city receives a set-aside portion of the total CDBG allocation. The current participating cities 
are the Cities of Englewood, Littleton, Sheridan, Glendale, Deer Trail, and Greenwood Village. The funding 
level for the City of Englewood for FY2013 is anticipated to be $150,000, the same as it was for 2012. 

Applications for each proposed project must be submitted to Arapahoe County no later than 
October 29, 2012 in order to receive 2013 CDBG funding. The applications for the City of 
Englewood will be for a total of $150,000.00. Englewood's FY2013 program consists of three 
projects. These projects continue to meet current housing and neighborhood needs benefitting 
low and moderate income families. All projects are subject to additional review by City staff, 
Arapahoe County CDBG administrators and the County Commissioners. The listed projects and 
funding levels may change based on those reviews. FY2013 CDBG funds will be requested for the 
following projects: 

1) $100,000 for an energy efficiency home improvements project focusing on 
improvements that provide increased energy efficiency in the home; 

2) $27,500 to for the Housing Rehabilitation Project to provide loans to low-income 
homeowners to finance the costs of major household repairs and improvements. This 
Project also includes a handyman/small rehab component to assist seniors and disabled 
persons with the costs of minor household repairs; 

3) $22,500 for a thirteenth year request to transfer a portion of the City's CDBG allocation 
to directly fund the Family Tree application that assists with staffing needs for the House 
of Hope homeless shelter. Family Tree will submit an application directly to Arapahoe 
County for the grant. A letter of sponsorship is only required from the City to support 
Family Tree's application to Arapahoe County. 

FINANCIAL IMPACT 

Existing Community Development staff will administer the proposed projects. Staff salaries and 
benefits represent the City's participation in the projects. 

LIST OF ATTACHMENTS 

Resolution 



RESOLUTION NO. 
SERIES OF 2012 

A RESOLUTION AUTHORIZING THE CITY OF ENGLEWOOD, COLORADO, TO FILE 
APPLICATIONS WITH ARAPAHOE COUNTY FOR A 2013 COMMUNITY 
DEVELOPMENT BLOCK GRANT. 

WHEREAS, the Englewood City Council has approved CDBG applications since 1977 and 
approved the execution of an fu.tergovenunental Agreement with the passage of Ordinance 
No. 37, Series of 1991, covering the City's participation in the Arapahoe County CDBG 
Entitlement Program for funding years 1992 through 1994; and 

WHEREAS, the Englewood City Council approved passage of Ordinance No. 13, Series of 
2006, authorizing the execution of an fu.tergovenunental Agreement between the City of 
Englewood and Arapahoe County covering participation in the Arapahoe County CDBG 
Entitlement Program for funding years 2007 through 2009; and 

WHEREAS, the Englewood City Council approved passage of Ordinance No. 22, Series of 
2009, authorizing the execution of an fu.tergovenunental Agreement between the City of 
Englewood and Arapahoe County covering participation in the Arapahoe County CDBG Program 
and HOME fu.vestment Partnership Programs for federal fiscal years 2010 through 2012; and 

WHEREAS, the Englewood City Council approved passage of Ordinance No. 25, Series of 
2012, authorizing the execution of an fu.tergovenunental Agreement between the City of 
Englewood and Arapahoe County covering participation in the Arapahoe County CDBG Program 
and HOME fu.vestment Partnership Programs for federal fiscal years 2013 through 2015; and 

WHEREAS, the Arapahoe County Community Development Block Grant Program provides 
grants to participating municipalities to meet housing and community development needs; and 

WHEREAS, to compete in the Arapahoe County Community Development Block Grant 
Program, local govenunents must submit an application; and 

WHEREAS, the City of Englewood has received a notice of fund availability; and 

WHEREAS, the City of Englewood, Colorado, desires to apply for these funds through the 
Arapahoe County 2013 Community Development Block Grant to fund the Energy Efficiency 
Englewood Project, Housing Rehabilitation Project, and House of Hope staffing project. 

NOW, THEREFORE, BE IT RESOLVED BY THE CITY COUNCIL OF THE CITY OF 
ENGLEWOOD, COLORADO, THAT: 

Section 1. The City of Englewood, Colorado, is hereby authorized to file applications for an 
Arapahoe County 2013 Community Development Block Grant. 



Section 2. The Mayor and City Clerk are authorized to sign and attest all necessary forms, 
documents, assurances and certifications for the Community Development Block Grant 
applications for and on behalf of the City Council and the City of Englewood. 

ADOPTED AND APPROVED this 17th day of September, 2012. 

ATTEST: 
Randy P. Penn, Mayor 

Loucrishia A. Ellis, City Clerk 

I, Loucrishia A. Ellis, City Clerk for the City of Englewood, Colorado, hereby certify the 
above is a true copy ofResolution No.~ Series of2012. 

Loucrishia A. Ellis, City Clerk 



) 

Memorandum of Understanding 
South Metro Denver Animal Shelter Optiol),s 

' ~ t' " .. 

WHEREAS, the jurisdictions of City, pf Littleton, City of Centennial, City of Cheny Hills Village, 
Town of Bow Mar, Tov1n of Columbine Valley, City of Sheridan, City of Englewood, City of Lone Tree, 
Town of Parker, and Arapahoe County, all located in the south metro Denver region, (collectively 
herei:q.after "South De:nver Metro Jurisdictions") provide animal control (welfare) .services that involve the 
impounding of animals; · · · · 

WHEREAS, the South Deiwer Metro Jurisdictions promote responsible pet owners)rip, humane 
treatment of animals and provide animal sheltering service through the enforcement of theidini.mallaws; ... 

. VVHEREAS; the South Denver Metro Juriw:Jictions find ariimal control services sho1.1-ld be provided 
in a fiscally responsible manner, including the. ,s)leltering of animals; 

. . . . . VVHEREAS,. there is no singl~ full serVice animal shelter focused o~ the residents of the South 
Denver Metro Jurisdictions that provides adOption and oth& services like the Dimver Dmpb FJ:iends League 
(DFL) in Denver, the Buddy Center in Castle Rook (affiliated with the DFL), the Foothills Animal Shelter 
in Golden for the west Denver metro .area communities .and the Aurora Animal Shelter in Aurora; 

WHEREAS, the Humane Society. of the South Platte V alley('HS SPV") initiated operations in 2009 
wi~ funding from the Cities ofLittl.~tonand,~glewood and has growri.to serve Am,pahoe County; . 

WHEREAS, although HSSPV ill!s proYi,~ed valuable full service .adoption. ~ervic~s ~ince opening its 
doors, it-has not demonstrated the ability to n;ise funds to cover the costs for adoption services and.has 
grown more reliant upon contracts with ,participating local jurisdictions; 

WHEREAS, there continues to be im unmet need for convenient adoption servi~es in the South 
Denver Metro Jurisdictions that do nqt rely upon public dollars for day-to..:day operations and services; 

WHEREAS, the South Denver Metro J!]risdictions believe 'coordinating efforts o:a a full service 
animal shelter should increase responsible pet ownership and live release rate of animals across all of our 
communities, while also improving cost efficiency and eliminating duplication of services; .and 

WHEREAS, there is a willingness by the South Denver Metro Jurisdictions to ~"Plore the range of 
options available for .animal sheltering services. . 

BE IT KNOWN THAT: 

1. Tbis Meu1orandum of Understanding documents the intent of the. South Denver Metro 
Jurisdictions to explore the range of options available for animal sheltering services. 

2. Each undersigned member of the South Denver Metro Jurisdictions intends to participate in the 
exploration of animal sheltering options available to the South Denver Metro Jurisdictions. 

3. An Animal Shelter Conmiittee will be. formed and the City of Littleton shall serve as the 
coordinating partner. The purpose of this committee will be advisory. It will explore potential 
service delivery models for animal sheltering, ranging from a regional full-service animal shelter to 
a combination of private kennels. It wiil gather animal statistics from each .Participating South 
Denver Metro Jurisdictio;u. Thls committee will be dissolved upon the presentation of the research 
on Animal Shelter options to the elected bodies of the South Denver Metro Jurisdictions, unless 
some or all of the members agree to continue coordinated eff01ts. 
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4. The common values around animal welfare are: 

promoting responsible pet ownership, 
humane treatment of animals, and 
providing animal sheltering service in a fiscally responsible manner 

5. In addition to actual service delivery options, the focus of South Denver Metro Jurisdictions 
coordination and the Animal Shelter Committee will encompass exploring tbe existing animal 
sheltering atra.ngements, including costs and impound animal statistics, by jurisdiction. 

6. h1 signifying this intention and comti:ritment, each undersigned member of the South :Qenver Metro 
Jurisdictions pledges to: 

a. Designate one elected and staff representatives (and/or one altemate representative) to 
participate on the Animal Shelter committee, .and ensure that the representatives attend 
regularly scheduled meetings of the Animal Shelter project and are active in. the functioning of 
the Animal Shelter conm1ittee, subject to reasonable availability of elected or administrative 
persmmel to serve as representatives. 

b. Provide meeting space for the Animal Shelter Committee meetings, as needed and subject to 
availability of space and available resources of the Municipality/City/County. 

c. Provide accurate animal welfare statistics from 2009 and through 2011, including, but not 
limited to, number of animals impounded on annual basis, costs incurred for these services, 
revenue generated from fees fi:om owners who cla.h).').ed impounded animals. This will serve as 
a base as to the current playing field. fTom which some projections could be made. HSSPV's 
performance will be evaluated specifically, including, but not limited to, revenue by source 
over 2009,2010 and 2011 and adopted 2012 budget. 

d. Timeframe for the Animal Shelter Committee to complete its research and have individual 
members present this infonnation to their respective elected. body within six months from date 
of execution of this MOU by all South Denver Metro Jurisdictions. 

7. The term of the MOU shall be through September 30, 2013. It may be extended for two additional 
one year periods upon agreement of the parties. 

8. Signing this Memorandum of Understanding does not signify a commitment of any individual 
jurisdiction to: (a) make any financial contribution to participate other than as may be incidental to 
the commitments set forth in paragraph 6; (b) move beyond an exploration of animal shelter 
options; or (c) fund or participate in a regional animal shelter should. some members of the South 
Denver Metro Jurisdictions elect to move forward with such an option. 

9. Any party may unilaterally terminate this Memorandmn of Understanding for any or no reason 
with a 30 day written notice sent via regular mail or hand delivery to the representatives of the other 
South Denver Metro Jmisdictions. 
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