Agenda for thé
Regular Meeting of the
Englewood City Council
Monday, November 19, 2012
7:30 pm
Englewood Civic Center - Council Chambers

1000 Englewood Parkway
Englewood, CO 80110

. Call to Order.

Invocation.
Pledge of Allegiance.
Roll Call.

Consideration of Minutes of Previous Session.
a.  Minutes from the Regular City Council Meeting of Noverﬁber 5, 20 1.2.
ReCoghition of Scheduled Public Comment. {This is an oﬁportunity 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 five miinutes.)
a. Recogn.ition of 2013 Englewood Calendar Artists.

i, Kyra Roquemore, a 9" Grader at Colorado’s Finest Alternative High School

ii. Diego Rios-Pineda, a 4% Grader at Clayton Elementary School

iii. Jamie Valdez, an 11% Grader at Colorado’s Finest Alternative High School

iv.  Irae Mautoabasi, a Kindergartner at Clayton Elementary School

V. Tess Bray, a 9" Grader at Fast High School

Vi, Cesar Aguilar-Morales, a 4" Grader at Clayton Elementary School




vii.

viii.
ix.
X.
Xi.
Xii.
Xiii.
xiv.

XV.
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Isaac Medr’and,.a' 4" Grader at Clayton Elementary School

- Alexander LaCount, a 4% Grader at Clayton Elémentary School

Michaela Martinez, a 12" Grader at Englewood High School
Joseline Ortiz, a 1* Grader at Englewood High School

Natalie Hiibschman, a 12" Grader at Englewood High School

- Kaylie Carpenter, a 6" Grader at Clayton Elementary School

Shawn Michaelis, an 11" Grader at Colorado’s Finest Alternative High School
Lizzy Marcoux, a 1** Grader at All Souls Catholic School

Kaleb Greene, a 3" Grader at Clayton Elementary School

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.

a. Letter from Katie Walsh indicating her resignation from the Kéep Englewood Beautiful
Board.

b. Letter from Brianna Carey indicating her resignation from the Englewood Cultural Arts
Commission. -

9. Consent Agenda ltems.

a. Approval of Ordinances on First Reading.

i

Council Bill No. 60 -~ Recommendation from the Public Works Department to adopt a
bill for an ordinance authorizing an Intergovernmental Agreement with the Denver
Council Regional Council of Governments for the 2012 Traffic Signal System
Equipment Purchase. Staff Source: Rick Kahm, Director of Public Works and Ladd
Vostry, Traffic Engineer. '

b. Aplproval of Ordinances on Second Reading.
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C. Resolutions and Motions.

Recommendation from the Public Works Department to approve a resolution
modifying the Permit Fees for the use of the City’s Rights of Way. Staff Source: Dave
Henderson, Engineering/Capital Projects Administrator.

Recommendation from the Public Works Department to approve a resolution
authorizing a concrete utility fee increase. Staff Source: Dave Henderson,
Engineering/Capital Projects Administrator.

10. Public Hearing Items.

a. A Public Hearing to gather input on Council Bill No. 58, approving the rezoning of Flood
Middle School from MU-B-1, MU-R-3-B and R-2-B to PUD.

b. A Public Hearing to gather input on Council Bill No. 59,-approving the Alta Cherry Hills
Major Subdivision.

11. Ordinances, Resolutions and Motions

‘a.  Approval of Ordinances on First Reading.

Council Bill No 57 - Recommendation from the Utilities Department to adopt a bill for
an ordinance amending sections of the Englewood Municipal Code pertaining to
sewer fees and charges. Staff Sources; Stewart H. Fonda, Director of Utilities.

Council Bill No. 61 — Recommendation from the City Manager’s Office to adopt a bill
for an ordinance amending the Englewood Municipal code pertaining to use of public
facilities in the City right of way. Staff Source: Michael Flaherty, Deputy City
Manager.

Council Bill No. 62 - Recommendation from the Finance Department to adopt a bill

~ for an ordinance modifying the Englewood Municipal Code to comply with the City of

Englewood Firefighters Pension Plan Document and Colorado Statutes. Staff Source:
Frank Gryglewicz, Director of Finance and Administrative Services.

Council Bill No. 63 — Recommendation from the Englewood Office of Emergency
Management to adopt a bill for an ordinance approving the application for and

.acceptance of a 2013 Emergency Management Program Grant. Staff Source: Steve

Green, Emergency Management Coordinator.

b.  Approval of Ordinances on Second Reading.

C. Resolutions and Motions.
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12. General Discussion.
a Mayor’s Choice.
b. Council Mémbers' CHoice.

13. City Manager's Report.
14, City Attorney’s Report.

15. Adjournment.
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To: Audra Kirk; Sue Carlton-Smith
Subject: RE: resignation

From: KatieWalsh ... . . ..
Sent: Thursday, November 01, 2012 2:09 PM

To: Audra Kirk

Subject: resignation

Hi Audra

i hope you are doing well. i am writing to let you know that 1 wish to resign from my position on the board at
keb. i feel i cannot dedicate my time anymore since i am heavily involved with school. i feel that my spot could
be utilized for someone better able to dedicate their time.

thank you for everything and please let me know if there is anything else i need to do.

Thanks
Katie Walsh
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To: Debby Severa
Subject: RE: Cultural Arts Commission

From: Carey, Brianna [
Sent: Monday, October 29, 2012 12:22 PM
To: Debby Severa

Subject: Cultural Arts Commission

Hi Debby,

I wanted to let you know that I most likely won't be able to attend many meetings for the Cultural Arts
Commission in the next few months due to health problems. At this time I think it may be better to find a
member to fill my place who can be more committed. Thank you to the commission and to city council for
giving me this wonderful opportunity, I apologize that I cannot continue with it. I hope that in the future I can
be apart of it again; the Cultural Arts Commission is definitely a wonderful group of people!

I hope you all the best!
Thank you.

Bri Carey
720-998-2921



COUNCIL COMMUNICATION

Date: Agenda Item: Subject:
November 19, 2012 9ai IGA with DRCOG for 2012 Traffic Signal System
Equipment Purchase
Initiated By: : : Staff Source:
Department of Public Works Rick Kahm, Director

Ladd Vostry, Traffic Engineer

COUNCIL GOAL AND PREVIOUS COUNCIL ACTION

City Council approved Bills for an Ordinance to enter into an agreement with the Denver Regional Council of
Governments (DRCOQG) to allow DRCOG to reimburse the City of Englewood for 2004, 2005, 2007, 2008,
2009, and 2010 miscellaneous traffic signal equipment purchases.

RECOMMENDED ACTION

Staff requests that City Council adopt a Bill for an Ordinance to enter into an Intergovernmental Agreement
(IGA) with the DRCOG for the 2012 Traffic Signal System Equipment Purchase program. This IGA will allow
DRCOG to reimburse the City of Englewood for the cost of traffic signal system equipment (to be purchased by
the City in 2013) in an amount up to $29,000.

BACKGROUND, ANALYSIS, AND ALTERNATIVES IDENTIFIED

The Traffic Engineering Division of Public Works submitted an application to DRCOG to be considered for traffic
signal equipment purchases in the 2012 Traffic Signal System Equipment Purchase program. DRCOG,
responsible for administering this program, received U.S. Department of Transportation Congestion
Mitigation/Air Quality (CM/AQ) funds through the Colorado Department of Transportation (CDOT) to carry out
traffic signal system improvements and purchases in the Denver region. All applications were reviewed and
scored by DRCOG based on previously set criteria consistent with the adopted Traffic Signal System
Improvement Program (TSSIP). Englewood has been awarded up to $29,000 towards the purchase of traffic
signal equipment, which includes a traffic signal cabinet with ASC/3 controller, uninterruptable power supply
(UPS), and Ethernet radios and switches.

The Traffic Signal System Equipment Purchase program covers equipment purchases only, with equipment
installation being completed by City forces. These improvements will enhance the functionality and efficiency of
the traffic control along the Dartmouth corridor (west of Santa Fe), and at the Oxford and Navajo/Windermere
intersection.

FINANCIAL IMPACT

There are no financial obligations for the City other than providing funds up front for the equipment purchases,
which are later reimbursed to the City. Adequate funds are available in the Transportation System Upgrade
account and will be credited back to this account with the reimbursement of Federal funds by DRCOG.

LIST OF ATTACHMENTS

Bill for an Ordinance
Contract (IGA) between DRCOG and City of Englewood



BY AUTHORITY

ORDINANCE NO. COUNCIL BILL NO. 60
SERIES OF 2012 INTRODUCED BY COUNCIL
MEMBER
A BILL FOR

AN ORDINANCE APPROVING AN INTERGOVERNMENTAL AGREEMENT (IGA)
ENTITLED “CONTRACT BY AND BETWEEN THE DENVER REGIONAL COUNCIL OF
GOVERNMENTS (DRCOG) AND THE CITY OF ENGLEWOOD” FOR REIMBURSEMENT
TO THE CITY OF ENGLEWOOD, COLORADO FOR THE COSTS OF 2012 TRAFFIC
SIGNAL SYSTEM EQUIPMENT PURCHASE.

WHEREAS, the Englewood City Council previously approved Ordinances to enter into
agreements with Denver Regional Council of Governments (DRCOG) to allow DRCOG to
reimburse the City of Englewood for 2004, 2005, 2007, 2008, 2009 and 2010, miscellaneous traffic
signal equipment purchases; and

WHEREAS, DRCOG received U.S. Department of Transportation Congestion Mitigation/Air
Quality (CM/AQ) funds through the Colorado Department of Transportation (CDOT) to carry out
traffic signal system improvements and purchases in the Denver metropolitan region; and

WHEREAS, DRCOG desires to contract with the City for the purchase of miscellaneous traffic
signal equipment consistent with the Traffic Signal System Equipment Purchase Program; and

WHEREAS, DRCOG is responsible for monitoring and administering this federal program; and

WHEREAS, the passage of this Ordinance authorizes the intergovernmental agreement allowing
DRCOG to reimburse the City of Englewood for the cost of traffic signal system equipment, which
will be purchased by the City in 2013, in an amount up to $29,000;

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

Section 1. The City Council of Englewood, Colorado, hereby authorizes an intergovernmental
agreement (IGA) entitled “Contract by and Between the Denver Regional Council of Governments
(DRCOG) and the City of Englewood” for reimbursement to the City of Englewood, Colorado for
the cost of traffic signal system equipment, which will be purchased by the City in 2013 in an
amount up to $29,000, a copy of which is attached hereto as Exhibit 1.



Section 2. The Mayor is hereby authorized to sign and the City Clerk to attest said
intergovernmental agreement (IGA) entitled “Contract by and Between the Denver Regional
Council of Governments (DRCOG) and the City of Englewood” for and on behalf of the City of
Englewood.

Introduced, read in full, and passed on first reading on the 19th day of November, 2012.

Published by Title as a Bill for an Ordinance in the City’s official newspaper on the 23" day of
November, 2012.

Published as a Bill for an Ordinance on the City’s official website beginning on the 21st day of
November, 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 5th day of November, 2012.

Loucrishia A. Ellis



CONTRACT BY AND BETWEEN THE ,

DENVER REGIONAL COUNCIL OF GOVERNMENTS _ j
1290 Broadway, Suite 700
Denver, Colorado 80203-5606
(“DRCOG”)

and

CITY OF ENGLEWOOD
1000 Englewood Parkway
Englewood, Colorado 80110-2373
(“CONTRACTOR”)

for
2012 TRAFFIC SIGNAL SYSTEM EQUIPMENT PURCHASE
Project Number: 543011 ' Contract Number: EX12016
RECITALS:
A. DRCOG has received U.S. Department of Transportation Congestion Mitigation/Air
Quality (CM/AQ) funds through the Colorado Department of Transportation (CDOT), to carry

out traffic signal system improvements and purchases in the Denver metropolitan re_gion.

B. Authority exists in the law and funds have been budgeted, appropriated, and otherwise
made available and a sufficient unencumbered balance thereof remains available for payment.

C. DRCOG desires to engage the Contractor for the purchase of miscellaneous tréffic
signal equipment consistent with the adopted Traffic Signal System Improvement Program
further described in this contract and Exhibit A.

D. The Contractor agrees to comply with all applicable provisions of the contract between
DRCOG and CDOT, which are incorporated herein by reference and made a part of this
conftract, as if fully set forth, in the monitoring and administration of this contract.

NOW, THEREFORE, it is hereby agreed that:
1. PURCHASE OF THE EQUIPMENT

a. General Requirements. The Contractor shall administer and purchase the equipment
that is described in the attached Exhibit A, which is made a part of this contract, in
accordance with Title 49, Parts 18 and 19, as appropriate, of the Code of Federal
Regulations regarding uniform administrative requirements for state and local
governments and other non-profit organizations.

b. Submissions of Proceedings, Contract, and Other Documents. The Contractor shall
submit to DRCOG all data, reports, records, contracts, and other documents collected
and developed by the Contractor relating to the project as DRCOG may require. The
Contractor shall retain intact, for three years foliowing project closeout, all contract
documents, financial records, and supporting documents.

HHmT HIXGE
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c. Award of Contract. This contract is awarded to the Contractor based upon the
Contractor’s project application, which provides that the Contractor be responsibie for all
expenses associated with acquiring, installing, operating and maintaining the equipment,
excluding the actual purchase cost of the equipment. Contractor agrees that Contractor
costs for staff and subcontractors will not be reimbursable as part of this contract.

d. No DRCOG Obligations to Third Parties. DRCOG shall not be subject to any obligations
or liabilities to any person not a party to this contract in connection with the performance
of this project pursuant to the provisions of this contract without its specific written
consent. Neither the concurrence in, or approval of, the award of any contract or
subcontract or the solicitation thereof nor any other act performed by DRCOG under this
contract constitutes such consent.

2. ACCOUNTING RECORDS

a. Accounts. The Contractor shall establish and maintain as a separate set of accounts, or
as an integral part of its current accounting scheme, accounts for the equipment
purchases to assure that funds are expended and accounted for in a manner consistent
with the requirements of this contract, the contract between DRCOG and CDOT and all
applicable federal and state laws, and their implementing regulations.

b. Funds Received or Made Available. The Contractor shall appropriately record in the
account all reimbursement payments received by it from DRCOG pursuant to this
contract.

c. Allowable Costs. Expenditures made by the Contractor shall be reimbursable as
allowable costs to the extent they meet all of the reqmrements set forth below. Such
expenditures must: _

1) Be made in conformance with the description, budget, and all other provisions of this
contract.

2) Be necessary for the accomplishment of this contract, and reasonable in the amount
of goods and services provided.

3) Be actual net costs to the Contractor (i.e., price paid minus any refunds, rebates, or
other items of value received by Contractor that have the effect of reducing the cost
actually incurred).

4) Be incurred for equipment purchased only as described in Exhibit A, after the date of
this contract.

5) Be treated uniformly and consistently under generally accepted accounting
principles.

6) Be in conformance with the standards for allowability of costs set forth in Office of
Management and Budget Circulars No. A-122 or A-87, as appropriate, regarding
cost principles for nonprofit organizations and state and local governments.

d. Documentation of Costs. Invoices, contracts, and/or vouchers detailing the nature of the
charges shall support all equipment purchase costs charged to this contract.
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e.

Checks, Orders, and Vouchers. Any check or order drawn up by the Contractor with
respect to any item which is or will be chargeable against this contract will be drawn only
in accordance with a properly sighed voucher then on file in the office of the Contractor,
which will detail the purpose for which said check or order is drawn. All checks, payrolls,
invoices, contracts, vouchers, orders, or other accounting documents pertaining in whole
or in part to the project shall be clearly identified, readily accessible, and, to the extent
feasible, kept separate and apart from all other such documents.

Audits and Inspections. At any time during normal business hours and as often as
DRCOG, CDOT and U.S. Department of Transportation (hereinafter, "USDOT"), and/or
the Comptroller General of the United States may deem necessary, there shall be made
available to DRCOG, CDOT, USDOT and/or the Comptroller General, or any of their duly
authorized representatives, for examination, all books, documents, papers, and records,
whether in electronic, digital, hard-copy or other form, with respect to all matters covered
by this contract and the Contractor will permit DRCOG, CDOT, USDOT, and/or
representatives of the Comptroller General to audit, examine, and make excerpts or
transcripts from such records, and to make audits of all contracts, invoices, materials,
payrolls, records of personnel, conditions of employment and other data relating to all
matters covered by this contract.

3. TIME OF PERFORMANCE

This contract shall commence upon execution and shall expire December 31, 2013.

4. COST OF EQUIPMENT PURCHASES

The cost for equipment purchases in which federal funds are participating shall not exceed
Twenty-Nine Thousand Dollars ($29,000.00) as described in the attached Exhibit A.

The Contractor agrees to provide all installation, operation and maintenance of the purchased
equipment at its expense.

5. REQUEST FOR PAYMENT BY THE CONTRACTOR

a.

b.

Award. DRCOG shall reimburse the Contractor up to Twenty-Nine Thousand Dollars
{$29,000.00) for the purchase of traffic signal equipment as described in the attached
Exhibit A.

Payment. Payment shall be made on the following basis: After receipt of the
equipment, the Contractor shall submit the invoice to the DRCOG Accounting
Department for reimbursement. DRCOG will incorporate the invoice into its next bill to
CDOT. Upon receipt by DRCOG of payment from CDOT and upon verification by
DRCOG that the Contractor has installed the equipment and that the equipment is
operating as intended, DRCOG will reimburse the Contractor for the amount of
allowable costs of the Contractor’s invoice. |t is the Contractor’s sole responsibility to
install the equipment and contact DRCOG for field verification prior to receiving
reimbursement. -



6. MANAGEMENT

a. DRCOG Representative. DRCOG has designated Greg MacKinnon as its
representative who will coordinate reviews, approvals, and authorizations.

b. Contractor's Representative. The Contractor has designated Ladd Vostry as its
representative for this contract who shall be responsible for coordination and liaison with
DRCOG on the equipment purchases associated with this contract. If at any time a
contractor representative is not assigned for this contract, the Contractor shall
immediately notify DRCOG and work shall be suspended until a representative has
been assigned who is acceptable to DRCOG.

c. By signing this contract, the Contractor certifies that neither it nor its principals are
presently debarred, suspended, proposed for debarment, declared ineligible or
voluntarily excluded from participation in this transaction by any Federal department or
agency.

7. PERSONNEL

The Contractor represents it will provide and secure the personnel required in installing,
maintaining and operating the equipment listed in Exhibit A. All of the services required
hereunder will be performed by the Contractor or under its supervision, and all personnel
engaged in the work shall be fully qualified and shall be authorized under State and local law to
perform such services. Such personnel shall not be employees of or have any contractual
relationship with DBRCOG. Any subcontracts entered into by the Contractor associated with this
Contract shall include a statement that the parties to the subcontract understand that DRCOG
is not obligated or liable in any manner to the subcontractor or for the performance by the
Contractor of its obligations under the subcontract.

8. TERMINATION

a. Funds not Available. The parties expressly recognize that the Contractor is to be paid,
reimbursed or otherwise compensated with federal and/or State funds which are
available to DRCOG for the project. In the event that CM/AQ funds are not made
available to DRCOG per Recital A, this contract shall terminate immediately. Contractor
expressly understands and agrees that all of its rights, demands and claims to
compensation arising under this contract are contingent upon availability of such funds
to DRCOG.

b. Termination for Mutual Convenience. The parties may, with the concurrence of CDOT,
terminate this contract if both parties agree that the equipment purchases specified in
Exhibit A would not produce beneficial results.

c. Termination of Contract for Cause. If through any cause, excluding force majeure, the
Contractor shall fail to fulfill in timely and proper manner its obligations under this
contract, or if the Contractor shall violate any of the covenants, agreements, or
stipulations of this contract, and has not corrected such breach within ten days of being
given notice by DRCOG, DRCOG shall thereupon have the right to terminate this
contract by giving written notice to the Contractor of such termination for cause, which
shall be effective upon receipt of the written notice.




In that event, DRCOG shall not be required to reimburse the Contractor for any
equipment purchases not yet billed to CDOT, and Contractor shall be obligated to return
any payments previously received under the provisions of this contract. Notwithstanding
the above, the Contractor shall not be relieved of liability to DRCOG for any damages
sustained by DRCOG by virtue of any breach of the contract by the Contractor.

d. Termination for the Convenience of DRCOG. DRCOG may terminate this contract at
any time by giving written notice to the Contractor of such termination, which shall be
effective upon receipt of the written notice. If the contract is terminated by DRCOG as
provided herein, the Contractor shall be entitled to receive compensation for any
equipment purchases made prior to the effective date of such termination, subject to
field verifications being completed to the satisfaction of DRCOG.

9. EQUAL EMPLOYMENT OPPORTUNITY

During the performance of this contract, the Contractor agrees to comply with all federal and
state laws, rule, regulations, and orders regarding equal employment opportunity, including
Executive Order 11256, “Equal Employment Opportunity,” as amended by Executive Order
11375, “Amending Executive Order 11246 Relating to Equal Employment Opportunity,” and as
supplemented by regulations at 41 CFR part 60, “Office of Federal Contract Compliance
Programs, Equal Employment Opportunity, Department of Labor.”

10. DISADVANTAGED BUSINESS ENTERPRISE

a. Policy. DRCOG is committed to and has established a Disadvantaged Business
Enterprise (DBE) program in accordance with the regulations of the U.S. Department of
Transportation (DOT), 49 CFR Part 26. it is the policy of DRCOG to ensure that DBEs,
as defined in Part 26, have an equal opportunity to participate in the performance of
contracts and subcontracts receiving DOT funding assistance. Consequently, the DBE
requirements of 49 CFR, Part 26 apply to this contract.

b. DBE Obligation. The Contractor and its subcontractors agree to ensure that DBEs as
determined by the Office of Certification at the Colorado Departiment of Regulatory
Agencies have the maximum opportunity to participate in the performance of contracts
and subcontracts receiving DOT funding assistance provided under this contract. In this
regard, the Contractor and subcontractors shall take all necessary and reasonable steps
in accordance with this policy to ensure that DBEs have the maximum opportunity to
compete for and perform contracts. The Contractor and their subcontractors shall not
discriminate on the basis of race, color, national origin, mental or physical handicap or
sex in the award and performance of contracts and subcontracts receiving DOT funding
assistance.



11. INTEREST OF MEMBERS OF DRCOG AND OTHERS

No officer, member, or employee of DRCOG and no members of its governing body, and no
other pubilic official of the governing body of the locality or localities in which the projectis
situated or being carried out who exercises any functions or responsibilities in the review or
approval of the undertaking or carrying out of this project, shall participate in any decision
relating to this contract which affects his personal interest or the interest of any corporation,
partnership, or association in which he is directly or indirectly interested or have any personal or
pecuniary interest, direct of indirect, in this contract or the proceeds thereof.

12. INTEREST OF THE CONTRACTOR

No officer, member, employee or agent of the Contractor or any other person who is authorized
to exercise ‘any functions or responsibilities in connection with the negotiating, review or
approval of the undertaking or carrying out of any segment of the program contemplated by this
contract shall have any financial or other personal interest, direct or indirect, in this contract or
any subcontract thereunder, or in any real or personal property acquired therefore. Any person
who shall involuntarily acquire any such incompatible or conflicting personal interest shall
immediately disclose his/her interest to DRCOG in writing. Thereafter (s)he shall not participate
in any action affecting the program under this contract unless DRCOG shall have determined
that, in light of the personal interest disclosed, the participation in such action would not be
contrary to the public interest. '

13. INDEMNIFICATION

The Contractor is an independent contractor and not an employee of DPRCOG. As an
independent contractor, the Contractor is not entitled to workers' compensation benefits except
as may be provided by the Contractor nor to unemployment insurance benefits unless
unemployment compensation coverage is provided by the Contractor or some other entity. The
Contractor is obligated to pay ail applicable federal and state income tax on any moneys earned
or paid pursuant to this contract relationship. The parties agree that the Contractor is free from
the direction and control of DRCOG except such control as may be required by any state or
federal statute or regulation, and that DRCOG does not require the Contractor to work
exclusively for DRCOG; does not establish a quality standard for the Contractor; does not
provide training, or does not provide tools or benefits of performance by the Contractor except
through a completion scheduie.

To the extent allowable by law, the Contractor shall indemnify, save and hold harmiess DRCOG,
its officers, employees and agents, against any and all claims, damages, liability and court
awards, including all costs, expenses, and attorney fees incurred as a result of any negligent
act or omission of the Contractor, or its employees, agents, subcontractors or assignees related
to this contract. The Contractor shall inciude language similar to the foregoing in any
subcontract associated with this Contract, stating that the subcontractor agrees to indemnify,
save and hold harmless DRCOG for negligent acts or omissions of the subcontractor, its
employees, agents, subcontractors, and assignees.

The Contractor, as a “public entity” within the meaning of the Colorado Governmental
Immunity Act, CRS §24-10-101, et seq., as amended (the "GIA"), shall maintain at all times
during the term of this contract such liability insurance, by commercial policy or self-insurance,



as is necessary to meet its liabilities under the GIA. The Contractor shall show proof of such
insurance satisfactory to DRCOG and CDOT, if requested by DRCOG or CDOT.

14. FEDERAL REQUIREMENTS

The Contractor shall at all times during the execution of this contract strictly adhere to, and
comply with, all applicable federal and state laws, and their implementing regulations, as they
currently exist and may hereafter be amended, which are incorporated herein by this reference
as terms and conditions of this contract. The Contractor shall also require compliance with
these statutes and regulations in subcontract agreements associated with this contract.

The Contractor agrees to abide by and follow all applicable federal and state guidelines when
expending any funds resulting from this contract. This includes, but is not limited to, the
Procurement Standards set forth in Subpart C of OMB Circular A-110 and the applicable
provisions of the Federal Acquisition Regulation ("FAR"), together with any additions or
supplements thereto promulgated by the Funding Agency. Current regulations can be found at
http://www.acquisition.gov/far/.

In addition, Contractor shall comply with all federal laws and regulations as may be applicable
to the project, a list of which is set out at Exhibit J to the contract between DRCOG and CDOT
and which list includes, without limitation, the following: '

a. Executive Order 11246 of September 24, 1965 entitled “Equal Employment Opportunity,”
as amended by Executive Order 11375 of October 13, 1967, and as supplemented in
Department of Labor regulations (41 CFR Chapter 60) (all construction contracts
awarded in excess of $10,000 by grantees and their contractors or subgrantees).

b. The Copeland “Anti-Kickback” Act (18 U.S. C. 874) as supplemented in Department of
Labor regulations (29 CFR Part 3)(all contracts and subgrants for construction or repair).

c. The Davis-Bacon Act (40 U.S.C. 276a to a-7) as supplemented by Department of Labor
regulations (29 CFR Part 5)(Construction contracts in excess of $2,000 awarded by
grantees and subgrantees when required by Federal grant program legislation. This Act
requires that all laborers and mechanics-employed by contractors or sub-contractors to
work on construction projects financed by federal assistance must be paid wages not
less than those established for the locality of the project by the Secretary of Labor).

d. Sections 103 and 107 of the Contract Work Hours and Safety Standards Act (40 U.S.C.
327-330) as supplemented by Department of Labor regulations (29 CFR Part 5).
(Construction contracts awarded by grantees and subgrantees in excess of $2,000, and
in excess of $2,500 for other contracts which involve the employment of mechanics or
laborers).

e. Standards, orders, or requirements issued under section 306 of the Clean Air Act (42
U.S.C. 1857(h)), section 508 of the Clean Water Act (33 U.S.C. 1368), Executive Order
11738, and Environmental Protection Agency regulations (40 CFR Part 15) (contracts,
subcontracts, and subgrants of amounts in excess of $100,000).

f.  Mandatory standards and policies relating to energy efficiency which are contained in
the state energy conservation plan issued in compliance with the Energy Policy and
Conservation Act (Pub. L. 94-163, 89 Stat. 871).
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TO THE EXTENT ALLOWABLE BY LAW, the Contractor agrees to indemnify, save and hold
harmless, DRCOG, its officers, employees, agents, subcontractors, and assignees should any
applicable regulations not be followed.

15. CHANGES

This contract is subject to such modifications as may be required by changes in federal or State
law, or their implementing regulations. Any such required modification shall automatically be
incorporated into and be part of this contract on the effective date of such change as if fuily set
forth herein. Except as provided above, no modification of this contract shall be effective unless
agreed to in writing by both parties in an amendment to this contract that is properly executed
and approved in accordance with applicable law.

16. GENERAL

This contract represents the entire agreement between the Contractor and DRCOG, replacing
and superseding any previous contract, oral or written, which may have existed between the
parties relating to the matters set forth herein.

To the extent that this contract may be executed and performance of the obligations of the
parties may be accomplished within the intent of the contract, the terms of this contract are
severable, and should any term or provision hereof be declared invalid or become inoperative
for any reason, such invalidity or failure shall not affect the validity of any other term or provision
hereof.

The waiver of any breach of a term, provision, or requirement of this contract shall not be
construed or deemed as a waiver of any subsequent breach of such term, provision, or
requirement, or of any other term, provision or requirement.

Notwithstanding anything herein to the contrary, the parties understand and agree that all terms
and conditions of this contract and the exhibits and attachments hereto which may require
continued performance, compliance or effect beyond the termination date of the contract shall
survive such termination date and shall be enforceable by DRCOG as provided herein in the
event of such failure to perform or comply by Contractor.

17. CERTIFICATION FOR FEDERAL-AID CONTRACTS

For contracts that exceed $100,000, Contractor, by signing this contract, certifies to the best of
its knowledge and belief:

a. No Federal appropriated funds have been paid or will be paid, by or on behalf of the
undersigned, to any person for influencing or attempting to influence an officer or
employee of any Federal agency, a Member of Congress, an officer or employee of
Congress, or an employee of a Member of Congress in connection with the awarding of
any Federal loan, the entering into of any cooperative agreement, and the extension,
continuation, renewal, amendment, or modification of any Federal contract, grant, loan,
or cooperative agreement.

b. If any funds other than Federal appropriated funds have been paid or will be paid to any
person for influencing or attempting to influence an officer or Member of Congress, or
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an employee of a Member of Congress in connection with this Federal contract, grant,
loan, or cooperative agreement, the undersigned shall complete and submit Standard
Form-LLL, “Disclosure Form to Report Lobbying,” in accordance with its instructions.

This certification is a material representation of fact upon which reliance was placed when this
transaction was made or entered into. Submission of this certification is a prerequisite for
making or entering into this transaction imposed by Section 1352, Title 31, U.S. Code. Any
person who fails to file the required certification shall be subject to a civil penalty of not less
than $10,000 and not more than $100,000 for each such failure.

Contractor also agrees that it shall require that the language of this certification be included in
all lower tier subcontracts, which exceed $100,000 and that all such subrecipients shall certify
and disclose accordingly.

IN WITNESS WHEREOF, the parties have executed this Agreement on the
day of , 2012 and acknowledge that electronic or digital
signatures hereto are the legally binding equivalent to handwritten signatures.

DENVER REGIONAL COUNCIL CITY OF ENGLEWOOD
OF GOVERNMENTS -
By: By:
Jennifer Schaufele Print;
Executive Director Title:
ATTEST: ATTEST:
By: By:
Roxie Ronsen Print:
Administrative Officer Title:




EXHIBIT A

DRCOG SIGNAL EQUIPMENT PURCHASE

SCOPE OF SERVICES

The City of Englewood will purchase traffic signal equipment for its traffic signal system on
Oxford Street and Dartmouth Avenue. The equipment to be purchased and the locations for

deployment consist of:

Location Equipment Estimated
Cost
Oxford Street and Navajo Street 900 MHz spread spectrum Ethernet
radios & antennas; and TS-2 Type 1
cabinet with ASC/3 controller and
UPs
Oxford Street and Broadway 900 MHz spread spectrum Ethernet
radios & antennas
Dartmouth Avenue from Zuni Street to | 900 MHz spread spectrum Ethernet
Platte River Drive (3 locations) radios & antennas (x3); and Ethernet
switches (x2)
$29,000

Total Estimated Cost
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COUNCIL COMMUNICATION

Date: Agenda Item: Subject;
November 19, 2012 9ci Resolution modifying fees for Public Works Right-of-
Way Permits
Initiated By: Staff Source:
Department of Public Works Dave Henderson, Engineering/Capital Projects Administrator

COUNCIL GOAL AND PREVIOUS COUNCIL ACTION

Council approved Resolution No. 34, Series 2003, establishing the Public Works permits fee schedule.

RECOMMENDED ACTION

Staff recommends Council approval of a Resolution modifying the Public Works Right-of-Way permit fee
schedule. :

BACKGROUND, ANALYSIS, AND ALTERNATIVES IDENTIFIED

Staff has been evaluating fees charged for work within the public right-of-way. The last fee adjustment was in
March, 2003 (Resolution No. 34, Series of 2003). Staff has been tracking the cost to provide this service and

recommends adjustments as detailed below:

Work Done in the Public Right of Way:

Tvpe of Permit/Service Existing Fee Proposed Fee
Excavation Permit Fee $40* $120.00 (flat fee)
Asphalt Patch Fee $4.00/sq. ft. $8.00/sq. ft.
Gravel Alley Cut Fee $1.00/sq. ft. $3.00/sq. ft.
Concrete Permit $66* $120.00 (flat fee)
Working without Permit $600 Double Fee
Re-inspection Fee $50 $50.00
Occupancy Permits

Dumpster (resident) $25 $25 (flat fee)
Contractor Occupancy $83* $120 (flat fee)
Block Party $0 $0***
Oversize/Overweight Vehicle Per state fee Per state fee

*Average Cost after refund
**Cost to provide does not include barricades
***City provides barricades (delivery and pick up)

The proposed fee schedule above will be for typical contractor projects. Development projects or projects
requiring detailed plan review will be charged for the actual time spent for processing, review, and inspection.
The amount will be estimated by staff and collected at the time the permit is issued. The contractor will receive
a refund if actual costs are less than estimated. The contractor will be required to reimburse for actual costs
exceeding the estimate. Costs will be based on the following labor rates:



Clerical $35.00 per hour
Engineers $58.00 per hour
Inspectors $48.00 per hour

NOTE: Labor Rate = hourly rate + Benefits + Indirect Costs

Our existing fee structure, as established in 2003, requires contractors to pay $200 for permits when issued, with
refunds or reimbursements made after actual charges are calculated. In 99% of the cases, a refund is due. This
process requires staff time for data entry, tracking inspection time, compiling charges from multiple divisions,
forwarding the refund amount to the Finance Department, and processing and mailing refund checks for nearly
all permits issued. This overhead has not been included in the cost we have charged for permits. As proposed,
the new fee structure will be a flat fee that will eliminate most of this overhead associated with refunds.

The proposed fees will still be on the lower end of what most other local governments are charging (see the
table below).

Excavation Excavation Cravel
City in Street Asphalt in Alley Alley Concrr?'te Dumps.ter
. Patch . . Permit Permit
Permit Permit Repair
Sheridan $250 * $250 * $25 $0
Littleton $110 * $110 * $110 $0
Golden $120 $110 $120 N/A $215 $50
Centennial $315 $150 min. $315 * $340 $25
Englewood
Proposed $120 $200 $120 $75 $120 $25

* “By Contractor”
NOTE: Estimated fees based on 5’ x 5 (25 sq. ft.)
FINANCIAL IMPACT

Additional revenue projections, based on the proposed fees, are in the neighborhood of $50,000 annually as
detailed below:

Type of Permit/Service Existing Anticipated Annual increase

Excavation $8,000 $25,000 $17,000
Asphalt Patch _ $27,000 $54,000 $27,000
Gravel Alley Cut $2,000 $6,000 $ 4,000
Concrete Permit $2,000 $3,000 $ 1,000
Occupancy Permit $3,000 $4,000 $ 1,000

$50,000

LIST OF ATTACHMENTS

Resolution



RESOLUTION NO.
SERIES OF 2012

A RESOLUTION APPROVING MODIFICATION FOR PUBLIC WORKS RIGHT-OF-WAY
PERMITS FEES.

WHEREAS, the use of the Public Right-of-Way is a benefit to private individuals and
companies; and

WHEREAS, that use of the public right-of-way requires costs to the City for engineering
reviews or inspections as part of the use permit or development process; and

WHEREAS, City costs for managing the use of the public rights-of-way have increased since
the current fees were set in 2003, and the new schedule is reasonably related to the City’s costs;
and

WHEREAS, the Englewood City Council approved the establishment of the Public Right-of-
Way permit fees schedule by the passage of Resolution No. 34, Series of 2003.

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

Section 1. City Council hereby approves the following administrative and management fees:

Fee Schedule for Work Done in the Public Way:
(These Fees maybe cumulative)

Type of Permit/Service Fee

Excavation Permit Fee $120.00 (flat fee)
Concrete Permit Fee $120.00 (flat fee)
Re-inspection Fee $ 50.00

Asphalt Patch Fee $ 8.00/sqft

Gravel Alley Cut Fee $ 3.00/sqft

Working without Permit Double the Permit Fee

Occupancy Permits:

Dumpster (resident) $ 25.00 (flat fee)
Contractor Occupancy $120.00 (flat fee)
Block Party § O Hokok
Oversize/Over Weight Per State Fee
Vehicle Per State Fee

*#%* City provides barricades (delivery and pick up)



Development Project Fees:

The fee schedule above is for typical contractor projects. Development projects or projects
requiring detailed plan review will be charged for the actual time spent for processing, review,
and inspection (labor). The amount will be estimated by staff and collected at the time the permit
is issued. The contractor will receive a refund if actual costs are less than estimated. The
contractor will be required to reimburse for actual costs exceeding the estimate. Costs will be
based on the following labor rates:

Clerical $35.00 per hour
Engineers $58.00 per hour
Inspectors $48.00 per hour

NOTE: Labor Rates = Salary + Benefits + Indirect Costs.

ADOPTED AND APPROVED this 19 day of November, 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 of 2012.

Loucrishia A. Ellis, City Clerk



COUNCIL COMMUNICATION

Date: Agenda Item: Subject:
November 19, 2012 9cii Resolution establishing fees for Concrete Utility
Initiated By: Staff Source:

Department of Public Works Dave Henderson, Engineering/Capital Projects Administrator

COUNCIL GOAL AND PREVIOUS COUNCIL ACTION

Council approved Ordinance No. 36, Series of 1997, creating the Concrete Utility and Concrete Utility
Enterprise Fund.

Council approved Council Bill No. 73, Series of 2008, amending the “User Fee” section of the Concrete
Utility and Concrete Enterprise Fund (allows City Council to establish fees by resolution).

Council approved Resolution No. 79, Series 2008, establishing 2009 and 2010 fees for the Concrete Utility.

Council approved Resolution No. 84, Series -2009, canceling the 2010 fee increase for the Concrete Utility.

- RECOMMENDED ACTION

Staff recommends Council approval of a Resolution establishing fees for the Concrete Utility.

BACKGROUND, ANALYSIS, AND ALTERNATIVES IDENTIFIED

Property owners in the City of Englewood are required to maintain concrete adjacent to their property. The
Concrete Utility was adopted in 1997 to create a funding mechanism to assist owners with their
responsibility in the repair of the City’s aging concrete infrastructure. Participation in the program is
voluntary, as owners have the option to “opt-out” of the Concrete Utility and maintain the concrete as
required by Municipal Code Section 11-7-18. Approximately 96% of the 11,290 eligible properties in the
City participate. The City participates in the costs for intersection corners, alley entrances, drainage cross
pans, concrete pavement and alleys, and City owned properties; additionally, the City pays 70% of the
avenue costs.

The Concrete Utility requires year round administration (billings, property realignments, concrete inventory,
tracking new concrete installations, phone response, opt-in and opt-out requests, title company responses,
and delinquent accounts). Additionally, administration of the annual construction project for the Concrete
Utility takes approximately eight months from start to finish (initial ratings of concrete with pictures,
contract quantity determination, bidding, construction administration, inspections, contract close out, and
citizen response during construction). Three City employees, working for the Concrete Ultility, handle the
majority of these duties. The City’s concrete infrastructure consists of 7,315,000 square feet of concrete
worth an estimated cost of $54,000,000.



The fee established at the inception of the Concrete Ultility in 1997 was $0.078 (7.8 cents) per square foot
of concrete. Each property pays based on the amount of concrete adjacent to their property. In November
of 2008, Council passed Resolution No. 79, increasing the fee by 25% for 2009 and increasing the fee by
another 25% for 2010. Subsequently, in December of 2009, Council passed Resolution No. 84, canceling
the 2010 25% increase. The existing fee, as established in 2008, is $0.098 (9.8 cents) per square foot of
concrete. Presently, a property with a 50-foot frontage, consisting of curb/gutter and a 4-foot wide
sidewalk, pays $31.85 per year (typically billed quarterly with the water bill at $7.96 per quarter).

Total revenues are approximately $7711,000 ($487,000 from owners and $224,000 from the City’s Public
Improvement Fund). Concrete prices, along with the costs of administering the program, have escalated.
The amount of concrete we are able to remove and replace, along with the ending fund balance, is shown
below.

Year Square feet Ending Fund Balance
2002 84,000 $706,000
2003 72,000 $643,000
2004 60,000 $533,000
2005 59,000 $552,000
2006 62,000 $461,000
2007 44,000 $504,000
2008 44,000 $257,000
2009 54,000 $246,000
2010 44,000 $278,000
2011 37,000 $338,000
2012 (estimated) 40,000 $351,000

The fund balance has been decreased to the minimum required in order to maintain adequate cash flow for
the Ultility (approximately one-half year’s revenue). Staff is proposing a 25% increase for 2013,
Administrative costs will remain nearly identical to 2012 allowing the additional revenue to go directly to
additional concrete work. This increase will allow the Concrete Utility to better address sub-standard
concrete infrastructure.

FINANCIAL IMPACT

A 25% fee increase for 2013 would bring the total estimated revenues to $884,000 ($604,000 from owners
and $280,000 from the City’s Public Improvement Fund). The new rate, effective January 1, 2013, would
be $0.123 (12.3 cents) per square foot of concrete. A property owner with a typical property with 50-foot

frontage, as detailed above, would pay $39.98 per year, or $9.99 per quarter.

Funds for the City’s share are programmed in the Public Improvement Fund.

LIST OF ATTACHMENTS

Resolution



RESOLUTION NO.
SERIES OF 2012

A RESOLUTION ESTABLISHING FEE SCHEDULES FOR THE CITY OF ENGLEWOOD
CONCRETE UTILITY.

WHEREAS, the City of Englewood created the Concrete Utility and the Concrete Utility
Enterprise Fund by the passage of Ordinance No. 36, Series of 1997; and

WHEREAS, the passage of Council Bill No. 73, Series of 2008 amended the “User Fee”
section of the Concrete Utility and Concrete Enterprise Fund establishing fees for the Concrete
Utility to be set by Resolution; and

WHEREAS, the Englewood City Council approved the establishment of Concrete Fees for
2009 and 2010 by the passage of Resolution No. 79, Series of 2008; and

WHEREAS, the Englewood City Council approved canceling the 2010 Concrete Fee increase
for the Concrete Utility Program by the passage of Resolution No. 84, Series of 2009; and

WHEREAS, participation in the program is voluntary because property owners have the
option to “opt-out” of the Concrete Utility and maintain the concrete as required by 11-7-18 EMC
and approximately 96% of the 11,290 eligible properties in the City participate in the Concrete
Utility Program; and

WHEREAS, the Concrete Utility requires year round administration (billings, property
realignments, concrete inventory, tracking new concrete installations, phone response, opt-in and
opt-out requests, title company responses, and delinquent accounts); and

WHEREAS, concrete prices, along with the costs to administer the Program have escalated
since 2009, this rate increase will allow the Concrete Utility to better address sub-standard
concrete infrastructure; and

WHEREAS, the amount that each property pays is based on the amount of concrete adjacent
to their property;

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

Section 1. The Englewood City Council hereby authorizes the Concrete Utility Program Fees
to be set at

$0.123 (12.3 cents) per square foot effective January 1, 2013.



ADOPTED AND APPROVED this 19th day of November, 2012.

ATTEST:

Randy P. Penn, Mayor

Loucrishia A. Ellis, City Clerk

L Loucrishia A. Ellis, City Clerk for the City of Englewood, Colorado, hereby certify the
above is a true copy of Resolution No. , Series of 2012.

Loucrishia A. Ellis, City Clerk



COUNCIL COMMUNICATION

DATE: November 19, 2012 AGENDA ITEM: SUBJECT: Flood Middle School Planned Unit
10 a Development (PUD)
INITIATED BY: STAFF SOURCE: Brook Bell, Planner I

Barbury Holdings, LLC.
4725 South Monaco Street, Suite 205
Denver, Colorado 80237

COUNCIL GOAL AND PREVIOUS COUNCIL ACTION

Council approved the Flood Middle School Planned Unit Development (PUD) on first reading November 5,
2012 and scheduled a Public Hearing for November 19, 2012 to gather public input on the proposed PUD.

RECOMMENDED ACTION

Staff recommends that Council consider testimony during Public Hearing on Council Bill No. 58, approving the
Flood Middle School PUD.

The Planning and Zoning Commission recommended that the Park Dedication Fee-in-lieu be established using
$20,000 per required acre. The Park fee-inlieu amount is part of the incentive agreement that will be presented
for Council approval on December 17, 2012.

BACKGROUND

The former Fiood Middle School site is a property consisting of two parcels totaling 4.56 acres located at the
northeast corner of South Broadway and Kenyon Avenue. In 2006, Englewood Public School District made the
decision to consolidate two middle schools and close the Flood Middle School site. Subsequently, the district
issued a request for proposals to redevelop the Flood Middle School property. In 2011, Barbury Holdings, LLC
came forward with a proposal to purchase the property. The Barbury Holdings development proposal included a
maximum of 350 residential apartment units contained within two buildings. The property’s existing zoning
designation would not accommodate the proposed development; therefore, Barbury Holdings began the
process of requesting a rezoning to a PUD.

PUD OVERVIEW

A Planned Unit Development 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.
PUDs provide the opportunity for unified development control for multiple properties or multiple uses.

The proposed Flood Middle School PUD would include a maximum of 350 residential apartment units contained
within two buildings on Parcels 01 and 02. The majority of the parking would be in a multi-level structure
accessed off of South Lincoln Street that would be predominantly screened or wrapped by the apartment
building. The Site Plan includes several courtyards, perimeter landscaping, and minimum 5 foot wide sidewalks.
All new and existing utilities within the property and abutting right-of-way would be placed underground.

Architectural Character: The proposed PUD contains Architectural Character standards that require building
plane changes, a mix of pattern and color changes, a minimum masonry requirement, and a building
transparency. The conceptual building footprint shown on the Site Plan and the Conceptual Architecture are



subject to change; however, any changes would have to meet the Development Standards and Architectural
Character provisions of the PUD.

Permitted Uses: The Flood Middle School property lies within the following existing Zone Districts: MU-R-3-B,
MU-B-1, and R-2-B; each of these zone districts has a list of permitted uses, including multi-unit dwellings. The
proposed Flood Middle School PUD would allow multi-unit dwellings, surface parking, and parking garage as
permitted uses regulated by the standards of the PUD. For all other uses, the proposed PUD would be regulated
by the standards and provisions of the MU-R-3-B Zone District. The MU-R-3-B Zone District also permits hospital
and other limited office uses without limitation on the concentration of the use, provided the parking standards
can be met.

Dimensional Standards: The proposed dimensional standards for the Flood Middle School PUD vary from the
existing underlying zone districts dimensional standards for residential uses in terms of minimum lot area,
maximum lot coverage, minimum lot width, maximum height, and minimum setbacks.

Residential Density: Without a PUD rezoning, the existing Zone Districts occupied by the Flood Middle School
property would permit approximately 164 dwelling units based on minimum lot area and where applicable, lot
width. The proposed Flood Middle School PUD would permit a maximum of 350 units (310 units under the
Planning and Zoning Commission condition) between Parcels 01 and 02; this represents a density of 76.75
dwelling units per acre (d.u./ac.). For comparison purposes the density at Orchard Place is 87 d.u./ac., the
Terraces on Penn is 76 d.u./ac., Simon Center 76 d.u./ac., and Cherokee Kiva condos is 61 d.u./ac.

Setbacks: The building setbacks for the Flood Middle School PUD vary from 0 to 10 feet depending on which
street or property line the building faces. Setbacks in the existing underlying zone districts vary from O to 25 feet
for residential uses.

Building Height: The maximum building heights in the PUD are based on United States Geological Survey
(USGS) elevations. The height on Parcel 01 is U.S.G.S. 5,416' (approximately 60' to 78' from south to north). The
maximum building height on Parcel 02 is U.S.G.S. 5,414' (approximately 60' to 70' from south to north). The
maximum building heights in the existing underlying zone districts vary from 32’ to 100’ for depending on the
district.

Bulk Plane: The Flood Middle School property is bounded by streets or an alley on all sides except for the
eastern half of northern boundary of Parcel 02. The proposed PUD complies with the standard bulk plane on the
eastern half of northern boundary of Parcel 02, but excludes the remainder of the side [ot lines from the bulk
plane requirement. :

Parking: The proposed Flood Middle School PUD will follow the standard parking regulations outlined in 16-6-4
of the Unified Development Code (UDC). With the current unit mix, this would amount to approximately 604
required parking spaces including guest parking. The majority of these spaces would be in the parking structure
wrapped by the apartment building.

Traffic: The traffic impact study for the proposed Flood Middle School PUD shows an increase in overall traffic
volume; however, the study concludes that the development can be accommodated by the existing study area
roadways and intersections without modification, and without creating significant impacts to the study area
through 2030. The traffic impact study was reviewed by the Public Works Traffic Division and CDOT who both
concurred with its findings.

Signage: The proposed PUD will follow the signage regulations outlined in 16-6-13 of the UDC as amended
except that the PUD would permit the maximum height a projecting sign to be 50 feet high rather than the
UDC’s maximum height limit of 25 feet.

Landscaping: The UDC requires that a minimum of 20% to 25% of a multi-unit dwelling property be landscaped
for depending on the existing underlying zone district. The Flood Middle School PUD proposes a minimum of
15% of the property be landscaped (the Planning and Zoning Commission recommended that this be increased



to 20% as a condition of approval). Additionally, the UDC requires that a minimum of 70% of the required
landscape be “living”. The Flood Middle School PUD proposes that a minimum of 50% of the landscape be
“living”. The PUD will meet the requirements of the UDC in terms of plant quantities and sizes; with 50% of the
required trees being located between the building and street.

Screening and Fencing: The PUD proposes an 8 foot high fence/wall between the apartment building and
existing residential uses at the northern boundary of Parcel 02. The fence/wall must be consistent with the
overall building design. All other screening or fencing must comply with the requirements of the UDC.

Drainage: The proposed Drainage Plan and Preliminary Drainage Report were reviewed and approved by the
City’s Public Works Department.

City Ditch: The proposed development will require the relocation of the City Ditch and the dedication of
associated easements by separate document.

Park Dedication: The UDC requires the dedication of park land or payment of a fee in lieu of dedication for all
residential developments. Based on a maximum of 350 multi-unit dwellings, the UDC would require the
proposed PUD to dedicate 6.74 acres of park land or payment of a fee in lieu of land dedication.

On September 4, 2012 City Council adopted a fee to be paid in lieu of dedication amount of $20,000 per
required acre. Credit towards the dedication requirements for recreational amenities provided on-site by the
developer and waivers of all or a portion of the remaining fee-inlieu may be requested. The applicant has
requested and Council has preliminarily agreed to a fee of $57,780 based on a development containing 300
units. Council may deliberate the final fee-in-ieu of dedication amount after consideration of the PUD on second
reading. This incentive plus others will be by separate written agreement,

The City has received comments from citizens requesting that the existing green space on Parcel 02 be
preserved as a park rather than be developed. The Flood Middle School property is owned by the Englewood
School District and is not a City of Englewood dedicated park. The citizen comments and replies from the Mayor
and Mayor Pro Tem are attached as Exhibits I-O. The Park Master Plan does not recognize this area as being
underserved or unserved, and no recommendations were made for developing a park at this location. The Park
Master Plan also notes that the acquisition of new park land must be balanced with park development costs and
ongoing maintenance costs. Since the Master Plan was adopted, the City has decided to invest in enhancing and
improving access to existing parks.

Phasing: The initial demolition of the existing school demolition and environmental remediation will take
approximately 3 months. This will be followed by approximately 22 months of new construction for the
apartment buildings.

PLANNED UNIT DEVELOPMENT CONSIDERATIONS

The UDC requires that Council shall only approve a proposed PUD, if it finds that the proposed development
complies with all applicable use, development, and design standards set forth in this Title that are not otherwise
modified or waived according to the rezoning approval; and the proposed rezoning meets one of the following
criteria:

a. That the proposed development will exceed the development quality standards, levels of public amenities, or
levels of design innovation otherwise applicable under this Title, and would not be possible or practicable
under a standard zone district with conditional uses or with a reasonable number of Zoning Variances or
Administrative Adjustments; or

The proposed PUD will exceed the development quality standards required by the UDC for residential
development as follows:



The UDC does not require that the majority of the parking for a residential development be
provided in a multi-level structure that is predominantly screened or wrapped by the apartment
building. The PUD proposes a parking garage that is effectively hidden from public view.

The UDC requires that street-facing building facades be articulated by the use of 3 or more
techniques which could include; a change in texture, appropriate window placement, and use
exterior trim. The PUD proposes a greater level of building articulation including; a 5 foot minimum
building plane change every 45 feet, a mix of pattern and color changes, a minimum 30 percent
masonry requirement, and a building transparency requirement at the corner of Broadway and
Kenyon.

b. That the property cannot be developed, or that no reasonable economic use of the property can be achieved,
under the existing zoning, even through the use of conditional uses or a reasonable number of Zoning
Variances or Administrative Adjustments.

The Flood Middle School property has been vacant since the school closed in 2007; shortly thereafter, the
Englewood Public School District issued a request for proposals to redevelop the site. Since that time, no
viable development proposal has come forward except for the PUD application for the multi-unit residential
development currently under consideration. Prior to filing the PUD application, Barbury Holding LLC
researched various uses and the market for redeveloping the subject property. Their conclusions regarding
various potential use alternatives are summarized as follows:

Meetings with professional retail brokers revealed that there was not a strong interest in the site; in
part, because the retail market contracted with the recession, and the access to the site is deemed to
be undesirable for regional retail. Additionally, there is already an adequate supply available for any
neighborhood retail demand.

In terms of office, medical office, hospital, and hotel uses; the applicant enlisted help from a medical
office consultant, a medical office broker, and hotel developers. They found that there that there was
not a significant combination of drivers or demand to make these types of development feasible at
this time.

The applicant commissioned a preliminary study to evaluate the site for various senior housing
options. Their study found that while a portion of the site could be attractive for senior housing, the
economics would not reasonably support a viable development.

Barbury Holdings enlisted a multi-family residential broker, who found that there was a market for a
larger apartment project. The site was then marketed to over 3,000 apartment builders. Through this
effort Wood Partners was identified as the preferred builder. In order to make the redevelopment
economically feasible, it was determined that the project would require a significantly greater density
than the current zoning on the property provides.

In addition to the two Planned Unit Development considerations above; the UDC requires that a property
rezoned to PUD must not have a significant negative impact on those properties surrounding the rezoned area
and that the general public health, safety and welfare of the community are protected. The Planning and Zoning
Commission’s Findings of Fact and Conclusions state the following:

¢ The PUD application is in conformance with the Comprehensive Plan and the Unified Development
Code.

¢ The application is consistent with adopted and generally accepted standards of development in the City.

e The property cannot be developed under the existing zoning.

e The resulting rezoned property will not have a significant negative impact on those properties
surrounding the rezoned area and that the general public health, safety and welfare of the community
are protected.

FINANCIAL IMPACT

The proposed Flood Middle School redevelopment will generate a one-time building use tax of $600,000 to
$700,000 based on a construction cost of $35 to $40 million. If Council concurs with the previously adopted



park dedication fee, the project would also generate a one-time park dedication fee-in-lieu of approximately
$120,000 based on 310 residential units.

As the site transitions from school property to a private residential development, additional property tax
revenues are estimated at $11,000 to $14,000 per year. New residents living in the City will also generate sales
tax revenue.

If the incentive request submitted by the developer receives approval, the one-time building use tax would be
reduced by $170,000 and the park fee-in-lieu would be reduced by 50%. There are also costs associated with
providing services such as police and fire; it is difficult to estimate what these projected costs will be.

LIST OF ATTACHMENTS

Planning Commission Staff Report including Exhibits A - L (September 18, 2012)
Planning Commission Minutes (September 18 and October 2, 2012)

Planning Commission Findings of Fact

Exhibit M: Email from Mr. Forney - Dated September 24, 2012

Exhibit N: Letter from Mrs. McGovern - Dated September 26, 2012

Exhibit O: Email from Mrs. Schell - Dated September 27, 2012

Exhibit P: Traffic Impact Study and Appendix A

Bill for Ordinance



X/
ENGLEWO O D
COMMUNITY DEVELOPMENT

TO: Planning and Zoning Commission

THRU: Alan White, Community Development Director
FROM: Brook Bell, Planner Il

DATE: September 18, 2012

SUBJECT:  Case ZON2012-003 - Public Hearing
Flood Middle School Planned Unit Development

Case SUB2012-002 - Public Hearing
Alta Cherry Hills Subdivision

APPLICANT:

Barbury Holdings, LLC.

4725 South Monaco Street, Suite 205
Denver, Colorado 80237

PROPERTY OWNER:
Englewood School District #1
4101 South Bannock Street
Englewood, Colorado 80110

PROPERTY ADDRESS:
3695 South Lincoln Street
PIN#'s: 2077-03-1-08-004 and 2077-03-1-09-006

REQUEST:

The applicant has submitted an application to rezone the parcels above from MU-R-3-B,
MU-B-1, and R-2-B Zone Districts to Planned Unit Development (PUD). The proposed PUD
would allow a maximum of 350 residential apartment units contained within two buildings.
The applicant has also submitted an application for a Major Subdivision for the property
contained in the PUD.

RECOMMENDATION:

Case ZON2012-003: The Department of Community Development recommends that the
Planning and Zoning Commission review the Flood Middle School PUD request and
forward a favorable recommendation for approval to City Council.

1000 Englewood Parkway Englewood, Colorado 80110 PHONE 303-762-2342  FAX 303-783-6895

www.englewoodgov.org



Case SUB2012-002: The Community Development Department recommends approval of
the Preliminary Plat of the Alta Cherry Hills Subdivision. If the Commission requires no
changes from the Preliminary Plat to the Final Plat, staff recommends that the Final Plat be
forwarded to Council with a recommendation for approval.

LEGAL DESCRIPTIONS:
PIN#: 2077-03-1-08-004 Lots 6-45 except a 25 Foot x 25 Foot Parcel Deeded for Roadway
in Northwest Corner of Block 1 Higgins Broadway Addition.

PIN#: 2077-03-1-09-006 Lots 15-35 Block 2 Higgins Broadway Addition except Alley
between Lots 15 & 16.

EXISTING ZONE DISTRICTS:

MU-R-3-B Mixed-Use High Density Residential and Limited Office District, MU-B-1 Mixed-
Use Central Business District, and R-2-B Medium Density Single and Multi-Dwelling Unit
Residential District.

PROPERTY i_.QCATION AND SURROUNDING LAND USE:

The subject property of this PUD is located on two parcels (see Sheet 3 and 4 of PUD).
Parcel 01 is located at the northeast corner of South Broadway and East Kenyon Avenue.
Land to the north of Parcel 01 is zoned MU-B-1 Mixed-Use Central Business District and
contains the US 265/South Broadway interchange and open space. Land to the west of
Parcel 01 is zoned MU-B-2 Mixed-Use General Arterial Business District and contains
commercial uses. Land to the south of Parcel 01 and west of the alley is zoned MU-B-2 and
contains commercial uses. Land south of Parcel 01 and east of the alley is zoned R-2-A and
contains low density single and multi-unit dwellings. :
Parcel 02 is located at the northeast corner of South Lincoln Street and East Kenyon
Avenue. Land to the north of Parcel 02 is zoned MU-R-3-B Mixed-Use High Density
Residential and Limited Office District, and contains multi-unit dwellings. Land to the east of
Parcel 02 is zoned R-2-B Medium Density Single and Multi-Dwelling Unit Residential
District., and contains multi-unit dwellings. Land south of Parcel 02 is zoned R-2-A and
contains low density single and multi-unit dwellings.

PUD AND SUBDIVISION PROCEDURE:

Rezoning to a PUD requires the applicant to have a pre-application meeting with staff, a
neighborhood meeting with owners and tenants located within 1,000 feet of the proposed
PUD. After the neighborhood meeting a formal application 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 becoming effective.

Since the information required and testimony necessary for both the PUD and Subdivision
cases are parallel, the requests are being considered within a single hearing; however, each
case will require a separate motion from the Planning Commission.



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.

In 2006, Englewood Public School District made the decision to consolidate two middle
schools and close the Flood Middle School site. The school then closed in 2007.
Subsequently, the district issued a request for proposals to redevelop the Flood Middle
School property. In 2011, Barbury Holdings, LLC. came forward with a proposal to
purchase the property consisting of two parcels totaling 4.56 acres. Barbury Holdings
development proposal included a maximum of 350 residential apartment units contained
within two buildings. The property’s existing zoning designation would not accommodate
the proposed development; therefore, Barbury Holdings began the process of requesting a
rezoning to a PUD. A preliminary subdivision plat, based on the PUD, was also submitted.

NEIGHBORHOOD MEETING SUMMARY:

Pursuant to the PUD procedure, the applicant conducted a neighborhood meeting on May
16, 2012, prior to submitting the application for a PUD rezoning on June 4, 2012. Notice of
the pre-application meeting was mailed to property owners and occupants of property
within 1000 feet of the site. Neighborhood meeting notes are attached to this report (See
Exhibit D). '

CITY DEPARTMENT AND DIVISION REVIEW:

The Flood Middle School PUD, Alta Cherry Hills Subdivision, and subsequent revisions
were reviewed by the City’s Development Review Team (DRT) on June 30", August 10",
and August 30" of 2012. Identified issues were addressed by the applicant and the final
Flood Middle School PUD and Alta Cherry Hills Subdivision were submitted on September
7, 2012.

OUTSIDE AGENCY COMMENTS:

Preliminary plans of the proposed Flood Middle School PUD and Alta Cherry Hills
Subdivision were referred to Tri-County Health, the Colorado Department of Transportation
(CDOT), RTD, Xcel Energy, Century Link, Comcast, and the City’s list of trash haulers for
review and comment. Tri-County Health, CDOT, Xcel Energy, and Century Link provided
written comments that are attached as Exhibits E-H. There were no objections in the
comments received provided that the applicant continues working with the agencies’
individual processes. If any other formal comments are received before the public hearing,
Staff will present them during the hearing. RTD and the trash haulers did not provide
comments.

PUD OVERVIEW: :

The proposed Flood Middle School PUD would include a maximum of 350 residential
apartment units contained within two buildings on Parcels 01 and 02. The majority of the
parking would be in a multi-level structure accessed off of South Lincoln Street that would
be predominantly screened or wrapped by the apartment building. The Site Plan includes




several courtyards, perimeter landscaping, and minimum 5 foot wide sidewalks. All new
and existing utilities within the property and abutting right-ofway would be placed
underground.

Architectural Character: The proposed PUD contains Architectural Character standards
that require building plane changes every 45 feet, a mix of pattern and color changes, a
minimum 30 percent masonry requirement, and a building transparency requirement at the
corner of Broadway and Kenyon. It should be noted that the conceptual building footprint
shown on the Site Plan and the Conceptual Architecture are subject to change; however,
any changes would have to meet the Development Standards and Architectural Character
provisions of the PUD. '

Permitted Uses: The Flood Middle School property lies within the following existing Zone
Districts: MU-R-3-B, MU-B-1, and R-2-B; each of these zone districts has a list of permitted
uses, including multi-unit dwellings. The proposed Flood Middle School PUD would allow
multi-unit dwellings, surface parking, and parking garage as permitted uses regulated by the
standards of the PUD. For all other uses, the proposed PUD would be regulated by the
standards and provisions of the MU-R-3-B Zone District.

Dimensional Standards: The following table provides a comparison between the
property’s existing zone classifications and the proposed PUD.

R-2-B District (Parcel 02)

One-Unit Dwelling 6,000 None 40 50 32 25 5 20

Multi-Unit Dwelling

(Maximum Units . 25 per

Based on Lot Area & 3,000 per unit Noms 60 it 32 25 5 20
Lot Width)

éileSOther Allowed 24,000 None 60 200 32 25 | 25 | 25




r MU-R-3-B District (most of Parcel 01)

One-Unit Dwelling 6,000 None 40 50 32 15 5 20

2-4 units: 3,000 per ' 2-4
unit; 5-4 units: units:
Multi~Unit -Dwelling | Each additional unit 32 ’ 5
(Maximum Units over 4 units: 1,000 .
Based on Lot Area & per unit; for - None 75 None 15 More 25
Lot Width) properties over 1 More than than 4
k . 4 units: 60 .
acre: 1,089 per unit units:
or 40 units per acre 15
' 1.5 '
) (Excluding
Office, Limited 24,000 “the area of 75 None 60 15 15 25
parking
structures)
Silegther Allowed 24,000 None 75 None 60 15 15 | 25
MU-B-1 District (a portion of Parcel (1) ‘ ’
Live/Work Dwelling None None None None 100 of0to | 0 5
) 5 feet ‘
' ‘ Max
Multi-Unit Dwelling None None None None 100 of 0 to 0 5
. . 5 feet ' '
Max
All Other Allowed None None None None 100 of 0 to 0 5
Uses :
. ) 5 feet
Proposed Flood Middle School PUD
o . 567 per unit or 76.75 Parcel 01: Parcel 01: Varies depending on
I;/Inlcllltli;lr}éﬁngellmg units per acre for None 75 None +/-60-78; street frontage: 0 to 10
Structure Parcels 01. and 02 Parce] 02: Parcel 02: feet, see PUD
combined 80 +/-60-78
. Same as " From Buildings: 0
Surfaqe Parking None None above None NA From Public R(%W: 5

Residential Density: Without rezoning, the existing Zone Districts occupied by the Flood
Middle School property would permit the following amount of dwelling units based on
minimum lot area and where applicable, lot width:

Zone District Total Lot Area  Total Lot Width (Frontage) _# of Dwelling Units
R-2-B (Parcel 02) 33,187 SF 250 LF 10
MU-R-3-B (Parcel 02) 33,187 SF N/A .33
MU-R-3-B (Parcel 01) 119,243 SF N/A 109

MU-B-1 (Parcel 01) 13,187 SF N/A 12

Note: MU-B-1 figured at one unit per 1,089 SF TOTAL 164 Units



The proposed Flood Middle School PUD would permit a maximum of 350 units between
Parcels 01 and 02; this represents a density of 76.75 dwelling units per acre.

Setbacks: A setback is the minimum distance a structure must be located from a property
line. The proposed PUD’s setbacks are as follows:

From Broadway - O feet

~ From Kenyon - 10 feet

From Lincoln - 5 feet

From Sherman - 10 feet

From the northern property lines - 10 feet except where Parcel 02 meets alley - 5 feet

Building Height: The maximum building heights in the PUD are based on United States
Geological Survey (USGS) elevations. The maximum building height on Parcel 01 is
U.S.G.S. elevation 5,416' (approximately 60' at the south property line, to 78' at the north
property line). The maximum building height on Parcel 02 is U.S.G.S. elevation 5,414'
(approximately 60' at the south property line to 70' at the north property line).

Bulk Plane: The R-2-B and MU-R-3-B zone districts have a bulk plane that regulates building
mass on side lot lines. The bulk plane is figured from the midway point along the side lot
line, measured 12’ vertically, and then at a 45 degree angle towards the center of the
property. The Flood Middle School property is bounded by streets or an alley on all sides
except for the eastern half of northern boundary of Parcel 02. The proposed PUD complies
with the standard bulk plane on the eastern half of northern boundary of Parcel 02 but
excludes the remainder of the side lot lines from the bulk plane requirement.

Parking: The proposed Flood Middle School PUD will follow the parking regulations
outlined in 16-6-4 of the Unified Development Code (UDC). These requirements are 1.5
spaces for each studio, 1 bedroom, or 2 bedroom unit; and 2 spaces for each 3 bedroom
unit; plus 1 guest space for every 5 units. With the current unit mix, this would amount to
approximately 604 required parking spaces. The majority of these spaces would be in the
parking structure wrapped by the apartment building. Bicycle parking will be required at a
rate of one bicycle space for every two units. :

Traffic: A traffic impact study was performed for the proposed Flood Middle School PUD.
The traffic study shows an increase in overall traffic volume; however, the development can
be accommodated by the existing study area roadways and intersections without
modification and without creating significant impacts to the study area through 2030. The
traffic impact study was reviewed by the Public Works Traffic Division and CDOT who both
concutred with its findings.

Signage: The proposed PUD will follow the signage regulations outlined in 16-6-13 of the
UDC as amended except that the PUD would permit the maximum height a projecting sign
to be 50 feet high rather than the UDC’s maximum height limit of 25 feet.



Landscaping: The UDC requires that a minimum of 25% of the property be landscaped for
multi-unit dwellings in the R-2-B and MU-R-3-B zone districts and 20% in the MU-B-1 zone
district. The Flood Middle School PUD proposes a minimum of 15% of the property be
landscaped. Additionally, the UDC requires that a minimum of 70% of the required
landscape be “living” landscape. The Flood Middie School PUD proposes that a minimum
of 50% of the landscape be “living”. This is due in part to the urban nature of the project
that may include specialty paving, plazas, water features, etc. as “non-living” landscape. The
PUD will meet the requirements of the UDC in terms of plant quantities and sizes;
additionally, 50% of the required trees must be located between the building and street
which will result in street trees for the project.

Screening and Fencing: The PUD proposes an 8 foot high fence/wall between the
apartment building and existing residential uses at the northern boundary of Parcel 02. The
fence/wall must be consistent with the overall building design. All other screening or
fencing must comply with the requirements of the UDC.

Drainage: The proposed Drainage Plan and Preliminary Drainage Report were reviewed
and approved by the City’s Public Works Department.

City Ditch: The existing City Ditch runs through Parcel 01 and the northeast corner of
Parcel 02. The proposed development will require the relocation of the Clty Ditch and the
dedication of associated easements by separate document.

Park Dedication: The subdivision regulations of the UDC require the dedication of park
land or payment of a fee in lieu of dedication for all residential developments. The UDC
provides a method for determining the amount of land to be dedicated based on the
number of units and the number of new residents that will be generated. Based on a
maximum of 350 multi-unit dwellings, the proposed Flood Middle School PUD would.
require a park dedication of 6.74 acres of land or payment of a fee in lieu of land
dedication.

On September 4, 2012 City Council adopted a fee to be paid in lieu of dedication amount
of $20,000 per required acre. Credit towards the dedication requirements for recreational
amenities provided on-site by the developer and waivers of all or a portion of the remaining
feeinlieu may be requested. Requests are considered on a case-by-case basis at the
discretion of Council. Council will be considering the final fee-inlieu of dedication amount
concurrently or shortly after approval of the PUD. The applicant has requested and Council
has preliminarily agreed to a fee of $57,780 based on a development containing 300 units.

The City has received comments from citizens requesting that the existing green space on
Parcel 02 be preserved as a park rather than be developed. The Flood Middle School
property is owned by the Englewood School District and is not a City of Englewood
dedicated park. The citizen comments and replies from the Mayor and Mayor Pro Tem are
attached as Exhibits [-L. The Park Master Plan does not recognize this area as being
underserved or unserved, and no recommendations were made for developing a park at
this location. The Park Master Plan also notes that the acquisition of new park land must be
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balanced with park development costs and ongoing maintenance costs. Since the Master
Plan was adopted, the City has decided to invest in enhancing and improving access to
existing parks.

Phasing: The initial demolition of the existing school demolition and environmental
remediation will take approximately 3 months. This will be followed by approximately 22
months of new construction for the apartment buildings.

PUD SUMMARY: '

The proposed Flood Middle School PUD has been reviewed by the City’'s Development
Review Team (DRT) and the appropriate outside agencies. Issues identified by the DRT
were addressed by the applicant and there were no objections from the outside agencies
provided that the applicant continues working with the agencies’ individual processes. The
PUD documents are complete and no additional conditions of approval are recommended
at this time. Therefore, the Community Development Department recommends that the
Planning and Zoning Commission review the Flood Middle School PUD request and
forward a favorable recommendation for approval to City Council.

PLANNED UNIT DEVELOPMENT CONSIDERATIONS:

The Planning and Zoning Commission is to review the Flood Middle School PUD request,
and following the public hearing, may recommend that the Council approve, deny, or
approve the rezoning with conditions. In its review of the application, the Commission’s
recommendations should include findings on each of the following points:

1. The application is or is not in conformance with the Comprehensive Plan and this Title
(UDC). ‘

The Flood Middle School PUD conforms to the Comprehensive Plan strategy of
redevelopment. The Comprehensive Plan states, “Englewood residents will benefit
from the. new opportunities for housing, shopping, and entertainment these new
developments will bring to the City”. The proposed PUD supports the following
Comprehensive Plan Housing Goal #1: “Promote a balance mix of housing
opportunities serving the needs of all current and future Englewood citizens.”

Additionally the PUD documents states: “The proposed project addresses the City’s
3-part strategy outlined in the 2003 Englewood Comprehensive Plan for Growth and
Development in the City; Revitalization, Redevelopment and Reinvéntion. The
abandoned Flood Middle School currently occupies this site. The proposed project
will redevelop this site into a vibrant, high quality residential community that fits into
the existing mix of uses that surround the site that include a mix of single family,
duplex and multi-family residences, as well as commercial/retail uses. This project
will revitalize this established neighborhood area and provide a unique housing
option for residents in this location. This project takes advantage of existing
community infrastructure and transportation options while reinvesting in an existing
established neighborhood. The additional residents will take advantage of the



existing retail in the neighborhood and generate tax revenue that will benefit
programs and services provided by the City of Englewood.”

The increased tax revenue will also benefit other taxing entities, most notably the
School District.

2. The application is or is not consistent with adopted and generally accepted standards of
development in the City.

The Flood Middle School PUD is consistent with adopted and generally accepted
development standards established by the City of Englewood. The application was
reviewed by the City’s Development Review Team (DRT) and the appropriate
outside agencies. All comments were addressed by the applicant.

3. The application is or is not substantially consistent with the goals, objectives, design
guidelines, policies and any other ordinance, law, or requirement of the City.

The Flood Middle School PUD is substantially consistent with the goals, objectives,
design guidelines, policies, and other ordinances, laws and requirements of the City.

SUBDIVISION SUMMARY: '

The proposed Preliminary Plat of the Alta Cherry Hills Subdivision has been reviewed by
the City’s Development Review Team (DRT) and the appropriate outside agencies. The Alta
Cherry Hills Subdivision includes:

e The vacation of alleys on Parcel 01 and 02.

The vacation of platted lot lines.

The relocation/dedication of a portion of the east-west leg of the alley on Parcel 02.

The dedication of public right-of-way on north edge of East Kenyon Avenue.

The dedication of utility easements on Parcel 02 along South Sherman Street and East
Kenyon Avenue.

e A utility easement on Parcel 02 to be vacated by separate document.

e A city ditch easement to be dedicated by separate document.

e A pedestrian access easement to be dedicated by separate document.

Issues identified by the DRT were addressed by the applicant and there were no objections
from the outside agencies provided that the applicant continues working with the agencies’
‘individual processes. Therefore, the Community Development Department recommends
approval of the Preliminary Plat of.the Alta Cherry Hills Subdivision. If the Commission
requires no changes from the Preliminary Plat to the Final Plat, staff recommends that the
“Final Plat be forwarded to Council with a recommendation for approval.

SUBDIVISION CONSIDERATIONS
When considering a subdivision plat, the Commission must consider the following:

1. The zoning of the property proposed for subdivision, together with the zoning of the areas
immediately adjacent thereto.



The proposed Flood Middle School PUD use is multi-unit dwelling with a wrapped
parking garage and limited surface parking; these uses are compatible with adjacent
City of Englewood R-2-B, MU-R-3-B, and MU-B-1 zone district uses.

2. The proposed layout of lots and blocks and the proposed dimensions thereof to
demonstrate compliance with yard area requirements.

The proposed lots are compatible with dimensions established by the Flood Middle
School PUD.

3.  The availability of all utilities, and the proximity thereof to the area proposed for
subdivision.

Public water and sewer along with electric, gas, and communication utilities are
available to the subject property.

4. Topography and natural features of the land with special reference to flood plains.

The subject property is not located within an identified flood plain zone.
5. The continuity of streets and alleys within the area proposed for subdivision, and the
design and location of such streets and alleys, with relation to existing streets and alleys, both

within and without the area proposed for subdivision, and the Master Street Plan.

The relocation of a portion of the public alley proposed within this subdivision provides
the necessary access to the lots adjacent to the subdivision.

6. All rightsofway to be designated and located to facilitate the safe movement of -
pedestrians and bicyclists.

Minimum 5 foot wide sidewalks are provided.

7. All bicycle and pedestrian facilities shall be selected, located and designed in accordance
with current City standards.

No bicycle facilities are required for this proposed subdivision. Sidewalks are provided.
8. The location of utility and other easements.

See Preliminary Plat.

9. The location of, and provision for, public areas, including land reserved. for parks, schools
and other public uses.
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Council will be considering a final fee-in-lieu of land dedication amount once the PUD
process is completed. The easements necessary for public uses and utilities are either
dedicated on the subdivision plat or are to be dedicated by separate document.

10. The method of handling drainage and surface water.

A drainage study has been completed as part of the proposed Planned Unit
Development application. Drainage issues have been addressed and will be monitored
in the development permit process.

ATTACHMENTS:

Exhibit A: Flood Middle School PUD

Exhibit B: Preliminary Plat of the Alta Cherry Hills Subdivision

Exhibit C: Final Plat of the Alta Cherry Hills Subdivision

Exhibit D: Neighborhood Meeting Summary - May 16, 2012

Exhibit E: Tri-County Health Department - Letter dated June 28, 2012

Exhibit F: CDOT Region 6 - Letter dated August 31, 2012

Exhibit G: Xcel - Letter dated August 22, 2012

Exhibit H: Century Link - Letters dated July 23 and June 26, 2012

Exhibit I: Email from Mr. Hannen and Mayor’s response - Dated August 28, 2012

Exhibit J: Email from Mr. Blomstrom - Dated August 28, 2012

Exhibit K: Email from Mr. Anthony and Mayor Pro Tem'’s response - Dated August 29, 2012 -
Exhibit L: Email from Mr. and Mrs. Mears - Dated August 31, 2012 :
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" PUD DEVELOPMENT SUMMARY

LoTS 43 THROUGH 48, INCLUSIVE AND 28 THROUGH 38, INCLUSIVE, BLOCK 1, HIGGINS BROADWAY
ADDITION

COUNTY OF ARAPAHOE, STATE OF COLORADO AND

LOTS 20 THROUGH 25, BLOCK 1, HIGGINS BROADWAY ADDITION

COUNTY OF ARAPAHOE, STATE OF COLORADO; AND

LOTS 10,11 AND 42, BLOCK 1, HIGGINS BROADWAY ADDITION,

COUNTY OF ARAPAHOE, STATE OF COLORADO; AND

LOTS § THROUGH 8, INCLUSIVE AND 32 THROUGH 50, INCLUSIVE, BLOGK 1, HIGGINS BROADWAY
ADDITION,

COUNTY OF ARAPAHOE, STATE OF COLORADO,

EXCEPT THAT PORTION CONVEYED TO THE CITY OF ENGLEWOOD IN DEED RECORDED JANUARY 24,
1958 N BODK 852 AT PAGE 79 AND THAT PORTION CONVEYED TO THE STATE DEPARTMENT HIGHWAYS,
"DIVISION OF HIGHWAYS, STATE OF

COLORADO IN DEED RECORDED JULY 21,1370 IN BOOK 1875 AT PAGE 110,

TOGETHER WITH

LOT 30 AND THE SOUTH ONE HALF OF LOT 31, BLOCK 2, HIGGINS BROADWAY ADDITION
COUNTY OF ARAPAHOE, STATE OF COLORADO; AND
LOTS 47 AND 16, BLOCK 2, HIGGINS BROADWAY ADDITION,
COUNTY OF ARAPAHOE, STATE OF COLORADO; AND
LOT 13 AND THE NORTH ONE HALF OF LOT 20, BLOCK 2, HIGGINS BROADWAY ADDITION,
COUNTY OF ARAPAHOE, STATE OF COLORADO; AND -
THE NORTH ONE HALF OF LOT 31 AND ALL OF LOT 32, BLOCK 2, HIGGINS BROADWAY ADDITION.
COUNTY OF ARAPAHOE, STATE OF COLORADO; AND
LOTS 24 AND 25, BLOCK 2, HIGGINS BROADWAY ADDITION,
COUNTY OF ARAPAHOE, STATE OF COLORADO; AND .
THE SOUTH ONE HALF OF LOT 20 AND ALL OF LOT 21, | BLOCK 2, HIGGINS BROADWAY ADDI'I'ION
COUNTY OF ARAPAHOE, STATE OF COLORADO; AND
LOTS 28 AND 28, BLOCK 2, HIGGINS BROADWAY ADDITION,
COUNTY OF ARAPAHOE, STATE OF COLORADO; AND
LOTS 33,34 AND 35, BLOCK 2, HIGGINS BROADWAY ADDITION,
COUNTY OF ARAPAHOE, STATE OF COLORADO; AND
LOTS 26 AND 27, BLOCK 2, HIGGINS BROADWAY ADDITION,
COUNTY OF ARAPAHOE, STATE OF COLORADO; AND
LOTS 22 AND 23, BLOCK 2, HIGGINS BROADWAY ADDITION,
COUNTY OF ARAPAHOE, STATE OF COLORADC; AND
LOTS 15 AND 16, BLOCK 2, HIGGINS BROADWAY ADDITION,
COUNTY OF ARAPAHOE, STATE OF COLORADO,
EXCEPT THAT PORTION CONVEYED TO THE CITY OF ENGLEWOOD 8Y DEED RECORDED OCTOBER 21,
1864 IN BOOK 1554 AT PAGE 380,

CONTAINING A TOTAL AREA OF 198,804 SQUARE FEET OR 4,55 ACRES,

. WHILE REINVESTING [N AN EXISTING ESTABLISHED NEIGHBORHOOD. THE ADDITIONAL RESIDENTS

* 4 ANY NEW FIRE HYDRANTS SHALL BE TO THE CITY OF ENGLEWOOD REQUIREMENTS,

8. INTHEEVENT OF A CONFLICT BETWEEN THE SPECIFIC PROVISIONS OF THIS PUD AND TITLE 16,

FLOOD MS PLANNED UNIT DEVELOPMENT

EXHIBIT A .

;
. ENGLEWOOD, COLORADO
- P
-
PROJECT BACKGROUND CONTACT LIST SIGNATURE BLOCKS
THIS PROJECT AT 3850 S, BROADWAY IS COMPRISED OF 2 PARCELS (PARGEL 1.D #2077-03-1-08-004 & OWNER: * . . APPLICANT: APPROVED FOR ENGLEWOOD SCHOOL DISTRICT
#2077-03-1.09-008) TOTALING APPROXIMATELY 4.8 ACRES. THE FIRST (WEST) PARCEL (KNOWN HEREIN ENGLEWOOD SCHOOL DISTRICT #1 BARBURY HOLDINGS, LLC
ASPARGEL 01) 1S LOCATED AT THE NORTHEAST CORNER OF S, BROADWAY AND E. KENYON. THE ATTN: BRIAN EWERT ATTN: EDWARD BARSOCCH! —_—
SECOND (EAST) PARCEL (KNOWN HEREIN AS PARGEL 02) IS LOCATED DIRECTLY EAST OF THE WEST 4101 SOUTH BANNOCK STREET 4725 SOUTH MONAGO ROAD, SUITE. 205 SIGNATURE : DATE
PARCEL AT THE NORTHEAST CORNER OF S, LINCOLN AND E. KENYON, PRESENTLY THE WEST PARCEL ENGLEWOOD, COLORADO 80110 DENVER, COLORADO 80237
CONTAINS, THE NOW CLOSED, FLOOD MIDBLE SCHOOL WHICH WILL BE DEMOLISHED AS A PART OF 303.761,7050 303.827.8670 STATE OF COLORADO
THIS PROPOSED DEVELOPMENT, THE EAST PARCEL IS VACANT, THE CURRENT ZGNING OF THE WEST BRIAN_EWERT@ENGLEWOOD.K12C0US EBARSOCCHI@BARSOCCHICOM COUNTYOF - .
PARCEL IS MU-R-3-B WITH THE NORTHERNMOST MOST PORTION BEING ZONED MU-B4, THEWEST i THE FOREGOING INSTRUMENT WAS ACKNOWLEDGED BEFORE METHIS
HALF OF THE EAST PARGEL IS MU-R-3-B AND THE EAST HALF OF THE EAST PARCEL ZONED R-2-B. THIS PLANNERIAPPLICANT REPREsENTATNE- ARCHITECT: DAY OF AD.,20___BY_ A8
PUD WILL BRING ALL PARCELS UNDER THE SAME ZONING DESIGNATION AS OUTLINED WITHIN THIS NORRIS DESIGN PBA OF . ‘
PUD DOCUMENT. THE PLANNED UNIT DEVELOPMENT Will BE PROGESSED PURSUANTTO THE ATTN: WEND! BIRCHLER ATTN; ROBERT MILLER .
APPLICABLE CITY REGULATIONS, 4101 BANNOCK STREET 1633 YORK STREET MY COMMISSION EXPIRES
DENVER, COLORADO 80204 DENVER, COLORADO 80206
303.892.1168 303,582.2004 NOTARY PUBLIG
CONSTRUCTIONIPHASING PLAN - WBIRcHLER@NORRIS—DESIGN COM RMILLER@PTEARC.COM
INITIAL DEMOLITION OF THE EXISTING BUILDINGS ON-SITE SHALL TAKE APPROXIMATELY 3 MONTHS; . . CIVIL ENGINEER: TRAFFIGENGINEER: ‘ADDRESS
ONGE DEMOLITION IS COMPLETE NEW CONSTRUCTION SHALL TAKE APPROXIMATELY 22 MONTHS; 1T * HARRIS KOGHER SMITH HARRIS KOCHER SMITH
IS ANTICIPATED THAT THE FIRST RESIDENTIAL UNITS WILL BE READY FOR OCCUPANCY - ATTN: BILLY HARRIS ATTN: MKE KIBBEE .

APPROXIMATELY 12 MONTHS AFTER NEW CONSTRUCTION BEGINS.

THE APPLICANT PROPOSES TODEVELOP A MAXIMUM OF 350 RESIDENTIAL 'FOR- RENT'APAR'I'MENT )
UNITS GONTAINED WITHIN TWO BUILDINGS DEVELOPED ON PARGEL 01 AND PARGEL 02, PARKIN y
SHALL MOSTLY BE PROVIDED IN A PARKING STRUGTURE THAT WILL PREDOMINANTLY BE A
WRAPPED/SCREENED BY THE APARTMENT BUILDING, VEHICULAR AND BICYCLE PARKING SHALL BEI o
PROVIDED BASED ON MINIMUM CITY CODE REQUIREMENTS, SEVERAL COURTYARD/AMENITY AREAS‘
ARE INCORPORATED INTO THE DESIGN THAT WILL ALSO INCLUDE LANDSCAPING :

THE PROPOSED PROJECT ADDRESSES THE CITY'S 3-PART STRATEGY OIJTLINEJ INTHE2008 :
ENGLEWOOD COMPREHENSIVE PLAN FOR GROWTH AND DEVELOPMENT N THE CITY; REVITALIZA
REDEVELOPMENT AND REINVENTION, THE ABANDONED FLOOD MIDDLE SCHOOL GURRENTLY
OCCUPIES THIS SITE. THE PROPOSED PROJECT WILL REDEVELOP THIS SITE INTO A VIBRANT, HiGH %
QUALITY RESIDENTIAL COMMUNITY THAT FITS INTO THE EXISTING MIX OF USES THAT SURROUND THE?
SITE THAT INCLUDE A MIX OF SINGLE FAMILY, DUPLEX AND MULTI-FAMILY RESIDENCES, AS WEI.L AS -
COMMERCIALRETAIL USES, THIS PROJECT WILL REVITALIZE THIS ESTABLISHED NEIGHBORHOOD
AREA AND PROVIDE A UNIQUE HOUSING OPTION FOR RESIDENTS IN THIS LOCATION THlS PROJEC
TAKES ADVANTAGE OF EXISTING COMMUNITY INFRASTRUCTURE AND TRANSPORTATION OPTIONS

WILL TAKE ADVANTAGE OF THE EXISTING RETAIL IN THE NEIGHBORHOOD AND GENERATE TAX
REVENUE THAT WILI. BENEFIT PROGRAMS AND SERVICES PROVIDED BY THE! CITY OF ENGLEWOOD.

1381 SPEER BOULEVARD, SUITE 380
DENVER, COLORADO 80204
303-623-6360

BHARRIS@HKSENG.COM

1391 SPEER BOULEVARD, SUITE 390
DENVER, COLORADO 80204
303-623-8300 .
MKIBBEE@HKSENG.COM

SHEET INDEX
COVER SHEEY o1
DISTRICT PLAN “®@
. EXISTING SITE PLAN - ) -
PUD PLAN NOTES PROPGSED SITE PLAN - o
1. THIS PROPERTY DOES NOT LIE WITHIN A 100-YEAR FLOODPLAI, T ey =
2. ALLNEW AND EXISTING UTILITIES WITHIN THE PROPERTY AND ABUTTING RIGHT-OF-WAY SHALL LEf -
PROPOSED LANDSCAPEPLAN |07
BEPLACED UNDERGROUND. GONGEPTUAL ARGHITECTURE |08
3 ALLCONGRETE WORK DONE N THE PUBLIG RIGHT-OF.WAY SHALL BE IN CONFORMANGE WITH L CONGEPTU

CONSTRUCTION STANDARDS AND CONCRETE SPECIFICATIONS FOR THE CITY OF ENGLEWOOD, ~
COLORADO.

5. SUBDIVISION OF THE SITE SHALL BE COMPLETED UNDER SEPARATE DOCUMENT, * .

6. ALLSTRUCTURES AND PROJECTIONS (UNLESS OTHERWISE NOTED WITHIN THIS PUD) SHALL BE
CONSTRUGTED WITHIN BUILDING ENVELOPES AND BUILDING HEIGHT LIMITS, :

7. THE DEVELOPER SHALL COMPLY WiTH ALL APPLICABLE CITY CODES, REGULATIONS, AND “
STANDARDS NOT SPECIFICALLY ADDRESSED WITHIN THIS PUD, )

THE SPECIFIC PRQVISIONS OF THIS PUD SHALL CONTROL
8. THE EXISTING CITY DITCH MAY BE REALIGNED AS PART OF FUTURE DEVELOPMENT,
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ARCHITECTURAL CHARACTER

FLOOD MS PLANNED UNIT DEVELOPMENT

ENGLEWOOD, COLORADO

PUD DISTRICT PLAN DEVELOPMENT STANDARDS (CONT.)

PUD DISTRICT PLAN DEVELOPMENT STANDARDS (CONT.)

THE ARCHITECTURAL CHARACTER OF THIS DEVELOPMENT SHALL BE URBAN IN CHARACTER AND WILL
PROVIDE FOR A PEDESTRIAN SCALE ALONG THE STREET LEVEL. DESIGN SHALL INCLUDE THE
FOLLOWING:

a. A MINIMUM OF ONE 5' BUILDING PLANE CHANGE EVERY 45 LINEAR FEET. THIS MAY BE
ACCOMPLISHED IN A NUMBER OF WAYS INCLUDING RECESSED BALCONIES OR PORCHES, BUT
SHALL NOT INGLUDE CANTILEVERED BALCONIES OR PORCHES, PARKING GARAGES ARE
EXCLUDED FROM THIS BUILDING PLANE CHANGE REQUIREMENT.

. AMINIMUM OF 3 DIFFERENT MATERIAL PATTERNS AND COLOR CHANGES SHALL BE
INCORPORATED INTO THE BUILDING DESIGN. T 1S ENCOURAGED THAT THESE MATERIALS
ARE DISTRIBUTED AS EVENLY AS POSSIBLE THROUGHOUT THE BUILDING DESIGN, AT LEAST
ONE ADDITIONAL COLOR ANDIOR MATERIAL WILL BE USED TO DIFFERENTIATE IMPORTANT
ARCHITECTURAL ELEMENTS SUCH AS CORNERS, ENTRIES, AND COMMON USE AREAS,

. AN AVERAGE OF 30% OF THE BUILDING FAGADE SHALL CONSIST OF MASONRY, WHICH MAY

INCLUDE BRICK, STONE, AND/OR CMU, NO ELEVATION FACING A PUBLIC STREET SHALL HAVE

LESS THAN 20% MASONRY.

STUCCO, STONE, CMU, BRICK, CEMENTITIOUS (INCLUDING JAMES HARDIE & SIMILAR), AND

METAL SIDING ARE PERMISSIBLE BUILDING MATERIALS.

8. ATTHE CORNER OF S. BROADWAY AND KENYON THE BUILDING FAGADE SHALL BE 80%

TRANSPARENT FOR A HEIGHT OF AT LEAST 20', ACTIVATING THE STREET WITH THE ACTIVITY
OF THE AMENITY AREAS WITHIN THE CLUBHOUSE.

f. PREDOMINANT BUILDING ENTRIES SHALL BE GLEARLY DEFINED AND MAY CONSIST OF

ELEMENTS SUCH AS; CANOPIES, OVERHANGS, PEAKED ROOFS, ARCHES, AND/OR OUTDOOR

AMENITIES (I.E. BENCHES, BOLLARDS, PEDESTRIAN LIGHTS, AND SIMILAR).

ROOFS MAY BE SLOPED AND/OR FLAT WITH SLOPED ROOFS RANGING FROMA MINIMUM 4:42

TOA MAXIMUM OF 8:12.

o

[}

o

!

FUTURE DEVELOPMENT SHALL INCORPORATE THE AFOREMENTIONED FEATURES TO CREATE
AESTHETICALLY PLEASING BUILDINGS THAT HAVE STRONG ARCHITECT! URAL CHARACTEI WITH HIGH
QUALITY FINISHES,

PUD DISTRICT PLAN DEVELOPMENT STANDARDS -

A GENERAL REGULATIONS: UNLESS OTHERWISE PROVIDED FOR IN THIS PUD OR SUBSEQUENT
AMENDMENTS, THE PROVISIONS, STANDARDS, REGULATIONS AND PROCEDURES PERTINENT
TO AN APPLICATION FOR THE DEVELOPMENT OF LAND WITHIN THIS PUD ZONE DISTRICT SHALL
COMPLY WITH THE MU-R-3-B ZONE DISTRICT OF THE CITY OF ENGLEWOOD AND RELATED
ZONING REGULATIONS IN EFFECT AT THE TIME ANY FUTURE APPIJCAT!ON 18 FILED WITH THE
CITY,

B. "PERMITTEDLAND USES:
1. MULTI UNIT DWELLING (INCLUDING ANCILLARY USES SUCH AS LEASING OFFICE, PRIVATE
RECREATION FACILITIES, ETC.)
2. SURFACE PARKING
. 3. PARKING GARAGE

ACCESSORY USE: ’
1. HOME OCGUPATION AS DEFINED IN THE UNIFIED DEVELOPMENT CODE (UDC)

PERMITTED ACCESSORY STRUCTURES:
1. POOL EQUIPMENT/MAINTENANCE BUILDING - 1 PERMITTED AT 250 SF EACH
2. TRELLIS - MAXIMUM 3 PERMITTED AT 250 SF EACH
3 GAZEBO MAXIMUM 3 PERMITTED AT 250 SF EACH

‘e unusn-:ousss

PROCEDURES FOR APPROVAL OF USES NOT LISTED N THE ABOVE PERMITTED USES SHALL BE
GOVERNED BY TITLE 16 PROVISIONS FOR UNLISTED USES,

D.  DEVELOPMENT STANDARDS ’ .
- THE FOLLOWING STANDARDS APPLY TO PARCEL 01 AND PARCEL 02 UNLESS OTHERWISE
NOTED,
1. MAXIMUM BUILDING HEIGHT: .

a, PARCEL 01 - APPROXIMATELY 80' TO 78' ABOVE GRADE OF ADJACENT RIGHT-OF-WAY
(MAXIMUM U,S.G.S ELEVATION OF 5,418)

b, PARCEL 02 - APPROXIMATELY §0' TO 70' ABOVE GRADE OF ADJACENT RIGHT-OF-WAY
(MAXIMUMU.,S.G.5 ELEVATION OF 5,414) .

c. ANTENNAS, MECHANICAL EQUIPMENT, ELEVATOR PENTHOUSEE CHIMNEYS, AND
SIMILAR ARE EXCLUDED FROM THIS LIMITATION. .

2. MAXIMUM PERMITTED RESIDENTIAL UNITS:
a. 76.75 DU/AC OR 350 UNITS (TOTAL COMBINED FOR PARCELS 01 &02)
~b. PROJECTED UNIT SCHEDULE:
- 1-BEDROOM - ~65%
- 2-BEDROOM -~30%
-3-BEDROOM-~5%

* NOTE: UNIT SCHEDULE SUBJECT TO CHANGE BASED ON CURRENT MARKET
CONDITIONS AT TIME OF CONSTRUCTION, FINAL BREAXDOWN WiLL BE
PROVIDED AT TIME OF BUILDING PERMIT.

3, SETBACKS .
BUILDING (INCLUDES PARKING STRUCTURES) | PARCELD1 | PARCELDD
FROM S, BROADWAY ROW 0 NA
FROME. KENYON ROW 10 10
FROM 8. LINGOLN ROW 5 5
FROM 5. SHERMAN ROW i NA [0
FROM NORTH BOUNDARY (PARCEL 01) 10 NIA
FROM NORTH BOUNDARY ADJAGENT TO ALLEY NiA 5
FROM NORTH BOUNDARY ADJAGENT TO EXISTING RESIENTIAL | __NAA i
FROM INTERNALLOT LINE v [
SURFACE PARKING g ' | PARGEL0Y | PARCELGZ
| FROMBUILDINGS - o 0
( FROMPUBLIC ROW 5" 5

4, BULK STANDARDS:

a MAXIMUM LOT COVERAGE: PARCEL 01 - 75%, PARCEL 02 - 80%

b, BUILD TO LINE - AT LEAST 33% OF THE BUILDING FRONTAGE ALONG 5.
BROADWAY SHALL BE BUILT NO FURTHER BACK THAN 5' FROM THE PROPERTY
LINE.

c. BUILD TO LINE - NO MORE THAN 33% OF BUILDING WILL BE SETBACK GREATER
THAN 25' FROM S. BROADWAY, .

d, STANDARD BULK PLANE REQUIREMENTS AS DEFINED BY THECITY OF .
ENGLEWOOD SHALL ONLY APPLY TO THE EASTERN HALF OF THE NORTHERN
BOUNDARY OF PARCEL 02, WHERE THE BUILDING IS DIRECTLY AQJACENT TO.
EXISTING RESIDENTIALAND NOT THE PORTION OF THE NORTHERN BOUNDARY
THAT IS DIRECTLY ADJACENT TO THE ALLEYWAY,

§. PARKING STANDARDS:
a, PARKING REQUIREMENTS SHALL BE MET PER CITY OF ENGLEWOOD
REQUIREMENTS AS SPECIFIED IN SECTION 16-8-4 AND OUTLINED IN TABLE 15—6-4 1
"MINIMUM OFF-STREET PARKING REQUIREMENTS.*
b, ADEQUATE AREA FOR SNOW STORAGE SHALL BE PROVIDED ON-S[TE AND SHALL
BE IDENTIFIED AT TIME OF BUILDING PERMT,

8. SIGNAGE STANDARDS: ’
a. SIGNAGE STANDARDS SHALL MEET STANDARDS AS AMENDED FOR THE MU-54
ZONE DISTRICT WITH THE FOLLOWING EXCEPTION:

2. PROJECTING SIGNS ARE PERMITTED A MAXIMUM HEIGHT OF 50° ABOVE
GRADE.

10 LANDSCAPE STANDARDS:

a. ACOMPLETE LANDSCAPE PLAN SHALL BE PROVIDED AT TIME OF BUILDING
~ PERMIT,
b. * 15% OF THE TOTAL COMBINED AREA OF PARCELS 04 & 02 IS REQUIRED FOR

PUBLIC AND/OR PRIVATE LANDSCAPE AREA. DUE TO [TS URBAN NATURE, UP T .

50% OF THE PROVIDED COURTYARDS/PLAZAS, ENHANCED PAVING WATHIN THE
STREETSCAPE ZONE, BUFFER LANDSCAPE ZONE, AND INTERIOR LANDSCAPE
ZONES 01 & 02 MAY COUNT TOWARDS THIS REQUIREMENT, THIS INCLUDES
IMPROVEMENTS MADE WITHIN THE ADJACENT PUBLIC RIGHTS-OF-WAY, BUT
EXCLUDES THE 5' SIDEWALKS ALONG, BROADWAY, KENYON, SHERMAN, AND
LINCOLN. A MiNIMUM OF 50% OF THE REQUIRED LANDSCAPE SHALL BE LIVING |
{ANDSCAPE.

c. MINIMUMLANDSCAPE S{ZE AND QUANTITIES SHALL BE PROVIDED PER CITY OF
ENGLEWOOD REQUIREMENTS.

8. PUBLIC LAND DEDICATIONS REQUIREMENTS;

a, PARKS, TRAILS, AND OPEN SPACE LAND DEDICATION SHALL BE DETERMINED BY
SEPARATE AGREEMENT,

8. SCREENING:

a, AMAXIMUMBE' TALL, FULLY OPAQUE SCREEN WALLFENCE MAY BE USED ONTHE
NORTHERN BOUNDARY OF PARCEL 02 TO SCREEN BETWEEN EXISTING AND
PROPOSED USES, MATERIALS SHALL BE CONSISTENT WITH THE OVERALL
BUILDING DESIGN AND WILL BE DETERMINED AT TIME OF BUILDING PERMIT.
LANDSCAPE THAT INCLUDES A MIX OF DECIDUOUS AND EVERGREEN SHRUBS, -

. ORNAMENTAL GRASSES AND/OR PERENNIALS WILL BE INCORPORATED
ADJACENT TO THE FENCE WHERE ADEQUATE LANDSGAPE AREA 1S PROVIDED.
{AREAS MORE THAN 5 AWAY FROM BUILDING FOUNDATION), QUANTITIES SHALL
BE PER CITY OF ENGLEWOOD REQUIREMENTS. ALL OTHER PROJECT AREAS
MUST MEET SCREENING STANDARDS AS REQUIRED BY THE CITY OF
ENGLEWOOD.

10. LIGHTING:
2, ALL ON-SITE LIGHTING SHALL USE FULL CUT-OFF LIGHT FIXTURES AND NOT
EXCEED 0.5 FOOT CANDLES AT THE PROPERTY LINE.

11. MISC, ADDITIONAL STANDARDS:
a. WASTE AND RECYCLE COLLECTION: ALL FAGILITIES FOR WASTE AND RECYCLE
COLLECTION WILL BE INTERNAL TO THE BUILDING. NO FACILITIES WILL BE
VIS|BLE FROMTHE PUBLIC WAY OR ADJACENT PROPERTIES. NO STORAGE WILL
BE EXTERNAL TO THE BUILDING, EXCEPT FOR TEMPORARY STAGING DURING
WASTE AND RECYCLE REMOVAL TIMES,
b. SIDEWALKS SHALL BE A MINIMUM OF &' IN WIOTH.

E. MODlFlCATIONS
THE FDLLOWING MOD]FICATION PROCEDURES ARE CONSISTENT WITH THE PUD MODIFICATION
PROCEDURES OF THE CITY OF ENGLEWOOD TITLE 16, ZONING REGULATIONS, AS MODIFIED
BELOW:

1. DISTRICT PLAN - THE TERMS, CONDITIONS, THE ADOPTED PUD DISTRICT PLAN AND !
DOCUMENTS MAY BE CHANGED AND/OR AMENDED [N WHOLE OR IN PART AS FOLLOWS -

a MINOR MODIFICATIONS TO THE PUD DISTRICT PLAN: THE CITY MANAGER OR HIS
DESIGNEE MAY APPROVE MINOR MODIFICATIONS IN THE LOCATION, SIZING, AND
HEIGHT OF STRUCTURES OR FAGILITIES IF REQUIRED BY ENGINEERING OR
OTHER CIRCUMSTANCES NOT FORESEEN AT THE TIME THE PUD DESTRICT PLAN
WAS APPROVED . MINOR MODIFICATIONS SHALL NOT BE PERMITTED IF THE
MODIFICATION RESULTS IN ANY OF THE GIRCUMSTANCES LISTED IN 2.3 OF THIS
PUD,

b. MAJOR MODIFICATIONS TO THE PUD DISTRICT PLAN: MAJOR MODIFICATIONS MAY
BE MADE TO THE APPROVED PUD DISTRICT PLAN PURSUANT TO THE SAME
LIMITATIONS AND REQUIREMENTS BY WHICH SUCH PLANS AND DOCUMEQTS
WERE ORIGINALLY APPROVED.

2. SITEPLAN- . .
a. MINOR MODIFICATIONS TO THE PUD SITE PLAN: THE CITY, THROUGH THE
DEVELOPMENT REVIEW TEAM, MAY AUTHORIZE MINOR DEVIATIONS FROM THE
PUD SITE PLANWHEN SUCH DEVIATIONS APPEAR NECESSARY IN LIGHT OF
TEGHNICAL OR ENGINEERING CONSIDERATIONS, MINOR DEVIATIONS SHALL NOT
BEPERMITTED [F ANY OF THE FOLLOWING CIRCUMSTANCES RESULT:
aa ACHANGEIN THE CHARACTER OF THE DEVELOPMENT; OR
ah, ACHANGEIN THE PERMITTED LAND USES; OR
ac. ACHANGE IN THE GENERAL LOCATION OF LAND USES; OR
ad. AN INGREASE IN THE MAXIMUM HEIGHT OF ANY BUILDING OF MORE THAN
5% OR
as, ANINCREASE IN THE NUMBER OF DWELLING UNITS, OR IN THE RATIO OF
THE GROSS FLOOR AREA OF STRUCTURES TO THE LAND AREA, OR
INCREASES IN THE PROPOSED GROSS FLOOR AREA WITHIN ANY
PARTICULAR LAND USE OF MORE THAN 2%
af. AREDUCTION N THE SETBACKS FROMPROPERTY LINES MORE THAN 10%
OR
ANINCREASE OF MORE THAN 10%, IN GROUND COVERAGE BY
STRUCTURES OR SURFACE PARKING; OR
ah, AREDUCTION BY MORE THAN 5% IN THE LAND AREA DESIGNATION FOR
LANDSCAPING; OR
al. AREDUCTIONIN THE RATIO OF OFF-STREET PARKING AND LOADING
SPACE TO GROSS FLOOR AREA OR NUMBER OF DWELLING UNITS,

ag,

=’

SITE PLAN AMENDMENTS NOT MEETING THE ABOVE REQUIREMENTS: ALL PUD
SITE PLANS APPROVED AND RECORDED MAY ONLY BE AMENDED PURSUANT TO
THE SAME PROCEDURE AND SUBJECT TO THE SAME LIMITATION AND
REQUIREMENTS BY WHICH SUCH PLANS WERE APPROVED,
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NOTES:
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——'é T . N B o e ‘:\ . I % 3 E] ]
: . 3 - QR R PRI HESES I SANITARY SEWER 5 — <
§ . EXISTING SANTARY MANHOLE y oy ‘ ] I EE g? | s (.m,)'; a‘}?}’gﬁa EXISTING CHASE' s Dla
- - (10 BE REMOVED) . - T ol ~ EASEMENT (70 REMAIN) ol-
3 I -~ o 51 B 102 -, .
2 § N y o y o ey o i i - M .
§~§ - TLZ 5 e i e /xsq’" ; il | »
=~ ¢ s of 0P0S ! i D * 4! -
— 1. N - 1% 1 XSTNG .4 ~I_ | | sroposen are , Al
D . FasTiG 15 ALLEY ’ e o‘ . ; D@Hm Nl ! - i \\F 7< ngi ™ E z
% e 0 BE VACATED “ EXISTHG 16° ALLEY \Yi‘ J <%
. ) . ; 3 ol (10°Bf VAGATED) N £
“,E % | 1R N Q\ 10" - °
-] NN
. 1 . )
= h \ 5 %\nm\\g%u WATER PROMMIATE LOCATON
: Na B '= e N s 5
B J T4 4 (ROM I4APS PROVIDED Z £
3 A . Eral \ COMCAST) {10 BE-RELOCATED) I oS8
__'f: 3 R : i t Ry §
T ¥ 3 | _EXSTNG 6" \ \ I S == o BT
. ER T TWATER MARY \l§ - i S QF
* - RS’ PSCO ESHT. PER ‘=4 (% na
: ) NIRE RNNB0OK 22|65 PAGE 66 [ ) =
: : - A : T0 BE VACKTED - - - = 4
= PR A e NBY. SEPARATE * | =t = X 3 =
PROPOSED BUILDING T = I DOCUNENT IE , =8 ot
ENTRANCE. (TYP) prorossn {111 WK Z
: - E UNDERGROUND. 3 N a
) : ELECTRIC {TYP) : o3 pos
= B . EXISTING OVERHEAD ° ] . _g E
R A s POOL 6 LELECTRIC 10 BE RELOCAIED . S B g
3 -1 . AND BURIED Jrluizizcﬁou > ESpe o
- + - R yEes
: gtk .- N\ =S L
= EXISTING UTILITY BOX c U A \ N ; l 5588 8
IS & TRANSFERMER ; {8tbr(srow res provoed] FE o SORAATE LOCATN Soax LNE Fexs] a1 ROPER‘P{l ) zi8g §
. (To BE REMOVED), \ . 1] e comesn) i RNINNNNN | o B g5ff i
8 o) |BE B K2 It BY XCEL ENERGY) (TYP) =l (e
O { : v PROPOSED | . =PROPOSED 8"
2 . g P B RO, DEDICATION EXISTING SANITARY PROPOSED 8' g WATER MAIN
. : - 4 (WDTH VARIES) SEWER MANHOLE SYTLITY EASEMENT el X ;
B oA (o EXSTNG QUERDEAD uGHT (1YF) [ e = NS OF EHSmiG hS UAN.
) D -[B==nrant (vF) ‘ R _MEIECTRIC T0 BE RELOCATED]. B e st i : ' “(FROH MAPS PROVIDED PROP ZﬂDH;AE"'{#QF‘;
8 ! J e AND BURIEQ UNDERGROUND]|. s - —_——— = — — = = s e A e ) | T | BY XCEL ENERGY} (TYF)
T B s ; PROPOSED DINESTI WATER STV (1) R 1 J ST S Ve T e VY, S e i T e s Tt i W) PROPOSED FiRE
o/ " s 7o ~PROPOSED ARELME (TYP)| P ST 7 —"T Y. E= N A Ty ot — = el : ﬁ‘* HYORANT (TYF) E
e = %W i e — i e e = "
EXISTNG FOWER . " T PROPOSED SAMITARY ]
EXISTING STORM, AR 3 Iy \ _ PROROSEDFIRE—g\— EXISTING QVERHEAD ____ s\*\ j, (
SEWER INLET POLE (TP) 4 ! [AS 7- /([/V y O/V /4 WN U[ L e W HYORANT i) R ) £LECTRIC TO BE RELOCATED —© AFPROXIMATE LOCATioN i) A =Gy 'g T ' -.? 4 [CSEVER AN (TYF) = O
h € . 4 AND BURIED UNDERGROUND OF COMCAST COAX LINE PROPOSED DOMESTIC WATER SERVICE {TYP) . [al
I ° EXISTING 14 55" ROV : a
SS'WATER MAIN—SS 5 5 s~ (FROM WAPS PROVIRED 1 wih < (FROM MAPS PROVIDED [ '.._.s_ I - o
i N STV TORCAST) ‘ \ 8% S5y CONCAST) FROPOSED FRELNE (1) | § : T i d é
& & . . 2
[
. . o ki \lk._l -R | E 9-!
Ao
- C
1. UTILITY SERVICE LOCATIONS ARE APPROXIMATE AND ARE SUBJECT 10 (=g ge
0 3 §0 CHANGE DURING THE SITE DESICN AND CiviL CONSTRUCTION PLAN PROCESS. SHEET TITLE: O o ;
; FINAL LOCATION TO BE DETERMINED AT TWE OF BUILDING PERMIT. p = m
— 2. EXISTNG UWILTY LOCATIONS ARE APPROXIATE AND WERE LOCATEO FROM PROPOSED UTILITY PLAN o -__|
SCALE: 1°=30 UTIITY MAPS, % o
SHEET # - 5=
L ol
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-~ —l~ A EASEN ] I \ \ 7/
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\ 5 :Kmi \ = e AN i N T 17 RUNOFF SUMMARY 1
3 3 3.y = (IR a
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i 3 1 - 4 . Z &
VIENs &8 (| posmue \ ‘\ 4 / : - . =
L\ el TR L) ( . DETENTION & WQ SUMMARY
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RGN N = BASIN 1 2 3 5
\ ’ - REQD $-YR DETENTION VOLUME 020 AC-FT 0.10 ACFT 29 5
W\ : “Egs 3
= > |\\ N \ REQD 100-YR DETENTION VOLUME 037 ACFT 048 ACFT 358 %
s &F [ vy N ! ) ALLOWABLE 5-YR DISCHARGE 06 CFS 03¢Fs §‘§.§ g K
) 588 2
) i - NN —_ /I L. - ALOWABLE 100-YR DISCHARGE - 30CFs 15CFs- =¥ g8 ;
A ) : ] " bty ,r[. |3 N . N ~ WQ VOLUME (SANDFRTER} 321 CUBICFT 1,620 CUBIC FT =oew
R EIOH e g A 1 .
: e FROBERTY = - \ = = . .
N ;:ﬂnc CROSSPAN - \CBOUNDARY N 3 o—lL \) NOTE: -
N PRIVATE COMBINATION DETEATION/HQ PONDS WLL BE CONSTRUCTED WTHIN THE
oL b L]~ 2 = = PARKING GARAGES FOR EACN PARCEL. E
— T = ~ ) p— -
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BENCHMARK: - 50
= 765 BRASS DISK 4V 409 IN THE ABUIMENT OF SOUTH BROADWAY BRIDGE AT =) e
: HANPDEN AVENUE, ELEVATION=5134.82 NAVD 8. . 0 ;
: 50 0 50 100 NOTE: BTG CONTOUR INFORIATON SHOW HEREOH WS FROVDED BY THE SHEET TITLE: O LZLI 11|
e J F ENGLEYOOD. CONTOUR £ AT /ATION - .
SCALE: 17=50 ) - ngrYAé)usx-Eo o HE. ABOVE BENCHUARK. OATUA AND BEHCHIARKS UTILIZED PROPOSED DRAINAGE PLAN O z -
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O 8|9
w | D
LANDSCAPE LEGEND SYMBOL | __DESCRIPTION (MAY CONTAIN THE FOLLOWING?) AREA (5F) (0 S I b b
STREETSCAPE ZONE 7/././/") 50D, PRVING, ENHANGED PRVING, TREES, TREE 13614 @@ SIER|®
7 / GRATES, SITE FURNISHINGS, SHRUS/PERENNIAL BEDS =5 P R S VO
/7 AND SIMILAR. i | | | | i
UFFERTANDBCAPEZONE 20553031 SO, PAVING, ENENGED PAVING, TREES, SITE EXE 18181818
. 25 o /// FURNISHINGS, SHRUB/PERENNIAL BEDS AND SIMILAR. JEF|E|FE
. N A AT, Z(Z2(2IZ2|Z
20" GITY DITCH EAST JEFFERSON AVENUE (HAMPDEN BYPASS) ON RAMP ) NTERIOR LANDSGAPE ZONE 0T |7, 7,7+ 0D, PAVING, ENFANCED PAVING, TREES, TREE R E gl 181819
EASEMENT ) . ) 7/, /| GRATES, SITE FURNISHINGS, SHRUB/PERENNIAL BEDS, zl>=2 218
... +— 20'CITYDITCH /7 h S|
. EASEMENT g ,7 GAZEBOS, TRELLIS, SWIMMING POOL,GRILLS, o|z|eleie|x
~ -*/.”/ /| OUTDOOR RECREATION, PLANTERS AND SIMLAR.
INTERIOR LANDSCAPE ZONE 02 :p_r SQD, PAVING, ENHANCED PAVING, TREES, TREE 14,692
GRATES, SITE FURNISHINGS, SHRUB/PERENNIAL BEDS,
£ GAZEBOS, TRELLIS, WATER FEATURES,GRILLS,
; / =" I"| OUTDOOR RECREATION, PLANTERS AND SIMILAR.
2 TOTALSE 71,281 E
20°GITY DITCH 7 NOTE: 2
EASEMENT ﬂ i N 1. PUDAREA CALCULATIONS ARE BASED ON CONGEPTUAL SITE PLANS. FINAL AREA NUMBERS WILL BE DETERMINED | 115
) i 7 AT TIME OF FINAL DESIGN. i 28
B I 7 £ ®o
’% i ¢ 2 TOTAL EXCLUDES 5'PUBLIC SIDEWALK ALONG BROADWAY < § zx
o z
- - H
y ; LANDSCAPE AREAS - - il H
] % TOTAL PROJECT]  MINIMUM REQUIRED | MAXIMUM NON-LIVING LANDSGAPEARER | MINIMUM LIVING TOTAL PROVIDED LIVING o H w
¥ 7 AREA LANDSCAPE AREA (RLA) | THAT COUNTS TOWARDSRLA (50%) | LANDSGAPEAREA | NON-LIVING LANDSGAPEAREA E 58
4 - (=}
7 f TOTALS | 198,804 SF 29,821 SF. 14310 SF 14910 5F 71281 SF z3
V7 7 o~ £<
% f WINIMUM REQUIRED LANDECAPE QUANTITIES g H
Z % o MINIMUM LANDSCAPE | MINMUMZTREES | MINIMUM#SHRUBS =a
A 4 AREA {4 PER 625 SF) (1 PER 100 SF)
/ : v TOTALS 70,821 SF 8 288
él 2 ' I|— M. 5'PAVED s
¥iIN. 5'PAVED z 7 / SIDEWALK (TYP) =H
SIDEWALK {TYP) ?C ; 7! LANDSCAPE PLAN NOTES _ Sis
5 7 - - - H
1% 7 1. TOTAL PROVIDED LANDSCAPE AREA CALCULATIONS ARE BASED ON oy
% 2 Z : CONCEPTUAL SITE PLANS. FINAL PROVIDED LANDSCAPE AREA NUMBERS WILL - .
% B2 7 BE DETERMINED AT TIME OF FINAL DESIGN, AT NO TIME SHALL LESS THAN 15% £
7 v MIN. 5'PAVED OF THE TOTAL AREA BE PROVIDED AS LANDSCAPE AREA AS DEFINED WITHIN °
Z - SIDEWALK (TYP) THIS PUD =
/ % 2. EXACT DESIGN INCLUDING LOCATIONS OF TREES, SHRUBS/PERENNIAL BEDS, 8 Z
/////| 2 o REALIGNEDALLEY & SCREEN FENGE (P)LAFZ& :LRE;E\S’I sler FURNISHINGS, ETG,, SHALL BE DETERMINED AT THE TIME - M )
: ; F SIGN, . ) . )
PROPOSED ENTRY —— | ? Z 77 - /_ ) 3. FINALLANDSCAPE QUANTITIES (LE. NUMBERS OF TREES AND SHRUBS :
- WAYS(TYP) é Z P ; CITY DITCH PROVIDED) SHALL BE DETERMINED AT TIME OF FINAL DESIGN AND PROVIDED w .
o 7 v [EASEMENT AT THE RATES AND MINIMUM SIZES AS REQUIRED PER CITY OF ENGLEWOOD . .
7 7 CODE. EACH PARCEL SHALL MEET THE REQUIRED LANDSCAPE AREA AND z
é" 2 1% ’ REQUIRED TREE AND SHRUB QUANTITIES BASED UPON IT'S INDIVIDUAL LAND @
/ AREA. - :
2 7
/, 2 = 7 4, LANDSGAPE PLANS SHOW PRELIMNARY CONCEPT AND PLANTS MAY BE e
7 Z Z 7 PLACED ANY PLACE WITHIN BOUNDARY OF PROPERTY WITH THE EXCEPTION
%5 % 7 7 THAT A MNIMUM OF 50% OF THE REQUIRED TREES SHALL BE LOGATED WITHIN
1A i 7 7 THE STREETSCAPE AND/OR BUFFER LANDSCAPE ZONES. o
7// ! v 7 v 5. PLANTS SHALL BE USED THAT ARE WELL ADAPTED TO COLORADO'S CLIMATE. Z£
. Mo 7 ¥ | . THE USE OF NATIVE, DROUGHT-TOLERANT PLANT MATERIALS (S . Vs
% % 7 > 8
RTD BUS —/ /// 2 Z 7 ENCOURAGED, IT IS ENCOURAGED TO USE TREES AS RECOMMENDED BY THE g S
-k 4 (W7 CITY OF ENGLEWOOD LANDSCAPE MANUAL : o<
) STOP / j g b= &  PROHIBITED TREES ASDEFINED BY THE CITY OF ENGLEWOOD SHALL NOT B s
: %l USED, wnes
b ? : Z Z 2 @ 6  ALLVING LANDSCAPE AREAS SHALL BE IRRIGATED BY 100% AUTOMATIC 'n?:r;-;
= | 7 7 %) UNDERGROUND SPRAY AND DRIP SYSTEM. =
=7 7 v é = 7. TREESLOCATED WITHIN THE STREETSGAPE ZONE SHALL BE SPACED °O"/ g
S 7 ¥ ZIES MINIMUM OF 3 APART, - 75
7 1V 2 . H
3] L7
= 27 | 2 m_——
= / 18] 2 f n 2= 5
3 v = Z ' T ag == 2
: o] | A 7 = 388 &
@D A [ il Al 5 go=a B
A 2 7 3 eEzg 3
A = Y Al @ S3ak §
.; Q 7 7 es H
- 7 e 2 1l MIN,5' PAVED TE g
2 Z E 2 , ;; SIDEWALK (TYP.)
21 7 2 ’ =
i 7
propeRTY —/| - Z IV 7 =
LINE (TYP.) : [ 7R 7 [}
7 % ‘) Z =
7 /| M o
» 7 7 % o 8
i SURFACE Z 20 7 o<
7 PARKING Z 2 4 —
7 % Z v o
% f 7 7 / i3]
Z E v Z 7 ) = O
5 y [/ 2 o 4 '] 1§ _JD‘ 50 1
?/, , : 7 : 2l 1 21 X 2% Z [AE| O
< . = - = = = = - = - — = = .
. N\l L L e 2 AL L T 777 7 777 7 2l L 7 LTI d O i 7 T 77 ) DJ &’//7////.//,':/,//;///7//1//'//'////'/'///////////////z///_//////////}7.///.//X’/7///7/// / EE . m w I-O— O
. _/ EAST KENYON AVENUE PROPOSED ENTRY NORTH SCALE - 1"=30' = = g
MIN. 5' PAVED MIN. 5 PAVED WAYS (TYP,) D S
SIDEWALK (TYP.) SIDEWALK (TYP) . (] =) ;
ACCESS POINT TO SURFACE SHEET TITLE: O I"Z'l 1]
PARKING NOTES: CONCEPTUAL LANDSCAPE PLAN O=4
1. BUILDING FOOTPRINT IS CONCEPTUAL AND SUBJECT TO CHANGE. : ” — <C A
2. FINAL RTD STOP LOCATION AND THE AMENITIES PROVIDED IN ASSOGIATION, TO BE DETERMINED SHEET # L a E
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SHEET 1 OF 2

THE NORTHEAST 1/4 OF SECTION 3,
HORTHWEST cmnr O HORLEAST 1/ @ ) — . )
il - oo < 4 4 NOTES . TOWNSHIP 5 SOUTH, RANGE 68 WEST,
’ ] 22 . 1.) THIS ALTAZACSM LAND TTLE SURYEY IS A RESURVEY -OF -4 PORTION OF BLOCK ThLE= ]
1) D A R one O BLOTK-3, HIGLNS BaOADYAY ADDITION, A5 FECCRED AT THE OF THE 6TH. P.M.
8‘;‘-5%,{‘3[’, RECORDER I THE. COUNTY oF ZRAPAHOE ON THE 3RD DAY
2.) A LTHOUGH EVERY EFFORY WAS MADE TO ACCURATELY LOCATE ALL INDICATION GF . BEING ALSO A PART OF
S L AT G L T
™ ' BLOCKS 1 AND 2,
‘ f)
3.) GOLRADD STATE LAY CRS 9-1.8-10) STATES THAT EVERYONE BLANING 70 0iG I g ! ) -
70K JEAR A PUBLIC ROKD, STREET, ALLEY RGHT-O-AY, GR UTLITY EAGDIENT ; ]
N Sl Y S BN ol # el e TR HIGGINS BROADVAY ADDITION,
g 5~ it o . .
\ DENYER YO LOCATE BURIED LINES, ) y }
\ e T COUNTY OF ARAFAHOE,
4,) AL BEARICS AND DISTANCES SHOWN ARE ACTUAL MEASUREHENTS. UNLESS : A i’ 7
OTHERWISE. NOTED, S 7:47?5 OF COLORADO
5.) THISISURVEYBOZG NOT LONSTITUTE A TITLE SEARCH BY COLORADD ERGINEERING AND
SURLEYING, INC. TO DETERMINE OWNERSHIP AND EASEMENTS OF RECGRD,
o FOR:ALL INFORMATION REGAROING EASEMEWTS, RIGHT-07-WAY AND TTLE OF RECORO )
: v JELIED UPON LS COMATHENT NG, 1432108 LEGAL DESCRIPTION
i VICINITY VAP TIVE DATE:  JUNE Z0TH, 2011 AT 7:3D AM. -
Ll . N
SCALE: {" T An i e v | “CHICAGO TITLE OF COLORADO, INC. PER TIHE COMMITMENT NO, 1482108 (SEE NOTE NO. 5):
SOALE: 1= 100 ] 6.) THE IWoRD JGERTIEY™ 45 SHOWN AND USED HEREON MEAS Al EYPRESSION PARCEL 2 ’ ’ :
. s R DRTION REARDINE THE EACTS G THE. SURVEY faib DOES HOT
3 LEGEND CONBTIIUTE & WARRANTY OR SURRANTEE, EXPRESSED ‘OR IMPLIED. - LTS 5 L 15, HOLUSTSE, 4D 25 THROUGH 36, INCWUSHE, BLOGK 1, HGOHS BROADYAY DTN, COUATY OF
o — 7.) ‘mms OF FELD WORK: © ~ 28 ~ 20it - ARATMRGS, SOATE OF' LR
4 i ™ BaReEL £
=8 IHOICATES SUSLEGT PROPESTY L. B.) ACCRDING G COLORADD LAW YDU HUST COMMENCE LEGAL ACTION DASED. UPON, ANY —— )
<l . =4 DEFECT IN THIS SURVEY WINN THREE YEARS AFTER YOU DISCOVER SUCH D . LOYS 20 THREUGH 25, BLOGC 1, HIGGNS BROADWAY ADDITICN, COUNTY OF ARAPAROF, STATE OF COLORADD.
wh INDICATES RiGHT GF WAY LMITS. . 3N NO EVENT, MAY ANY ACTION BASED UPDN A DEFECT IN THIS SURVEY BE. couumcm
) nh THoRE THAN T YEARY FROM THE CERUHATION, SHOWN HIEREON, - PARCEL €
nn[~ L
5 T e INOICATES LOT UNC BQUHDARY. B.) 'THERE,ARE 17 RAINTED (STRIPED) PAPKING SPACES ON SUBECT PRDPERTY, CK 1. HIGCHS BROADWAY AO: COUNTY OF ARAPANDZ; STATE DF COLORADO.
] _ _ ) iz ARE DESIOATED) A LNDISAE BARIG, SEACES . oI ARD 2, BLOGK Y, HE OUAY AODIION, EUNTY '
N : At pie . 10.) UNERL WEASUREERTS SHOSN AND STATED HEREON ARE N U, 5. SURVEY FEET RARCEL
4 . . LOTS. € THROUGH 9, INCLUSIVE, AHD 338 THROUGH 50, INCLUSIVE, ELIOCK 1, HIGSINS :BROAD WAY ADDITION, SCUNTY OF
T U.S. HIGHWAY 285 11.) THE{NORTHERLY AND SOUTHEALY RIGHT OF WAY LINES FOR, €. HENYON AVE. ARAPAMOE, STATE OF COLORADO.
5 . . . .Ponﬁss s\::rul?xmsﬁlnz SEIRCERT SUBOIVISONS, OOWN OF EXSTRO SURVEY COHTROL ' EXCEPT ‘MAT PORTION GONVEYED T0 “THE CITY OF ENGI.I:\VODD i1 DEE> RECORDED JANUARY 24, 1058 N BODK 952 AT
" Al i 3
) ' - PAGE 79 4D, THAT PORTION CONVEYED' T0'THE STATE: DEPARTMENT HIGHWAYS, DIISION OF HIGHWAYS, -STATE OF
] 12.) THE% GATION QF THE CITY DITCH AS SHOWN HEREON WAS DETERMINED BY' THE GOLORADO 1N DEED RECGADED JULY. 24, 1870 N BQOK 1675, AT PACE 11o0. . .
: }or: THE CITY GHER, DATED SEPTEMBER 247K, 2010 AND Y SURFACE: paRCELE:
o 7 1 T LTI OHS CF THE CIFY DITCH MARHOLES. .
i ” (R s, NoT | ON AP DATED SEFTEMEER 24TH, 20/0 STATES: . THE ALEAWAY 1N BLOCK 1 ADJOINNG LOTS 6 3 THROUDR 45, INCLUSIVE, HIDGNS ERQADWRY ADDITON, Asrsnown m?n"o THE
E e 3 . oS THIS MAP ADGK ALUSTRATES THE SHGLEWOOD CITY DUICH PATH FRON HARYARD ‘ PLAT THEREDF RECORDED APRIL 3, 1017 UNDER RECEFTION NO. #4423, GOUSTTY OF ARAPAHOE, STATE -OF GOLO B
- 8 L) MICEL (it ] “FOUND Pl GULBH 70 THE HEAD GATE AT CHATFTELD DAM. THE GENERAL LINE OF THE DITCH 13 .
- :  iniaar W0 e el IR s B, .t . o o o
b A = e Y 5 . Y
. ; Ak e % e 1&” HNERS SUBDIWSIGY ‘ S e ,fp g wr aoo AID THE SOUTH ONE HALE OF LOT 31, BLOGK 2, HIGEINS BROADWAY ADDITION, COUNTY OF ARAPAROE, STATE
| % / E HICGHS CROADHAY ACOITIC T rn e | — REVISED LOCATION OF DICH 7-2-2012 PER INFORMATION SURPLIED BY THE CLENT - : ) ‘
4= £ = td LARCE . B
32 g o 3 e ! 0TS 47 3D 78, BLOCK 2, OGNS 'BROADWAY ADDITIGH, <QUTY & .\rwmut:. STATE OF COLDRADQ.
'E‘J :;n: . g 1#%‘?‘411 f = k - ARCEL ; . . )
(3 . i A e B . .
. e % OF, STATE
85 2 Lk o i LOT 18 1D THE NORTH ONE HALF OF LOT 20, BLOGK 3, HGGNS BROADBAY ADDIMOR, OLNTY OF ARARAHOE,
5 @ v ] e 835 ’ .
< ] P ; PARCEL [ .
[4) 0 o e L
= NUNI SN I ey - . BEAR, BRCLE .
R v oA Y g E BASIS OF B INGS . “THE NORTH DNE HALF OF LDT 51 AND ALL OF LOT. 32, BLECK 2, HIGENS BROADWAY ADCITON, COUNTY OF ARAPAHGE,
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PRELIMINARY SUBDIVISION PLAT
DEDICATION.
kNOWN ALL MEN SY THESE PRESENTS: THAT THE UNDERSIGNED WARRANTS TWAT IT 1S THE

: | ALTA CHERRY HILLS SUBDIVISION

SITUATED [N THENOR THEA.S'T QUARTER OF, .SEK'WOIV 3 7 OW/VSEVF 5 . ' s\::'l: OFTSSLORAD% Mﬁoa‘s"ﬁfﬁcﬁ R of c%Tn:{E DDFAS ENGLEWOQD, COUNTY OF ARAPAHCE,
C;/T}’% ﬁ G% g? 2%% % % ; %V g%ﬁ}f’ A?,Z'?égfg/{fd L0 LTS 13 THROUGH 19, INCLUSIVE. AND 25 THROUGH 38, mz‘-ul-s?vs. BLOCK 1, HIGGINS BROADWAY

AQDMI
COUNTY OF ARAPAHOE, STATE OF COLORADO; AND
LOTS 20 THROUGH 25, BLOCK 1. HIGGINS BROADWAY ADDITION,
. . . COUNTY OF ARAPAHOE, STATE OF COLORADG;
‘ ! - . LOTS 10,1 AND 12, BLOCK 1, HIGBINS BROADWAY ADDITION,
. COUNTY ‘OF ARAPAHOE, STATE OF COLOR AN
- LOTS 6 THROUGH 8, INCLUSIVE AND 38 THROUGH 50, INCLUSIVE, LDCK". HIGGINS BROADWAY ADDITION,
: . COUNTY OF ARAPAHOE, STATE OF COLORADO, .

s i EXCEPT THAT PORTION CONVEYED TD THE CITY OF ENGLEWOOD IN DEED RECDROED JANUARY 24, 1958 iN .
g(F)OK'G%E#AYA; ';Q,EE 79 AND THAT PORTION CONVEYED TO THE STATE DEPARTMENT HlGHWAYS, DiVISION  *
COLORADO N DEED RENROED JULY 21,1970 IN BOOK 1875 AT PAGE 110, .

B " OGETHER WTH * '

LOT 30 AMD THE SOUTH OKE HALF OF LOT 31, ELOCK 2, HIGGINS BROADWAY ADDITION,
‘ . COUNTY OF ARAPAHOE, STATE OF COLORADO; 'AND
LOTS 17 AND 1B, BLOCK 2, HIGGINS BROADWAY ADDITION,
...COUNTY OF ARAPAHOE, STATE oF COLORAGO; AND
et TUtLOT 19 “AND “THE NORTH 'ONE HALFOF 'LOT 20 BLOCK 2, HIGGINS EROADWAY ADDITION,
COUNTY OF ARAPAHOE, STATE OF COLORAD! ;AN
. THE RORTH ONE HALF OF LOT 31 AND ALL DF LOT 32, BLOCK 2, HIGEINS BROADWAY ADDITIDN,
. COUNTY OF ARAPAHOE, STATE OF COLORADQ; AND
- * LOTS 24 AND 25, BLOCK 2, HIGGINS ERDAD\’IAY ADDIT!ON
COUNTY oF* ARAPAHOE, STATE OF COLORADQ; AND
50UTH ONE HALF OF LOT 20 AND ALL OF LOT 21, BLOCK 2, HIGGINS BROADWAY ADDITION,
COUNTY OF ARAPAHOE, STATE OF COLORAOC; AND
LOTS 28 AND 29, BLOCK 2, HIGGINS BROADVIAY ADDITION,
° COUNTY OF ARAPAHOE, STATE OF COLORADD; AND
- . LOTS 33, 34 AND 35, BLOCK 2, HIGGINS BROADWAY ADDITION,
‘ : - - COUNTY 'OF ARAPAROE, STATE OF COLOI T N ‘ .
. SWEDISH LOTS 26 AND 27, BLOCK 2, HIGGINS EROADWAY ADDKTIDN, N . . -
MEDICAL CENTER COUNTY OF ARAPAHOE. STATE OF COLORAD . .
LOTS 22 AND 23, CK 2, HIGGINS BRDADWAY ADDITION, -
COUNTY OF ARAPAHOE STATE OF COLORADO; AND -
| - LOTS 15 AND 16, BLACK 2, HIGGINS BROADWAY ADDITION, .
N - . COUNTY OF ARAPAHOE, STATE OF COLORADO,

EXCEPT THAT PORTION CONVEYED.TO THE CITY OF ENGLEWODD 8Y DEE) RECORDED OCTDBER 21, 1864 IN o .
BOOK 1554 AT PAGE 390. .o

Lt CONTAINING A TOTAL AREA DF 158,804 SQUARE FECT DR 4.55 AC_RES.

THE UNDERSIGNED OWNER HAS .BY THESE PRESENTS LAID OUT, PLATIED AND .

SUBDIVIDEO THE SAME INTO LOTS AS SHOWN ON THIS PLAT UNDER THE :

NAME AND STYLE OF “ALTA CHFRRY HILLS_SUBDIVISIQN, DOES HEREAY DEDICATE .-
. LEREHE PUBLIC ALL" RIGHT—OF—WAYS AND EAEmENTS FDR THE PURPOSES SHOWN .o

[y

f
1
Lot et BT

NO CRANGES ARE TO 8E MADE TO THIS DRAVANG WITHOUT WRITTEN PERMISSI0N OF HARRIS KOCHER SMITH,
S

S.BROADWAY -

. : 2 : . 05 785 I : : T -
- : . ! . . 4 _I ' % - I L S EXECUTED THIS.: _DAYOF . : - 'A.D. 20__ ) °
. . . ’ ; \\ 5 ! J : omer
. . »f . - ) —-__— As
. . . . PO SEDoL DISTRICT NG, T, A OUASI~MUNICXPAL CDﬂPORAﬂoN . :

- . : e . : : : M . : ' . Co NOTARJ’PZELIC‘ L . . S . L
. . . . “ ] . ‘. . ’ P -
. . -t ' : E . § . s 8 . E E - - . "STATE OF COLORADO b . oLt PR I
) . . . . . § g N ?, PROJECT SITE § ' . " COUNTY OF ARAPAHOE . . o
. ’ . . 1.7 I I R i . 4 . - THE FOREGOING INFI'RUMENT WAS ACKNOMENGED' BEFORE ME 'n-us DAY .
. . o - s A : e : . _4 ) . R ) . av: . s AN o .
. . . - . N M AR | = E ’ FOR SCHOOL DlSTRIcT ND. LA oum—uuwmpm. coRPon/moN : . . S .
. . . .M = 2 2 gl . 5 .- .ot
. , . I . .. E 8§ 5 E E E - WITNESS MY HAND AND SEAL : D .
. . A = - * . - . .- - ¥
 BENCHMARR L - > 5 .3 2 = & ! WY COMMISSION EXPIRES: T :
. - Mo Agws}ss%sniéiw oo B I;I'ENE :%WEENT OF SOUTH - . .o . i ¥ 1 b o a4 49 o . e . C. ST *  NOTARY PUBLIC T
. . N .- - RO, A AT HA o . . . LT s K y . ‘ . .0 . . . . -
P . ELEVATION=533482 NAVD 88, -~ .. R . . . X : ol . 3 N _'_;IMS_E!MVE - . W, MANSFIELD AVE d . . . . Sl . Lo e
i -+ NOTE: EXISTNG CONTOUR INFORMA'HON snown WEREON . DR S A ¥ I ’ )y . . : : ) . t - . CE B :
- A SHi o CELEVi . . co : - . . . - . . :
ESTABLISHED USING THE ABOVE BENCHMARK. DATUM : : S . : R : . - APPROVALS‘ . . .
AN BENCHMARIS UTIIZED FOR EXISTING CONTOURS EEERR . .. . L :
. . . .. ARE.UNKNOWN. i - . - . e - B : : . A R : . RECOMMENDED FDR APPROVAL Y THE CITY GF ENGLEwoou FLANN!NG AND R
Lot . . - ] B E . P ZONING COMMSSION - .
. . N ST L . . - ‘ N Y B N .. . o : - R .
S R EA.SZS'OFBMM’G‘.S’ o . - . i , ; R i . - . T S
’ S © BEARINGS ARE BASED. ON THE st LINE OF THE e I ‘ . -~ . CHATRPERSON GF THE PLANNING AND ZONING COMBISSION  DATE

NORTHWEST OUARTER OF THE NORTHEAST OUARTER OF ’ B : . RS R

SECTION 3, TOWNSHIP 5 SCUTH, RANGE 68 WEST OF . ’ . ' .
THE 6TH PRINCIPAL MERIDIAN, ASSUMED, TO BEAR NORTH . .o .. . VIC! ]NITY M AP . ATIEST:
. 00'31'50" EAST. .. ) 74 MDA ./VOTE.S' ‘ . : . - YN MAE : . . ) . . .
- . . - . . . . “ o . RECORDING SEGRETARY Ol B OATE -
’ ,r:zoop CERTIEICA 770” ’ i DATE OF FELD WORK: JUNE 28, 201 .0 ' . . . . . BECORPINS SECHEHNE Cositission .
/ 2. THIS PLAT REPRESENTS A BOUNDARY SURVEY OF THE PARCEL SHOWN, IT s PART oF. Sheet Index L ’ ¢ : . '
| HEREBY cennn THAT THE PROPERTY DESCRIBED A SUBDIVISION PLAT OF “HIGGINS BROADWAY AODITION” FILED WITH THE CLERK AND : ) .
HEREON 5 NOT LOCATED IN A 10D YEAR FLODD PLAN, RECORDER OF ARAPAHOE COUNTY ON THE 3RO OAY OF APRIL, 1917 AD. RECORDEU N . 1 COVER SHEET . . APPROVED BY THE CITY COUNCIL BY ORDINANCE ND. , SERIES OF 20___ .
ACCORDING 70 THE MOST CURRENT FLOOD {NSURANCE PLAT BODK 3, PAGE 23, RECEPTION NO, 44923 . +f . . : - 2 .
RATE MAP (FIRM), PRODUCED BY THE FEDERAL  © ) uST. o e 2 SITE PLAN FEXISTING & PROPOSED CONDITIONS . I
. . . we  ae . .. . 3. AGCORDING TO COLORADO LAW YOU MUS ENCE LEGAL ACTION, BASED UPON ANY... L e . R : . T o . . . e s e e e e - e -
J R EMERGENCY: MANAGEMENT--AGENGY- (FEMA)' s BErRTIN s ASURVEY \.gwg;‘ THREL TEARS AFTER YoU FIRST ISCOVER UG DEFech : 3 s PLAN EXISTING CONDITION : o ) : HIPoR OF THE 677 OF TNGLET00D — ™ .DATE .
: . DECEMBER 17. 2010 ' . T: MAY ANY A s D C ON - : . o .
: 'ééﬁ:u‘;?%,",:g” ggslgzgcm WORE THAN TEN YEARS FROM THE DATE OF THE CERTIFIGATION SHOMN . 4 SITE AN £ PROPOSED CONDIT K . . aEse )
: L NO, DlﬁlK. s . ON. s 1, . . g N .
-4, COLORADO STATE LAW CRS 8-1.5~101 STATES THAT ANYONE PLANNING 70 DIG IN OR : SURVEYORS CERTIFICATION ~ ~  © - .
NEAR A PUBLIC ROAD, STREET, ALLEY, RIGHT~OF~WAY, OR UTIUTY EASEMENT IS TO .. CITY CIERE -
. ) . NOTIFY THE UTIITY NOTIICATION CENTER OF COLORADO_ OF YOUR INTENT, THREE (3) L .L_A_ND PLANNER L AARDN WURPHY,A REGISTERED LAND SURVEYOR [N THE STATE OF COLORADO ] Rl . DATE .
LEGEN, ' ' S e Monea ™ALL 811 OR 303-534-5700 IN THe MEo oexien ' T WAS HADE So HE OR DRECTLY (NOER My SUPCISON. A TIAT Ty ERK AND RECORDS CERTIFICATION . ‘ e
LEGEND AREA TO LOCATE BURIED LINES. . ) ACCOMPANYING MAP ACCURATELY AND PROPERLY SHOWS THE SURVEY THEREOF, .
T I : e INDICATES SUBJECT PROPERTY LNE AS SHDWN. S. THE UNEAR UMTS FOR THIS PLAT ARE U.5, SURVEY FEET. . N < DESIGN : ACCEPTED FOR FILING IN THE OFFICE OF THE CLERK AND RECORDER OF ARAPAHOE
. E—' ~mssm— |NDICATES RIGHT OF WAY LMITS. 6. g."s SURVEY DDES s}:‘g-r nggs';nmmfé 31FTLREE ggggcp}o%\« HAREIFQ éﬁ:ﬁ%’; ':'E"H 0 Plinﬁ?]&l! dscaps Archachiro COUNTY, STATE OF COLORADO. AT D'CLOCK .M. ON THIS DAY OF
DARY. . DETERMINE OWNERSHI ASEMEN . ‘GARDING - J—
C . 3 ROICATES LOT LIKE SOUNOART: . EASEMENTS, RIGHTS-OF—WAY AND TILE OF RECORD, HARRIS 'KOCHER SMITH RELIED . . + 1101 Bannock Sreet . . L TIUAN0. 720 57 "RECEPTION"NO; + BOOK NO.
P e - e INDICATES OFFSET LINE AS STATED. UPON COMMITMENT FOR THLE.INSURANCE, COMMITMENT NO. NCS~542985~HOUY ISSUED Denver, Colerado 80704 PAGE NO(S).
2 \NDICATES CENTERUNE OF R.OML AS SHOWNL BY FIRST AMERICAN TILE INSURANCE COMPANY AND HAVING AN EFFECTIVE DATE OF P 3034921165 AS) .
‘e . 2 - N o MAY 1, 2012 AT 5:0D P.M, : F303.892.4485 o v
= i INDICATES A LAND UNE AS STATED HEREOH. i X . . : H
H] : 7. MINIMUM EIGHT~FOOT (8') WIDE DRY UTIUTY EASEMENTS ARE HEREBY DEDICATED AS vk oris-design.com . CLERK AND RECORDER DEFUTY
5 e e ~ INDICATES EASEMENT UNE. ' SHOWN HEREON. THESE EASEMENTS ARE DEDICATEDST[? THE CITY OF ENGLEWOOD FOR . .
£ OF AN EXCEPTED PaRTON, B e OF FLECTRIC, GAS, TELEVISION, CABLE, AND ) . AARGN HURFRY GIGENSE NUWBER 58162 PATE SNED .
EE ELECOUUNCATIONS FACUTIES, GRY UTUTESS, LILITY EASEUENTS Sikl Ao oc CIVIL_ENGINEE HARKS KOOHER i ., AL T CHERRY FILLS SUBDI VISION
% 3 - @ FOUND CONC. NAIL WITH BRASS TAG PLS 25355 M CHISELED CROSS PERMANENT STRUCTURT%(S. T'M:R?‘{E#EE‘;‘FTESREO%’%“%Ealﬂ'ﬁnd'#sn\ﬁbﬁiswéﬂﬁs METIERS i B%i‘vg%% 2'6‘200.45“”5 390 - - 3 .
g o AND OTHER OBJECTS THAT MA' SE THEROF H S g -
g3 A FOUND CONCRETE HAIL WITH DRASS Taf FLS 26358 (NTERFERING OBLECTS) SHALL NOT BE PERMITTED MITHIN SND UTIUTY EASEMENTS AND ARRIS KOCHER MITH . 50 S BROADWAY & 3600 § 1T T
Tz . THE U PROVIDERS, A MAY C NO .
2= © FOUND 5 REGAR KiTH RED PLASTIC CAP PLS 26358 oS 15 i) GRANTEES, INCLUGING WITHOUT LIMITATICN, VEGETATION, PUBLIC SERVICE saglnears-fand 2u.rvayao.rs SITUATED IN THE NORTHEAST QUARTEg OF Sfucggﬂﬂh%%‘gliiﬂm 5
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1D CHANGES ARE TO BE MADE JO THI5 DRAWIHNG WITHOUT WRITTEN PERMISSION OF HARRIS KOCHER SMITH,

. DOII'5D” EAST.

LA/ OF BEARINGS - :

* BEARINGS ARE BASED ON THE WEST LINE OF THE
NORTHWEST QUARTER OF THE NORTHEAST OUARTER .OF
SECTION 3, TOWNSHIP 5 SOUTH, RANGE 68 WEST OF
THE 6TH PRINCIPAL MERIDIAN, ASSUMED TO BEAR NORTH

LOOD CERTIETATION

1 HEREBY CERTIFY THAT THE PROPERTY DESCRIBEO
HEREON 15 _NOT LOCATED IN A 100 YEAR FLODD PLAIN,
ACCORDING TO THE MOST CURRENT INSURANCE RATE
MAP (FIRM), PRODUCED BY THE FEDERAL EMERGENCY
MANAGEMENT AGENC‘Y (FEMA). |

MAPS ARE bATED DECEMEE.].Z.ZQJ.Q ‘
083074
Q163K

COMKUNITY NO.
PANEL NO.

LEGEND

e [NOICATES SUBJECT PROPERTY LINE AS SHOWN.
————————— IHDICATES RIGNT DF WAY LIMITS, ‘
v o= = == - [HOICATES LOT UNE BOUNDARY, N
——————— IHUICATES OFFSET UNE AS STATED,

e INDIGATES CENTERUINE OF RO, AS SHOWN.

et me—  IRDICATES A IARD LINE AS STATED HEREGL

emmm e {KDICATES EASEMENT LINE.

. INDICATES

QF AN EXCEPTED PORTION.

e FOUND CONC. NAIL WMITH BRASS TAG FLS 25958 IN CHISELED CRDSS
A FOUND CONCRETE NML WTH BRASS TAG PLS 26258
© FOURD §5 REBAR WITH RED FLASTIC CAP PLS 26358

@ SET F5x24" REBAR WTH BLUE PLASTIC CAP PLS 38162
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ALT7A CHERRY HILLS SUBDIVISION

SITUATED SV THE NORTHEAST QUARTER OF SECTION 3 TOWMSHIP 5
SOUTH RANGE 68 WEST OF THE 6TH PRINCIPAL MERIDIAN,
CITY OF ENGLEWOOL COUNTY OF ARAPAROE STATE OF COLORALO

DEDICATION,

KNOWN MEN BY THESE PRESENTS; THAT THE UNDERSIGNED WARRANTS THAT IT IS THE
OWHER S'F-LA PARCEL OF LAND LOCATED IN THE OF SECTION 3, TOWNSHIP § SOUTH, RANGE 68 ..
WEST OF THE 6TH PM., ALSO BEING PART OF CITY OF ENGLEWOOD, COUNTY OF ARAPAHCE,
STATE OF COLORAOD, MORE PARTICULARLY DESCRIBED AS FOLLOWS:
LOTS 13 THROUGH 18, INCLUSIVE AND 26 THROUGH 38, INCLUSIVE, BLOCK 1, HIGMNS BROAOYIAY
ADDITION,

COUNTY OF ARAPAHOE, STATE OF COLORADO; AND
LOTS 20 THROUGH 25, BLOCK 1, HIGGINS BROAOWAY AODITION,
COUNTY OF ARAPAHOE, STATE OF COLORADO; AN|
LOTS 10,19 AND 12, BLOCK 1, HIGGINS BRDADWAY ADDITION,
COUNTY OF ARAPAHOE, STATE OF COLORA
LOTS 6 THROUGH 9, INCLUSIVE ANO 39 'lHROLIGH Sp, INCLUSIV’, BLOCK 1, HIGGINS BROADWAY ADDITION,
COUNTY, OF ARAPAHOE, STATE OF COLORADO,

EXCEPT THAT PDRTION CONVEYED TO THE CITY OF ENGLEWOOD IN DEED RECORDED JANUARY 24, 1S58 IN
BO0OK 952 AT PAGE 79 AND THAT PORTION CONVEYEO TO THE STATE DEPARTMENT HIGHWAYS. DIVISIDN

OF HIGHWAYS, STATE OF .
COLORADD IN DEED RECDROED JULY 21,1970 IN BODK 1875 AT PAGE 110, . .

TOGETHER WITH ,
LOT 30 AND THE SOUTW ONE HALF OF LOT 31, BLOCK 2, HIGGINS BRDAOWAY ADOITION,

COUNTY OF ARAPAHOE, STATE OF COLOR.
LOTS 17 ANO 18, BLOCK 2, HIGGINS ERDADWAY ADDITION, .

STANDPARD NOTES . -

DATE OF FIELD WORK: JLINE 28, 2011

THIS PLAT REPRESENTS A BDUNDARY SURVEY OF THE PARCEL SHOWN. IT IS PART OF
A SUBDIVISION PLAT OF “HIGGINS EROADWAY ADDITION"
RECORDER OF ARAPAHOE COUNTY ON THE 3RO OAY OF APRIL, 1917 A.D, RECORDED IN
PLAT 'BOOK 3, PAGE 23, RECEPTION NO, 44923,

3 ACCDRDING TO COLORADO LAW YOU MUST COMMENCE LEGAL ACTION BASED UPON ANY

DE’ECT IN THIS SURVEY WITHIN THREE YEARS AFTER’
ND EVENT, MAY ANY ACTION BASEQ UPON ANY DEFECT IN THIS'SURVEY SE

ﬁg:gE:CED MORE THAN TEN YEARS FROM THE DATE OF TIHE CERTIHCA'I:lON SHOWN

COLORADD STATE LAW CRS 8-1.5-101 STATES THAT ANYONE PLANNING TO DIG IN OR
NEAR A PUBLIC ROAQ, STREET, ALLEY, RIGHT~OF-WAY, OR UTILITY EASEMENT IS TO
NOTIFY THE UTILITY NOTIFICATION CENTER OF COLORADD OF YOUR INTENT, THREE J)
BUSINESS DAYS BEFORE YOU DIG. CALL 811 OR 303-534~670D IN THE METRO DENVER
AREA TO LOCATE BURIED LINES.

THE LINEAR UNITS FOR THIS PLAT ARE U.S. SURVEY FEET.
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FILED WITH THE CLERK AND Sheet Index
1 COVER SHEET
2 SITE
YOU'FIRST DISCOVER SUCH DEFECT, Tetoo " o ’ :
SURVEYORS CERTIFICATION
. I, AARDN URPHY,A REGISTERED LAND SURVEYOR IN THE STATE OF COLORADO .
00 HER AT THE SURVEY OF THE

. THIS SURVEY DOES NOT CONSTITUTE A TITLE SEARCH BY HARRIS KOCHER SMITH 10
+ DETERMINE OWNERSHI® OR EASEMENTS OF RECORD, FOR ALL INFORMATION REGARDING

EASEMENTS, RIGHTS-OF~WAY AND TITLE OF RECORD, HARRIS KOCHER SMITH RELIED
UPON COMMITMENT FOR TITLE INSURANCE, COMMITMENT NO, NCS—542883~-H0U1 ISSUED
BY FIRST AMERICAN TITLE INSURANCE COMPANY AND HAVING AN EFFECTIVE BATE OF
MAY 1, 2012 AT 5:00 P.M.

MINIMUM EIGHT--FOOT (B') WIDE DRY UTIUTY EASEMENTS ARE HEREBY OEDICATED AS
SHOWN HEREON, THESE EASEMENTS ARE DEDICATED TO THE CITY OF ENGLEWOQD FOR
THE BENEFIT OF THE APPLICABLE UTILITY PRDVIDERS FOR THE INSTALLATION,
MAINTENANCE, AND REPLACEMENT OF ELECTRIC, , TELEVISION, CABLE, AND
TELECOMMUNICATIONS FACILI'HES (DRY UTILlTlES) UTI'LITY EASEMENTS SHALL ALSD BE
GRANTED WITHIN ANY ACCESS AMD PRIVATE STREETS IN THE SUSDIVISION.
PERMANENT STRUCTURES, IMPROVBAENTS OEJECTS. BUILDINGS, WELLS, WATER METERS
AND OTHER OBJECTS THAT MAY INTERFERE WITH THE UTILITY FACILITIES OR USE THEROF
(INTERFERING OBJZCTS) SHALL NOT BE PERKITTED WITHIN SAID UTIITY EASEMENTS AND
THE UTILITY PROVIDERS, AS GRANTEES, MAY REMOVE ANY INTERFERING OBJECTS AT NO
COST TO SUCH GRANTEES, INCLUDING WITHOUT LIMITATION, VEGETATION. PUBLIC SERVICE
COMPANY OF COLORADD AND {TS SUCCESSORS (PSCo) RESERVE THE RIGHT TO REOUIRE
ADDITIONAL EASEMENTS AND TO REQUIRE THE PROPERTY OWNER TO GRANT PSCo AN
EASEMENT ON ITS STANDARD FORM.

EBY CER
WAS MADE BY ME OR DIRECILY UNDER MY SUPERVISION AND THAT THE
ACCOMPANYING MAP ACCURATELY AND PROPERLY SHOWS THE SURVEY THEREOF.

AARON MURPHY

FOR ANO ON EEHALF oF
HARRIS KOCHER S

138t SPEER BLVD, SUITE JQD
DENVER, CO 80204

UCENSE NUMEER 38162 DATE SIGNED

COVER SHEET
SHEET 1

. EXECUTED THIS

COURTY. OF. . ARAPAHOE, STATE OF COLORADD; .AND
LOT 18 AND THE NORTH ONE RALF OF LOT 20, BLOCIC 2, HIGGINS BROADWAY ADDITION,
COUNTY OF ARAPAHOE, STATE OF COLORADO; AND
THE NORTH ONE HALF OF LOT 31 AND ALL OF LOT 32, BLOCK 2, HIGGINS BROADWAY ADDITION,
COUNTY DF ARAPAHOE, STATE OF COLORADO; ANO
LOTS 24 AND 25, BLOCK 2, HIGGINS BROADWAY ADDITION,
COUNTY DF 'ARAPAHOE, STATE OF COLORADO; AND
THE SOUTH OME HALF OF LOT 20 °AND ALL OF LOT 21, BLOCK 2, HIGGINS BROADWAY AODITION,
COUNTY OF ARAPAHOE STATE OF COLORADD; ANO
0 25, BLOCK 2, HIGGINS BROADWAY ADDITION,
COUNTY OF ARAPAHOE STATE OF COLORADO;
LOTS 33, 34 AND 35, BLOCK 2, HIGGINS BRDADWA\’ ADDITlON
COUNTY OF ARAPAHOE, STATE OF COLORADO;
LOTS 26 AND 27, BLOCK 2, HIBGINS " BROADWAY ADDITION .
COUNTY OF ARAPAHOE, STATE OF COLORADO; AND .
LOTS 22 AND 23, BLOCK 2, HIGGINS BROADWAY ADDITION,
COUNTY OF ARAPAHOE, STATE OF COLORADO; AND
LOTS 15 AND 16, BLOCK 2, HIGGINS BROADWAY ADDITION,
COUNTY OF ARAPAHOE, STATE OF COLORADO,

EXCEPT THAT PORTION CONVEYEJ ™ THE CITY'OF ENGLEWDDO BY OEED RECORDED DCTOBER 21, 1954 N
BOOK 1554 AT PAGE 380.
CONTAINING A TOTAL AREA OF 198,804 SQUARE FEET OR 4.56 ACAES.
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ECDMMB{DED FOR APPROVAL 8y THE ary oF ENGLE\VODD PLANNlNG AND
ZONING COMMLSSIDN

‘m.!RPElGDN OF THE PIANNING AND ZONING COMMISSION | DATE

ATIEST: . .

RECORDING SECRETARY OF THE B DATE
PLANNING AND ZONING COMMISSION . }

. SERIES OF 20__,

APPROVED BY THE CiTY COUNé!L BY OROINANCE NO.

MAYOR OF THE CITY OF ENGLEW0OOD . ..

ATTEST:

.CITY CLERK DATE

CLERK AND RECORDS CERTIFICATION .

ACCEPTED FOR FILING IN THE OFFICE OF THE CLERK AND RECORDER OF ARAPAKOE

COUNTY, STATE OF COLORADO, AT O'CLOCK ___M., ON THIS 0AY OF X
: " AD. 20__, RECEPTION NO, . BOOK NO.

PAGE NO(S). -

BY: BY:
CLERK AND RECORDER DEPUTY

ALTHA CHERRY HILLS SUBDIVISION

3658 ROADWAY. & 3600 COLN

SITUATED IN THE NORTHEAST QUARTER OF SECTION 8, TD\YNSH’I‘P 3
SOUTH, RANGE 68 WEST OF THE 6TH PRINCIPAL MERIDIAN,
CITY OF ENGLEWOOD, COUNI\' OF ARAPAHOE, STATE OF COLORADO.
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EXHIBIT D

Flood Middle School PUD

Neighborhood Meeting

Unite Methodist Church - 3885 South Broadway
May 16, 2012

Attendees: Approximately 42 (see attached sign-in sheets)

Applicant Presentation

1.

Edward Barsocchi of Barbury Holdings, LLC, stated that his company is under contract

with the Englewood School District and is set to close on the property in the first

quarter of 2013. He then provided information on the proposed developer, Wood

Partners, which included the following:

e Wood Partners is ranked as one of the top apartment builders in the country and
has developed over 15,000 units.

e Some recent projects in thé metro area include the Alta project behind the Aspen
Grove shopping center and a project at Alameda and Cherokee.

e Wood Partners recently completed a Leed Certified building.

Wendi Birchler of Norris Design thanked everyone for coming and described the
current zoning for the Flood Middle School property which includes R-2-B, MU-R-3-B,
and MU-B-1. She describe the development as being a 300-350 unit apartment building
in two buildings, with a maximum height of approximately 65 feet.

Robert Miller of PBA Architects presented his firm’s existence since 1967 and his own
tenure with the company over the last 15 years. He also went over the conceptual plan
for the development which included:

e The project will include an active corner on South Broadway and Kenyon. The grade
steps down significantly at the northern portion of the site. There will be a buffer
between the northern portion of the building and Highway 285.

e At the southern portion of the larger parcel, there will be a small amount of off-street
parking for prospective tenants to visit the leasing office.

e On all the streets except Broadway, there will be a detached walk with a tree lawn.

e The building will be 4 to 5 stories tall with an average height of 55 to 65 feet.

Public Comment

The public asked questions and provided comments that are grouped in these notes by
topic.. The applicant responded to some of the questions and comments (in italics). Key
issues were:

General:

. Will there be 350 units total, or per building? That would be the maximum total
number of units.

«  What would the current MU-R-3-B zone district allow in terms of density? That has
not been calculated, but we will have that as the process moves forward.

« What is the proposed landscape on Kenyon? [t will be a detached minimum 5 foot
wide sidewalk with a tree lawn.



What is interactive along Broadway, there is no place for kids to play.

Is there any retail proposed? No, a recent retail study showed that additional
residential was necessary to support existing retail and any new retail development.
The best way to increase existing retail performance is to increase rooftops. We don't
want to increase retail vacancy rates.

What is the red area in the concept plan? It is the leasing area and the community
center for the apartments.

In terms of infrastructure, who will pay for it? Are you asking the City for assistance?
Only for assistance in relocating the City Ditch that runs through the property.

What kind of demographics are you looking at? Rents will be market rate and will
range from $1,000 a month for a one bedroom to $2, 200 $2,500 for a three
bedroom.

Will crime increase? We do not have any supporting data on that.

What cost impact is there on the City in terms of needing a new middle school?
Flood Middle School was closed in 2006 because of declining enrollment, so there is
not a need for another middle school. The City is a different entity than the Englewood
School District.

Can you keep the green space east of Lincoln? No, it is not economically feasible .or
the highest and best use of the land.

Was the retail study you refer to specific to Englewood? Yes.

Is there any concept yet for the building, It should be unique to Englewood since it's
a gateway location? There is not a concept yet, but we will be working on that.
Would the developer consider a project that conformed to the ¢urrent zoning
density? It’s probably not economically feasible, if the project too small, then it’s very
difficult to find a developer. The school closed in 2007.

Whether or not us citizens like the specific project, its progress and I'm glad it’s
happening.

Traffic:

There is a ten unit building on the southeast corner of Llncoln and Kenyon. There is
a concern for traffic and kids playing.

Will the signal timing be lengthened at Kenyon and Broadway? We are doing a traffic
study right now and that will be looked at.

Could all the traffic come into the project from Broadway? It is unlikely, an entrance
would likely be too close to the on-ramp to US 285 (Hampden).

Perhaps you could add an accel/decel lane and widen Broadway.

Parking:

If the resident of the apartment buildings have visitors, where do they park? The
parking garage will be sized to accommodate visitor spaces.

Will the building wrap around the parking structure and how many spaces will there
be? Yes, the building will wrap around the parking structure. Right now we are
looking at a parking ratio of approximately 1.7 spaces per unit.

1.7 spaces per unit seems a little low.



Construction:

How long would construction take? It would take about 90 days to complete the
demolition and environmental remediation for the school, then construction would
take about 18 months.

How will construction hours and traffic restrictions be determined? That has not
been determined yet.

Will fences during construction impact the RTD bus stop on Broadway, there is a
resident here who is blind? We will have work with RTD to make sure that service is

maintained.

Process:

This concept site plan does not articulate exactly what you are proposing in terms of
density, setbacks, parking, and height. We are asking for neighborhood input first, all
those things will be articulated when we formally apply for the PUD.

How residents be notified of the Planning and Zoning Commission public hearing?
There will be a notice in the Englewood Herald, a notice on the City’s website, a direct
mailing to property owners and tenants within a 1,000 foot radius of the site, and the
site will be posted. All of these notices will be a minimum of 10 days prior to the
hearing.

Mayor Pro Tem Jim Woodward indicated that residents can also sign up for e-
notifier on the City’s website.

Council Member Linda Olson, who represents the area, encouraged residents to
compile emails to communicate with one another about the proposed Flood Middle
School PUD. Council Member Jill Wilson indicated that she would leave some cards
on the table if anyone wanted to contact her.

. City staff outlined the PUD process and next steps. PUD frequently asked questions was

provided.

. Edward Barsocchi of Barbury Holdings made some closing remarks and the meeting

was adjourned.



EXHIBIT E

June 28,2012

Brook Bell

City of Englewood

Community Development Department
1000 Englewood Parkway
Englewood, Colorado 80110

RE: Flood Middle School PUD, ZON2012-003
- TCHD Case No. 2732

Dear Mr. Beli:

Thank you for the opportunity to review and comment on the proposed Planned Unit
Development (PUD) application for the Flood Middle School site for the development of
350 units of multifamily housing at 3695 South Lincoln Street. Tri-County Health
Department (TCHD) staff has reviewed the application for compliance with applicable
environmental health regulations and potential recommendations for site improvements
to encourage opportunities for healthy community design.

Healthy Community Design and Connectivity

Because chronic diseases related to physical inactivity and obesity now rank among the
country’s greatest public health risks, TCHD encourages community designs that make -
it easy for people to include regular physical activity, such as walking and bicycling, in
their daily routines. At the project site level, TCHD encourages applicants to incorporate
a well-connected system of pathways for pedestrians and bicyclists that support the use
of a broader pedestrian and bicycle network off of the site.

The applicant’s proposed minimum sidewalk width requirement of five feet found under
PUD District Plan Development Standards is a great start to provide adequate space for
more than one person to pass at one time. TCHD encourages the applicant to include
more requirements to ensure an on-site system of good connectivity. While TCHD
recognizes that the actual site design will be evaluated with a later land development
application for the site plan review, it is essential to consider PUD requirements that
foster a walkable design that incorporates direct connections to the broader circulation
network. You may want to consider requirements for internal circulation that maximize
direct pedestrian and bicycle connections from residential buildings to adjacent public
streets, nearby parks and trail system and transit stops.

The design and orientation of buildings can encourage residents’ use of sidewalks along
streets improving the safety on the street by bringing more people to observe activities.
The bulk standards listed under PUD District Plan Development Standards begin to
articulate the building presence along the street. You may want to consider adding
development standards that articulate the preferred location for entrances oriented
toward the streets.

Serving Adams, Arapahoe and Douglas Counties ¥ Richard L. Vogt, MD, Executive Director v www.tchd.org
6162 S. Willow Dr., Suite 100 ¥ Greenwood Village, CO 80111 v 303-220-9200
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A common barrier to good circulation is the overuse of fences on multifamily
developments. TCHD recommends that you add standards to the PUD to clarify the
intent for the use of fencing on the property. It might be helpful to limit the use of fences
along the street and along internal pedestrian sidewalks.

The Conceptual Landscape Plan includes street sections. However, there are not
standards in the PUD standards. It is unclear if the streetscape standards are governed
by the PUD standards or if they are determined by another regulatory document. TCHD
supports the detached sidewalk design show on the conceptual plan with a minimum of
five-foot wide sidewalks. :

Lastly, the setback standards included under PUD District Plan Development Standards
are not clear as to whether the setbacks are intended as minimum setback or maximum
setback standards.

Heaithy Community Design and Bicycle Amenities

As mentioned earlier in this letter, TCHD supports community design that makes it easy
for residents to walk or use their bicycles. TCHD encourages you to add PUD
Development Standards for bicycle facilities including bike parking for visitors and
residents. While bicycle storage for residents could be accommodated internal to the
building, it is-important to include bicycle parking facilities that are easily accessible to
visitors.

Sun Safety for Outdoor Common and Gathering Areas

Skin cancer is the most common cancer in the United States. Colorado has the 5%
highest death rate from melanoma, the most deadly form of skin cancer. A leading risk
factor for skin cancer is exposure to ultraviolet rays (UV) from the sun. Seeking shade
when outside is one of the best ways to prevent overexposure to UV rays. TCHD
recommends the use of shade in common areas like courtyards, patios and play areas
through the planting of trees or physical shade structures. It is important that shade
structures or appropriate landscaping is considered early in the design process so that it
is incorporated well into the overall site plan and optimizes the opportunity for residents
and visitors to shield themselves from the sun and reduce their risk of skin cancer.

Please feel free to contact me at (720) 200-1571 or if you have any
questions on TCHD’s comments.

Sincerely,

¥
Sheila Lynch
Land Use Program Coordinator
Tri-County Health Department

CC: Warren Brown, Hope Dalton, Vanessa Richardson, Laura DeGolier, TCHD



- DEPARTMENT OF TRANSPORTATION

EXHIBIT F

STATE OF COLORADO

Region 6 Traffic e s —
Access/Utilities Permits , S S S

Roadside Advertising

2000 South Holly Street

Denver, Colorado 80222

303-512-4272 FAX 303-757-9886

August 31,2012

City of Englewood

Attn: Brook Bell

Community development department
1000 Englewood Parkway
Englewood, Colorado 80110

Dear Brook:

RE: ZON2012-003 3695 SO. LINCOLN STREET SE QUADRANT OF BROADWAY
BOULEVARD AND SH 285

Thank you for referring the proposal for our review. We have reviewed the site traffic study and we have
no further comment on the site development proposal. Please note that to obtain permissionto
construct utilities within state highway right-of-way, a Utility/Special Use Permit is required. - Please
visit our website at http://www.dot.state.co.us/UtilityProgram/Process.cfm, or obtain the apphcatlon
through this office. :

If you have any questions, please contact me at 303-512-4271.

Sincerely,
Bradley T. Sheehan, P.E.
Access Engineer

CCRE6: Ref: 067912.docx File (SH 44)

Page 1 of 1



EXHIBIT G

Re: EasementVacation o _ 53-~Tb5S-RBSW
Flogd Middle School Redevelopment (Alta Chisrry Hills)

DearMr, Bell,

Should you have any guestions or need additional information do not hesitate tocontact
me; "

Cordially.

cc: E:Barsocehi
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EXHIBIT H

?él‘? CenturyLlnk‘“

July 23,2012

City of Englewood

Community Development Department
Mr. Brook Bell

1000 Englewood Parkway
Englewood, CO 80110

RE: Case No.: ZON2012-003
Subdivision Referral
Alta Cherry Hills Subdivision
3695 South Lincoln Street, Englewood, CO 80113

Dear Mr. Bell,

In a letter dated June 26, 2012, copy attached, Qwest Corporation d/b/a CenturyLink QC denied
the referenced Case due to the Case s conflict with existing CenturyLink telecommunications
facilities.

Since that date, we have met w1th representatlves of Barbury Holdmgs LLC to seek remedy to
known conflicts.

As aresult of agreements arrived at during that meeting, CenturyLink can approve the Alta
Cherry Hills Subdivision contingent on Barbury Holdings, LLC providing a utility easement
for CenturyLink use, compensating CenturyLink for relocating our existing facilities into the
new easement and on the preservation and maintenance of all existing rights until CenturyLink’s
relocation is final.

Sincerely,

Charles Place

Engineer I / Right of Way Manager
CenturyLink

9750 E. Costilla Ave.

Englewood, CO 80112

303.784.0217



June 26, 2012 ﬁ*‘ & ™
- . | @’m CenturyLmk

City of Englewood

Community Development Department
Mzr. Brook Bell

1000 Englewood Parkway
Englewood, CO 80110

RE: Case No.: ZON2012-003
Subdivision Referral
Alta Cherry Hills Subdivision
3695 South Lincoln Street, Englewood, CO 80113

Dear Mr. Bell,-

Please be advised that Qwest Corporation d/b/a CenturyLink QC has reviewed the matenals
provided by this proposal

CenturyLink was not able to agree to proposed alley and utility ,easementA vacations presented by
associated Cases SUB2012-003 and SUB2012-004, respectively, due to conflicts with existing
CenturyLink facilities.

, Those unresolved conflicts encumber the proposed Lot 1, Block 2, Alta Cherry Hills
Subdivision. '
Therefore, CenturyLink cannot agree to the proposed platting, until such time as conflicts with

our facilities aré resolved

Bradbuxv Holdings. LLC should contact CenturyLink Engineer Tim Styron 303.792.1963,
to discuss removing this conflict with Bradbury’s proposed Alta
\,uerr)_l LUUS DUDAIVISION. .

Thank you for the opportonity to review the referenced Case.

Sincerely,

Charles Place

Engineer II / Right of Way Manager
CenturyLink

9750 E. Costilla Ave.

Englewood, CO 80112

303.784.0217
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Fuly 23, 2012

City of Englewood

Community Development Department
Mr. Brook Bell

1000 Englewood Parkway
Englewood, CO 80110

RE: Case No.: SUB2012-003
Alley Vacations
Block 1 & 2, Higgins Broadway Addition

Dear Mr. Bell,

In a letter dated June 26, 2012, copy attached, Qwest Corporation d/b/a CenturyLink QC denied
the referenced Case due to the Case’s conflict with existing CenturyLink telecommunications
facilities.

Since that date, we have met with representatives of Barbury Holdings, LLC to seek remedy to
known conflicts.

As aresult of agreements arrived at during that meeting, CenturyLink can approve the requested
alley vacations contingent on Barbury Holdings, LLC providing a replacement easement,
compensating CenturyLink for relocating our facilities from the alley (at Block 2, Higgins
Broadway Addition) into the new easement area and on the preservation and maintenance of all
existing rights until CenturyLink’s relocation is final.

Sincerely,

Charles Place

Engineer II / Right of Way Manager
CenturyLink

9750 E. Costilla Ave.
‘Englewood, CO 80112

303.784.0217
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June 26, 2012

City of Englewood

Community Development Department
Mr. Brook Bell

1000 Englewood Parkway
Englewood, CO 80110

RE: Case No.: SUB2012- 003
Alley Vacations
Blocks 1 & 2, Higgins Broadway Add1t1on

Dear Mr. Bell,

Please be advised that Qwest Corporation d/b/a CenturyLink QC has reviewed the materials
provided by this proposal.

CenturyLink cannot agree to the requested easement vacation at this time. Our records indicate
we own, operate and maintain buried cable in the alley at Block 2, Higgins Broadway Addition.
(We do not have cable in the alley at Block 1 and will be able to agree to that portion of the

~ vacate request.)

Bradbury Holdings, LLC should contact CenturyLink Engineer Tim Styron 303.792.1963,
1 to discuss rémoving this conflict with Bradbury’s proposed Alta
Cherry Hills Subdivision.

Thank you for the opportunity to review the referenced Case.
Sincerely,

Charles Place -

Engineer 11/ Right of Way Manager

CenturyLink

9750 E. Costilla Ave.

Englewood, CO 80112

303.784.0217
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July 23, 2012

City of Englewood

Community Development Department
Mr. Brook Bell

1000 Englewood Parkway
Englewood, CO 80110

RE: Case No.: SUB2012-004
Utility Easement Vacation (Reception No. 1409544)
Block 2, Higgins Broadway Addition

. Dear M. Belj,

In a letter dated June 26, 2012, copy attached, Qwest Corporation d/b/a CenturyLink QC denied
the referenced Case due to the Case’s conflict with existing CenturyLink telecommu.mcatlons
facilities. : S

Since that date, we have met with representatives of Barbury Holdings, LLC to seek remedy to
known conflicts.

As aresult of agreements arrived at during that meeting, CenturyLink can approve the requeéted
Utility Easement Vacation (Reception No. 1409544) contingent on Barbury Holdings, LLC
providing a replacement easement, compensating CenturyLink for relocating our facilities and on
the preservation and maintenance of all existing rights until CenturyLink’s relocation is final.

Sincerely,

Charles Place

Engineer II / Right of Way Manager
CenturyLink

9750 E. Costilla Ave.

Englewood, CO 80112

303.784.0217
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June 26,2012

City of Englewood

Community Development Department
Mr. Brook Bell

1000 Englewood Parkway -
Englewood, CO 80110

RE: Case No.: SUB2012-004
Utility Easement Vacation (Reception No. 1409544)
Block 2, Higgins Broadway Addition

Dear Mr. Bell,

Please be adv1sed that Qwest Corporat1on d/b/a CenturyLmk QC has reviewed the materials
provided by this proposal.

CenturyLink cannot agree to the requested easement vacation at this time. Our records indicate
we own, operate and maintain buried cable in the easement area.

Bradbury Holdings, LLC should contact CenturyLink Engineer Tim Styron, 303.792.1963,
, to discuss removing this conflict with Bradbury’s proposed Alta
Cherry Hills Subdivision. '

Thank you for the opportunity to review the referenced Case.
Sincerely,

Charles Place

Engineer II / Right of Way Manager

CenturyLink

9750 E. Costilla Ave:

Englewood, CO 80112

303.784.0217



EXHIBIT I

Brook Bell

From: Leigh Ann Hoffhines

Sent: Tuesday, August 28, 2012 8:18 AM
To: #City Council

Cc: Alan White; Darren Hollingsworth
Subject: FW: Mary L. Flood Park

FYI —This is Mayor Penn’s response 1o the email Council received regarding the park near Flood Middle School.
Leigh Ann

Leigh Ann Hoffhines
Englewood City Manager’s Office

From: Randy Penn

Sent: Tuesday, August 28, 2012 8:14 AM
To: Casey Hannen

Cc: Leigh Ann Hoffhines

Subject: RE: Mary L. Flood Park

Casey,

Thank you for your letter. This project is well on it's way and this info should have been brought forward at the
community meetings. At this time the project is being developed by the Bradbury group along with Wood
Partners.

The Flood property has never been designated at a park, but in the past was utilized by many citizens as a

park. The City is always interested in maintaining their park system and at this time is not looking at the Flood
properties as an addition to the system. The developers will be paying a "Park Fee" payment to the city to help
continue the sustainability and upgrading of parks around the city and close to the Flood properties. The closest
park setting for your area would then be Hosanna Park on Logan at the high school, two blocks from Flood.

My suggestion to you is to continue with your meetings, get in touch with the Bradbury group and share your
concerns, and let Englewood Public Schools know of your concerns. I believe there will be council members at the
meeting on Wednesday to listen and answer questions.

Thanks,

Randy Penn

From: Casey Hannen | ) -
Sent: Monday, August 27, 2012 10:46 PM
To: Council; Randy Penn

Subject: Mary L. Flood Park

Hello Englewood City Council Members and Mayor Penn,

My name is Casey Hannen and I live at the corner of Sherman and Mansfield, within walking distance of the old
Mary L. Fiood middle school and adjacent open space. I'm concerned about the redevelopment plans proposed
by Barbury Holdings for a number of reasons - however, my biggest concern is that this community will lose an
important neighborhood park and recreation area.

Useable parks and open space are important for any community, and in this case Mary L. Flood park is essentially
the only park available to our neighborhood. The Hosanna Athletic Complex is in use by team sports the majority
of the time, the Little Dry Creek area is narrow and sloped, and Miller Field is not suitable walking distance across
Broadway. I see children playing in the park on a daily basis - if the park was to be redeveloped into apartments,

1



what other options would they have for recreation?

There are too many people in this area who enjoy Mary L. Flood park - please consider this when working with
the developers on future plans for our neighborhood. I'm not opposed to redevelopment of the &rea, but I
believe that it's primary function as a community gathering place should be kept intact.

Thanks,

Casey Hannen
3894 S Sherman St
720.938.2273

Example design for Mary L. Fiood Park:




EXHIBIT |

Brook Bell

From: Leigh Ann Hoffhines On Behalf Of Council
Sent: Tuesday, August 28, 2012 2:28 PM

To: #City Council

Subject: FW: Flood Middle School Redevelopment

FYl —this message came in via the Council email.
Leigh Ann

Leigh Ann Hofthines
Englewood City Manager’s Office

From: Matt Blomstrom [ [
Sent: Tuesday, August 28, 2012 2:19 PM

To: Council

Suhject: Flood Middle School Redevelopment

Dear Mayor Penn and City Council Members,

I am writing to ask you to preserve the athletic fields at the former Flood Middle School site as a future park
site. There is already a shortage of parks and open space in Englewood and allowing public property to be
developed as a high density residential complex will only worsen the situation.

To be clear, I support the redevelopment of the school site. I am not opposed to having a large apartment
complex replace the Flood Middle School building, assuming traffic and other concerns can be dealt with. But I
cannot under any circumstance support developing another large apartment complex on the only remaining
open space in our neighborhood. The city has documented a need for park land in this area and if we allow this
site to be developed there will not be another opportunity to address this need.

I strongly believe that preserving this space will benefit downtown Englewood far more than one more
apartment building. There are many large complexes already in the area and there will undoubtedly be many
more developed. Where are the children living in these complexes going to play? Where can people throw a ball
around? If we want families in our neighborhoods, we need to make spaces for families to enjoy. I don’t think
we should all have to drive to Belleview Park or Harvard Gulch just to enjoy the outdoors. If Englewood is to
become a walk-able community, we need to have things worth walking to. :

I urge you to consider what kind of community we want Englewood to be like in twenty years. To keep our
residential neighborhoods — both high density and single family — healthy and attractive we need open space

1



and recreational amenities. Once this open space is gone, we are not going to have an opportunity to meet these
needs. Who is going to look back and think “I really wish we had built one more apartment building?” Thisisa
public property and it should continue to provide benefits to the public.

Thank you for your time.
Sincerely,

Matt Blomstrom

3837 S. Lincoln St.



EXHIBIT K

Brook Bell

From: Leigh Ann Hoffhines

Sent: Wednesday, August 29, 2012 2:24 PM
To: #City Council

Cc: Alan White

Subject: FW: Flood Middle School

FYI — here is Mayor Pro Tem Woodward’s response to the email received earlier today regarding Flood Middle
School.

Leigh Ann

Leigh Ann Hoffhines
Englewood City Manager’s Office

From: Jim Woodward

Sent: Wednesday, August 29, 2012 1:55 PM
To: Skip Anthony

Cc: Leigh Ann Hoffhines

Subject: FW: Flood Middle School

Thank you for your e-mail.

First, the City of Englewood does not own Flood Middle School or.any of the property associated with it. It is owned by the
Englewood School District, which is an entirely different governmental entity than the City of Englewood.

It is my understanding that the Flood property is currently under contract for sale to a developer looking at developing the
property into an upscale apartment community as described at a neighborhood meeting approximately one month ago. Itis
my belief that the proceeds from the sale will be utilized by the School District to enhance the schools within the Englewood
School District to the benefit of our children. Additionally, the property would start generating tax revenue to the School
District, City and County. Currently and in the past it has not generated any tax revenue.

In my opinion, the City is not in a financial position to consider purchasing the property, removing the building and
constructing a park. Living in close proximity (Mansfield and Pearl) to the Flood property for the past 35 years, I believe we
do have close options of open space, specifically the Little Dry Creek Greenway and trail; and Hosanna Athletic Complex. I
do believe some enhancements are needed in our area of town, specifically play ground equipment for children. The City's
Master Park Plan does address this need and the reorganization of the Miller Field Park on the west side of Broadway

to include playground equipment. These upgrades and changes will be considered as funds are available.

Considering your suggestion from a real estate perspective of "highest and best use," removing the Flood Building and
replacing it with a park would not meet the criteria for use in my opinion professional opinion. Coming from a quality of life
perspective, what you suggest would be wonderful for the immediate area, however, very costly to all the taxpayers of
Englewood.

Regards,

Jim Woodward,

Mayor Pro Tem

City of Englewood, CO

Sender and receiver(s) should be mindful that ali my incoming and outgoing emails may be subject to the
Colorado Open Records Act, § 24-72-100.1, et seq.



From: Leigh Ann Hoffhines On Behalf Of Council
Sent: Wednesday, August 29, 2012 12:37 PM
To: #City Council

Cc: Alan White

Subject: FW: Flood Middle School

FY[ —~this message came in via the Council email.
Leigh Ann

Leigh Ann Hoffhines
Englewood City Manager’s Office

From: Skip Anthony [mailto::

Sent: Tuesday, August 28, 2012 6:38 PM
To: Coundil

Subject: Flood Middle School

Dear Englewood City Council,

I'm curious to know what will be done with the ageing middle school on Kenyon and Broadway. 1
have heard talk of the public land being developed into apartments. Is this true? I'd hate to think the city
ridding its self of open land. I myself find the park an enjoyable place to go. Id hate to see more concrete

and walls put up.

Why don't we just tear down the un used school and make anice park. I believe this is what every
property owner and renter in the area would like. Please let me know.

Thanks for your time,
Skip Anthony



! EXHIBIT L

Brook Bell

From: Leigh Ann Hoffhines On Behalf Of Council
Sent: Friday, August 31, 2012 2:16 PM

To: #City Council

Cc: Alan White

Subject: FW: Mary L. Flood Park
Importance: High

FY! —this message came in via the Council email.
Leigh Ann

Leigh Ann Hoffhines
Englewood City Manager’s Office

From: rubysfolks@q.com [mailto:

Sent: Friday, August 31, 2012 1:41 PM
_ To: Council

Subject: Mary L. Flood Park

Importance: High

City of Englewood
Englewood Civic Center
1000 Englewood Parkway
Englewood, CO 80110

Dear Mayor Penn and City Council Members,

Parks and open spaces are a vital part of the community. They provide direct health, environmental,
economic, and social benefits and help to strengthen our neighborhoods. Englewood has an opportunity
to provide parkland to one of its least served areas, but not without action on your part. I urge you to
preserve Mary L. Flood Park for future generations.

The City of Englewood has documented a shortage of park space in the neighborhoods surrounding the
former Flood Middle School site and the downtown area. Furthermore, Englewood’s Parks and
Recreation Master Plan states that high density residential developments “have not been preferred by
families, perhaps partly because of the lack of parks for outdoor recreation activities. If families are to
be living in higher density housing, the city should seriously consider an aggressive approach to
obtaining adequate parkland very near or within redevelopment projects.” With the many large
residential complexes in the area we cannot afford to waste the opportunity that this site provides. Mary



L. Flood Park can help alleviate the shortage of park space in our neighborhoods and support the city’s
desire to make high density living more attractive in the downtown area.

Clearly the former school building needs to be redeveloped. If the structure itself cannot be reused, then
something new should be built on this prominent site. But this site is public property and any
redevelopment should take the public’s best interests into consideration. Protecting the existing open

. space (which is about one third of the total former school site) can improve the long-term quality and
attractiveness of the redevelopment and continue to provide benefits to the public.

Preserving Mary L. Flood Park is in the best interests of our neighborhood and downtown Englewood.
Someday it can provide badly needed amenities and help support a walkable city. Our downtown

businesses need a strong and healthy residential community; we need to provide the basic amenities to
support these residential neighborhoods. I urge you to protect this neighborhood park. Thank you.

Sincerely,

Laurie & Bert Mears

3742 S. Sherman St.



Planning and Zoning Commission

Public Hearing, Flood Middle School PUD and Alta Cherry Hills Subdivision
Case #Z0ON2012-003 and Case SUB2012-002

September 18, 2012

Page 1 of 6
CITY OF ENGLEWOOD PLANNING AND ZONING COMMISSION
REGULAR MEETING
September 18, 2012
Minutes and audio are available at:
http://www.englewoodgov.org/Index.aspx Ipage=152
. CALL TO ORDER

The regular meeting of the City Planning and Zoning Commission was called to order at
7:05 p.m. in the City Council Chambers of the Englewood Civic Center, Chair Brick

presiding.

Present: Bleile (entered 7:12), Roth, King, Welker, Knoth, Fish, Brick, Kinton, Townley
Freemire (alternate)

Absent: None
Staff: Alan White, Community Development Director
Brook Bell, Planner Il

Nancy Reid, Assistant City Attorney

Il.  APPROVAL OF MINUTES
B September 5, 2012

Mr. Fish moved:
Mr. Knoth seconded: TO APPROVE THE SEPTEMBER 5, 2012 MINUTES

Chair Brick asked if there were any modifications or corrections.

There were none.

AYES: Bleile, Roth, Knoth, Fish, King, Brick, Kinton, Townley
NAYS: None ' '

ABSTAIN:  Welker

ABSENT: None

Motion carried.
Chair Brick announced that CASE #USE2012-015 Extension of Temporary Recycling

. Operation..at.601- WestBates..Avenue..was withdrawn by -the applicant.and.will. not.be .
heard tonight or in the future. '
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. PUBLIC HEARING

CA_SE #ZON2012-003 and CASE #SUB2012-002

Chair Brick stated there are two cases to be heard tonight; they will be heard concurrently
but each will require a motion and they will be voted on separately.

Mr. Roth moved:
Mr. King seconded: TO OPEN CASE #Z0ON2012-003 and CASE #SUB2012-002

AYES: Bleile, Roth, Welker, Knoth, Fish, King, Brick, Kinton, Townley
NAYS: None
ABSTAIN:  None
ABSENT: None

Motion carried.

b=,

CASE #ZON2012-003

Mr. Bell was sworn in and presented the case. He reviewed the requirements for a PUD
application and stated the applicant has met all of them. He provided a history of the Flood
Middle School property since 2006.

[tems discussed under the PUD overview included:

> Architectural Character
Permitted Uses
Dimensional Standards
Residential Density
Setbacks .

Building Height

Bulk Plane

Parking

Traffic

Signage

Landscaping
Screening and Fencing
Drainage

City Ditch

Park Dedication
Phasing

VVYVVVVVVVVVYYVYYY
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Mr. Bell said the PUD documents are complete and no additional conditions of approval
are recommended at this time. Therefore, the Community Development Department
recommends that the Planning and Zoning Commission review the Flood Middle School
PUD request and forward a favorable recommendation for approval to City Council.

CASE #SUB2012-002

Mr. Bell presented the second case. He reviewed the issues included in the Alta Cherry
Hills Subdivision. He stated if the Commission requires no changes from the Preliminary
Plat to the Final Plat, Staff recommends that the Final Plat be forwarded to Council with a
recommendation for approval.

The Commission had questions regarding:

> Adding retail to the Broadway side of the project

New easement dedications

Bulk plane on north side of parcel #2

How many parking spaces and where located

Will street parking be allowed and sight distance requirements
Location of bicycle parking

Setbacks

Did Parks Department consider the land for a park
Transparency requirements

VVVVVVYVYY

Applicant Testimony

Numerous members of the development team were sworn in and presented testimony. A
slide show of previous projects the developer has built and the proposed project was
presented. Edward Barsocchi of Barbury Holdings, LLC stated the school was shuttered in
2007 and is deteriorating. In 2011, Barbury Holdings, LLC came forward with a proposal to
purchase the property and build 300 to 310 residential apartments on the two parcels. The
project would serve as a catalyst to enhance the Broadway area. Mr. Robert Miller of PBA
went over the conceptual site plan and conceptual architectural rendering. Mr. Tim
McEntee of Wood Partners discussed financing for the project. Reasohing for not including
retail in the project was discussed; it does work economically.

Other discussion points included:

Will a project go forward if the PUD is not approved
How will the parking garages be regulated
Landscaping

Outdoor living spaces/patios

Asbestos removal

VVVVY
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» Visual impact

> Project meets the standards the City aspires to

» Safety issues for school children who walk to school

> s the interior street private or public

» There is significant demand in the Denver area for this type of project

Public Testimony

Téﬂs“ﬁmony was heard from 15 citizens. Comments included:

Bulk plane along the eastern portion of the north side
- Make room for a park
Concern regarding use of current alley
Will redevelopment occur only on school property
Needs to be change in the property
Don’t rezone; build according to current standards
Glare from glass fronting Broadway
Concerns about the development not providing enough parking
Who pays to move City ditch
‘Has property been purchased by developer
Will residents in the area need parking permits to park on their street
Concerns about height of property
Englewood is a middle class community; don’t see high-end people moving
here
Will have a profound impact on the neighborhood
Traffic flow concerns '
Some residents will lose their views
Amenities are all private; not open to the public
Shadowing of buildings onto neighboring properties
Snow storage and removal issues
More opportunities for car accidents
No benefit to neighbors
Strain on utilities; electricity goes out a lot now
Out of scale for the neighborhood
Will increase crime in the neighborhood
Project will reduce property values
Need to decrease unit numbers and provide more entrances to project
Find a way to ensure developer builds what he is showing in renderings

VVYVVVVVVVVVVYVVYYVY VVVVVVYVVYVVVYYYVYY

A short break was taken at 10:04. At 10:10 the meeting reconvened with all members of
the Commission in attendance except for Mr. Freemire, the alternate member.
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Mr. Welker moved:

Mr. Knoth seconded: TO CLOSE CASE #ZON2012-003 and CASE #SUB2012-002
AYES: Bleile, Roth, Welker, Knoth, Fish, King, Brick, Kinton, Townley
NAYS: None

ABSTAIN: None
ABSENT: None

Motion cartied.

Mr. Bleile moved:
Mr. Fish seconded: TO CONTINUE THE PUBLIC HEARING FOR CASE #ZON2012-003

AND CASE #5UB2012-002 TO OCTOBER 2, 2012

AYES: Bleile, Roth, Welker, Fish, Townley

NAYS: Knoth, Kinton, King, Brick

ABSTAIN: None S .
ABSENT: None A C S

Motion carried.

Ms. Reid reminded the commission that the Public Hearing is closed; the Commissioners. -
should not be taking any more testimony nor having any discussion about this project until -
they are back here at the next meeting on October 2™, She also said if one of the public
calls a commission member they will not be able to discuss the issue. The testimony given
tonight and the evidence that was in the Staff Report are all that the Commission will
consider.

Chair Brick invited the public to attend the next meeting on October 2™. He reminded
them the Commission will not be taking any further testimony at that meeting.

IV.  PUBLIC FORUM

There were no public comments.

V.  ATTORNEY’S CHOICE

L=

Ms. Reid had nothing further to report.
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VI.  STAFF'S CHOICE

DY
Director White stated the next meeting will be on October 2™ tonight's Public Hearing will
continue and there will be a study session on breweries and distilleries if time allows.

VIl. COMMISSIONER’S CHOICE

I‘”
v 5
L]

Mr. Kinton stated he will not be available to attend the October 2™ meeting.

Mr. Welker said he was happy to be back after missing several meetings due to illness.
Mr. Bleile apologized for being late to the meeting.

The meeting adjourned at 10:45 p.m.

Barbara Krecktow, Recording Secretary
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CITY OF ENGLEWOOD PLANNING AND ZONING COMMISSION
REGULAR MEETING
October 2, 2012

Minutes and audio are available at:
http://www.englewoodgov.org/Index.aspx?page=152

L. CALL TO ORDER

The regular meeting of the City Planning and Zoning Commission was called to order at
7:00 p.m. in the City Council Chambers of the Englewood Civic Center, Chair Brick
presiding.

Present: Bleile, Roth, King, Welker, Knoth, Fish, Brick, Townley
Freemire (alternate)

Absent: Kinton

Staff: Alan White, Community Development Director
Brook Bell, Planner I
Nancy Reid, Assistant City Attorney

. ©~ APPROVAL OF MINUTES
~_ September 18, 2012
B4

Mr. Knoth moved:
Mr. Fish seconded: TO APPROVE THE SEPTEMBER 18, 2012 MINUTES

Chair Brick asked if there were any modifications or corrections. There were none.

AYES: Bleile, Roth, Welker, Knoth, Fish, King, Brick, Townley
NAYS: None
ABSTAIN: None
ABSENT: Kinton

Motion carried.

Ml CASE  #ZON2012-003 ~ FLOOD MIDDLE SCHOOL PLANNED UNIT
DEVELOPMENT AND CASE #SUB2012-002 ALTA CHERRY HILLS SUBDIVISION
CONTINUED FROM SEPTEMBER 18, 2012
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Mr. Knoth moved: .
Mr. Welker seconded: THAT CASE #ZON2012-003 TO REZONE 3695 SOUTH

LINCOLN STREET AKA PIN NUMBERS 2077-03-1-08-004 AND
2077-03-1-09-006 FROM MU-R-3-B, MU-B-1 AND R-2-B ZONE
DISTRICTS TO PLANNED UNIT DEVELOPMENT (PUD) BE
RECOMMENDED FOR APPROVAL TO CITY COUNCIL WITH A
FAVORABLE RECOMMENDATION FOR ADOPTION AS
WRITTEN

Discussion points included:

Y VVVV

YV VVVVVVYY

YVVY VYV VY

Generally in favor of the application; appropriate use for property

Concerns regarding traffic

No problem with height or proposed character of building

City has no obligation or right to take land for a park unless they can pay for it. That
would destroy the viability of the whole project

From a Planning and Zoning standpoint the Parks and Recreation Commission
handles park planning and they have their own Master Plan. Planning and Zoning
has never been involved in that process. We have no authority to become involved
in it; City Council may want to become involved.

Can see why retail won’t work at this location

Property is a difficult piece of property to develop

Number of units is too high; can’t support 350 units

Required landscape has been reduced too much; recommend 20%

Need two entrances into the project

Will bring business to the downtown area; grocery stores will benefit

As a City we talk about how we want better projects and developers in this town;
we have one here.

There is no more greenfield space in Englewood to build out; future projects are
going to be dense projects and traffic issues will be discussed. Experts in this field
have said there are no issues with this project.

Fee-in-lieu is too low; City Council should not have considered reducing it

Hold to the setbacks and to the amenity zones as presented; don’t take anything
else away from the community

Is high density; City needs rooftops to make retail work

Disappointed the City of Englewood School Superintendent did not attend the
meetings '

Disappointed business owners did not attend the meetings

Sensitive to cost per unit; project needs to be dense to make it work

Sensitive to impact on area; a retail development would be very challenging in
regards to traffic '
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> There are areas along Big Dry Creek and by the high school that could be upgraded
with amenities that would make it more family oriented to serve this neighborhood
as park space. School district could step up and help the City with this in the future.
> Reservations regarding what has been shown and what will really get built

Mr. King moved:
Mr. Welker seconded: TO AMEND THE ORIGINAL MOTION TO INCLUDE THE
MAXIMUM NUMBER OF ALLOWED UNITS SHALL BE 310

AYES: Roth, King, Brick, Welker, Fish, Townley
NAYS: Knoth, Bleile

ABSTAIN: None

ABSENT: Kinton

Motion carried.

Mr. Fish moved:
Mr. Brick seconded: TO AMEND THE ORIGINAL MOTION TO INCLUDE A
MINIMUM 20% OF THE PROPERTY SHALL BE LANDSCAPED

AYES: Brick, Welker, Fish, Townley, Bleile
NAYS: Knoth, Roth, King

ABSTAIN: None

ABSENT: Kinton

Motion carried.

Mr. Bleile moved:

Mr. King seconded: TO AMEND THE ORIGINAL MOTION TO INCLUDE
THE PARK DEDICATION FEEIN-LIEU SHALL NOT BE
REDUCED FROM THE CITY COUNCIL ADOPTED FEE OF
$20,000 PER REQUIRED ACRE AS REQUIRED BY THE UNIFIED
DEVELOPMENT CODE [DIRECTOR’S NOTE: THE UNIFIED
DEVELOPMENT CODE ESTABLISHES THE METHOD FOR
CALCULATING THE REQUIRED ACREAGE. COUNCIL
ADOPTED THE $20,000 PER ACRE AS A POLICY BY
RESOLUTION]

AYES: Roth, King, Brick, Welker, Fish, Townley, Bleile
NAYS: None '

ABSTAIN: Knoth

ABSENT: Kinton

Motion carried.
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Mr. Knoth moved:

Mr. Welker seconded: THAT CASE #ZONZ2012-003 TO REZONE 3695 SOUTH
LINCOLN STREET AKA PIN NUMBERS 2077-03-1-08-004 AND
2077-03-1-09-006 FROM MU-R-3-B, MU-B-1 AND R-2-B ZONE
DISTRICTS TO PLANNED UNIT DEVELOPMENT (PUD) BE
RECOMMENDED AS WRITTEN FOR APPROVAL TO dTY
COUNCIL WITH A FAVORABLE RECOMMENDATION FOR
ADOPTION WITH THE FOLLOWING AMENDMENTS:

1. The maximum number of allowed units shall be 310.
2. A minimum 20% of the property shall be landscaped
3. The Park Dedication Fee-in-lieu shall not be reduced from
the City Council adopted fee of $20,000 per acre as
required by the Unified Development Code [Director’s
Note: The Unified Development Code establishes the
method for calculating the required acreage. Council
) adopted the $20,000 per acre as a policy by resolution.]
P
AYES: Roth, Brick, Welker, Fish, Knoth, Townley
NAYS: Bleile, King
ABSTAIN: None
ABSENT: Kinton

Mr. Fish finds the development as proposed with the amendments is within the nature of
the Comprehensive Plan. Overall, it is an exciting project and he supports it; it is good for
the City as the property is an eyesore. His objections are that it is very dense and doesn’t
want the character of the area destroyed.

Mr. Knoth is discouraged about adding the amendments.

Mr. Welker said in keeping with the requirements and the vision of the Comprehensive
Plan this takes a step in the same direction. The density along Broadway and a major
highway intersection is fine. The Amendments are an attempt to address our concerns.

Ms. Townley said the project meets the City’s mixed housing goals.

Mr. Bleile said the proposal meets Roadmap Englewood for densification. Not enough
shown architecturally; voting no with the citizens.

Mr. King generally likes the concept of the project, but due to public comments voting no.
Chair Brick said the project will help businesses in the City and meets the criteria for a PUD.

Motion carried.
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Mr. Roth moved: ‘

Mr. Welker seconded: THAT CASE #SUB2012-002 TO ALLOW A MAJOR
SUBDIVISION KNOWN AS ALTA CHERRY HILLS SUBDIVISION
WITHIN THE FLOOD MIDDLE SCHOOL PLANNED UNIT
DEVELOPMENT (PUD) BE RECOMMENDED FOR APPROVAL
TO CITY COUNCIL WITH A FAVORABLE RECOMMENDATION
FOR ADOPTION.

AYES: Roth, King, Brick, Welker, Fish, Knoth, Townley

NAYS: Bleile '

ABSTAIN: None
ABSENT: Kinton

Motion carried.

s

FURTHER RECOMMENDATIONS FOR CITY COUNCIL:

1. The Park Dedication Fee-in-Lieu money collected from this project
‘ shall be used to benefit this neighborhood in terms of open space and
parks.

Mr. Bleile moved:

Mr. Roth seconded: TO REQUIRE EVIDENCE AND TESTIMONY FROM THE CITY’S
TRAFFIC ENGINEER TO VET OUT AND EITHER PROVE OR
CONTRADICT THE TRAFFIC STUDY DONE BY THE APPLICANT.

AYES: Roth, Brick, Welker, Townley, Bleile
NAYS: Fish, Knoth, King

ABSTAIN:  None

ABSENT: Kinton

Motion carried.

STUDY SESSION

=

Director White introduced Christina Kachur, an intern in the Community Development
Department, who is assisting Staff in gathering information for the Breweries and Distilleries
discussion. '

Case #2012-05 Breweries and Distilleries
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Director White stated after research the State Statutes do not provide much guidance in
terms of production limits for various types of manufacturers engaged in producing beer,
wine and hard liquor except for brewpubs and limited wineries. What that means is any
limits that the Commission wants to set are up to our discretion. He provided information
on licensing of various types of establishments. There is no local control except through
zoning. He referenced options that were included in the Staff Memo. He asked the
Commission if they would like to include some amendments in the Unified Development
Code to address these uses.

Consensus from the Commission was to move forward with the discussion in the future.
Director White said there is one other topic on Staff’s list for discussion; PUDs. What is the

process? Staff would like to hold a Study Session to discuss PUDs. The Commission asked
the topic be placed on a future agenda.

IV.  PUBLIC FORUM

i =

There was no public in attendance.

V.  ATTORNEY’S CHOICE

Ms Reid had nothing further to report.

VL. STAFF’S CHOICE

Director White stated at the October 16™ study session Staff will provide a progress report
on the Station Area Master Plan for the areas surrounding the Light Rail Stations.

VII. COMMISSIONER’S CHOICE

The Commissioners commented on tonight’s discussion regarding the Flood Middle School
PUD and Major Subdivision. They feel it is a good project.

Mr. Freemire noted he will not be available for the October 16™ meeting.

a

Ms. Townley stated she will not be available for the November 6" meeting. She asked
about the Oxford Station PUD. Director White updated the Commission on the project.

The meeting adjourned at 9:10 p.m.

/s/ Barbara Krecklow
Barbara Krecklow, Recording Secretary
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IN THE MATTER OF CASE #SUB2012-002
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AND RECOMMENDATIONS FOR A
MAJOR SUBDIVISION AT 3695 SOUTH
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)
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INITIATED BY:

Barbury Holdings, LLC

4725 South Monaco Street, Suite 205
Denver, Colorado 80237

Commission Members Present:  Brick, Bleile, Fish, Roth, Welker, King, Kinton, Townley
Commission Members Absent: ~ Kinton

This matter was heard before the City Planning and Zoning Commission on Septémber 18
and October 2, 2012, in the City Council Chambers of the Englewood Civic Center.

Testimony was received from Staff, from the applicant and from area residents. The
Commission received notice of Public Hearing, Certification of Posting, Staff Report and
supplemental information 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 Fmdmgs and
Conclusions.

FINDINGS OF FACT

1. THAT the request for a Major Subdivision was filed by Barbury Holdings, LLC on
June 4, 2012.

2. THAT Public Notice of the Public Hearing was given by publication in the
Englewood Herald on September 7, 2012 and was on the City’s website from
September 6, 2012 through October 2, 2012.

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

4. THAT Planner Bell testified the request is for approval of a Major Subdivision. Mr.
Bell testified to the criteria the Commission must consider when reviewing a



1.

subdivision plat application. Mr. Bell further testified that Staff recommends approval
of the subdivision plat application.

THAT in 2006, Englewood Public School District made the decision to consolidate
two middle schools and close the Flood Middle School site; the school closed in
2007.

THAT in 2011 Barbury Holdings, LLC came forward with a proposal to purchase the
property consisting of two parcels totaling 4.56 acres.

THAT preliminary plans of the proposed subdivision plat was referred to Tri-County
Health, the Colorado Department of Transportation (CDOT), RTD, Xcel Energy,
Century Link, Comcast, and the City’s list of trash haulers for review and comment.

THAT the subdivision plat was reviewed by the City’'s Development Review Team
(DRT) on June 30", August 10", and August 30" of 2012.

CONCLUSIONS

THAT the application was filed by Barbury Holdings, LLC seeking approval for a
Major Subdivision for the property located in the Flood Middle School Planned Unit
Development.

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

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

THAT the proposed Flood Middle School PUD use is multi-unit dwelling with a
wrapped parking garage and limited surface parking; these uses are compatible with
adjacent City of Englewood R-2-B, MU-R-3-B and MU-B-1 zone district uses.

THAT the proposed lots are compatible with dimensions established by the Flood
Middle School PUD.

THAT public water and sewer along with electric, gas, and communication utilities
are available to the subject property.

THAT the subject property is not located within an identified flood plain zone.

THAT the relocation of a portion of the public alley proposed within this subdivision
provides the necessary access to the lots adjacent to the subdivision.
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9. THAT minimum 5 foot wide sidewalks are provided.

10.  THAT no bicycle facilities are required for this proposed subdivision. Sidewalks are
provided.

11.  THAT Council will be considering a final fee-in-lieu of land dedication amount once
the PUD process is completed. The easements necessary for public uses and utilities
are either dedicated on the subdivision plat or are to be dedicated by separate
document.

12.  THAT a drainage study has been completed as part of the proposed Planned Unit
Development application. Drainage issues have been addressed and will be
monitored in the development permit process.

DECISION

THEREFORE, it is the decision of the City Planning and Zoning Commission that the
application filed by Barbury Holdings, LLC for a Major Subdivision known as Alta Cherry
Hills Subdivision be recommended to City Council for approval.

The decision was reached upon a vote on a motion made at the meeting of the City
Planning and Zoning Commission on October 2, 2012, by Mr. Roth, seconded by Mr.
Welker, which motion states:

THAT CASE #SUB2012-002 FOR A MAJOR SUBDIVISION KNOWN AS ALTA
CHERRY HILLS SUBDIVISION BE RECOMMENDED FOR APPROVAL TO CITY
COUNCIL WITH A FAVORABLE RECOMMENDATION FOR ADOPTION.

AYES: Brick, Knoth, Fish, Roth, Welker, King, Townley
NAYS: Bleile

ABSTAIN: None

ABSENT: Kinton

The motion carried.

These Findings and Conclusions are effective as of the meeting on October 2, 2012.

BY ORNER O THF CITY PI ANNING & ZONING COMMISSION

J?hl{ériclg Chair \

i
i/
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Brook Bell : o '
L~ |
From: Barbara Krecklow on behalf of Community Development

Sent; Tuesday, September 25, 2012 7:51 AM

To: Alan White; Brook Bell

Subject: FW: Flood Middle School property

From: Frank Forney [mailto:1

Sent: Monday, September 24, 2012 8:47 PM
To: Council; Community Development
Cc: Randy Penn; Jim Woodward; Jill Wilson
Subject: Flood Middle School property

Greetings fellow Englewood residents and City Officials!

Regarding the redevelopment of the Flood Middle School property, | believe that it is important that the City and all
Applicants publicly acknowledge that something good for Englewood already exists on this '

location: an open space, a green grass playing field and a (generally

defined) neighborhood park. This is a quiet oasis nestled against the busy traffic corridors of South Broadway and
Hampden/285.

This currently existing public good needs to be acknowledged! Then, any proposed development need to demonstrate
how it will be an improvement on the good which already exists!

Please consider the following negative factors which argue against the proposed development:
*The proposed apartment and parking structures {which build out to
the very perimeter of the properties and to a height of 50 feet and
more) are not in keeping with the character of the neighborhood.
*The proposed development does not add amenities to the neighborhood.
On the contrary, it removes valuable open space and creates instead
an insulated community within a community.
*One single vehicular access in and out of the compound, as proposed,
creates a traffic bottle-neck at Kenyon and Broadway. This only
multiplies the problems created by adding hundreds of new commuters to the neighborhood.
The positive factors in favor, as | heard them, are:

*All properties at the location will be settled. Troublesome maintenance problems will be resolved.

*Money will flow directly into school district coffers. New Englewood residents will shop, spend money, and pay
taxes.

*The proposed development will serve as the "Gateway to South Broadway."



As an aside | would ask: Is Englewood a city in need of more housing in order to meet the needs of a growing
population? Or is Englewood a city in heed of more population in order to raise money for the city?

At any rate, we are considering the disposition of neighborhood public property. Yes, | understand that the Planning and
Zoning Commission must consider applications on their merits as they are presented. Yes, | understand that there is no
currently existing Englewood city park at the location. Yes, | understand that the Planning Department has not stepped
up to offer alternatives for consideration.

And yes, in these troubled times, | understand that the School District and the City find themselves between a rock and a
hard place concerning on-going expenses at Mary Flood Middle School and Playing Field. Any reasonable offer to relieve
the financial burdens must be considered.

But | am disappointed that as this matter comes before the public there is apparently only one plan and vision being
considered by the City. Naturally the Planning and Zoning Commission has a narrow focus when it considers a partlcular
application. | am hoping the City Council will sit back and take a bigger view of the matter.

An obvious alternative to the proposed development would be to demolish and rebuild on the Middle School site proper
(Broadway to
Lincoln) and preserve and maintain the playing field.

It's what | would call a compromise.

Is this obvioous alternative plan under consideration at all? Point out all of the problems in it, but at Ieast glve it
consideration! '

Thank you for your time,

Frank Forney

3929 S. Sherman ST.
Englewood, CO 80113
303-761-2609



EXHIBIT N

3929 S Sherman St
Englewood, CO 80113
September 25, 2012

Dear Mayor Penn and Council Members:
Re: REZONING OF MARY FLOOD MIDDLE SCHOOL

My name is Colleen McGovern and my husband and I have lived for 13 years at 3929 S.
Sherman Street-- just three blocks from the proposed rezoning. We love our neighborhood &
care very deeply about this pface. We moved here because we were very impressed with what
Englewood has done with the Civic Center area, we like being a “first ring suburb” close to
downtown Denver, and we fell in love with our historic 1930s house and our neighborhood. My
husband & I ride our bikes to the train station to get to our jobs, we shop first and foremost at
Englewood shops and we take our friends to all the local restaurants. We have wonderful
neighbors, have invested a lot to preserve' and enhance the character of our modest home, and are

champions to our friends in the region of just all that the city of Englewood has to offer.

The Mary-Flood rezoning proposal will have a profound impact on our neighborhood and on the
city of Englewood in general. I have not had an opportunity to review the plans for the site, as it
requires going to the city offices, which are closed when I get off work. I did attend a
neighborhood meeting, but it wasn’t the one required by the city’s regulations. For some reason,
1 did not receive notice of that meeting, though I live within the distance I believe is legally
required to receive notice. Instead I got a flyer from a neighbor who hosted another meeting that
1 thought was very informative. After that meeting, I looked at the city website and reviewed the

staff memo to try to find out as-much as I could.

After waking up to the fact that the lovely school-site and Mary Flood neighborhood park could
be completely demolished and transformed into an apartment complex with no public access, the
biggest question I was left with was--how does the city decide these kinds of questions? What

are the criteria upon which you are supposed to base your decision? Logic would tell me that



since you are reviewing a proposal that asks for a change in zoning on the property, you would
only do this if it would result in something that is better for the city of Englewood and the
immediate neighborhood than what the current zoning allows. I didn’t see any mention of this
in the staff memo, so I looked at the city’s regulations on-line as best I could, and lo and behold,
it appears that the city’s regulations match what simple logié would suggest: That is, the
regulations say that the city can only recommend approval of this proposal if it finds that,
“the proposed development will exceed the development quality standards, levels of
public amenities, or levels of design innovation otherwise applicable under this Title, and
would not be possible or practicable under a standard zone district”. I got this from
Section 16-2-7H(2) of the city’s code. In this section, it says that the only other way you
can recommend approval is if you find “That the property cannot be developed, or that no
reasonable economic use of the property can be achieved, under the existing zoning” etc,
but that certainly wouldn’t be the case here, since the applicant (Banburry LLC) doesn’t
even own the property & hasn’t done the analysis of what they could do under the current
zoning. They are just proposing something that they think will be good for Englewood,
and make them a profit-- a perfectly reasonable thing to do.
If T am correct, the basis of your decision is whether this proposal would be better than a project
that would be designed under the existing zoning. I am no expert, but just trying to understand
all of this, here’s what I see: This proposal would allow for almost twice the amount of
development that is allowed under the current regulations, with significantly lower quality-- not

even close to meeting the legally required criteria. Just as an example:

The proposal is for more than twice the density allowed under the UDC (current regulations)--
they are proposing 310 units, where 156 units would be allowed under current zoning--and they
are proposing to reduce some of the standards rather than exceed them. For example, page 7 of
the staff memo says the UDC requires 25% landscaping of which 75% has to be live and the
Banburry PUD proposes 15% landscaping with 50% of it being living. Further, and this one is
very confusing to me, since the proposed project would take away a park and the city has said
that they don't have money for more parks: they request to pay only $57,780 in park land
dedication fees where the regulations require $20,000 per acre, or $134,800 (and the staff memo



says that "council has preliminarily agreed..." to this??). What is the justification for this
reduction in parkland dedication fee reduction, especially since the development will be
removing what today is de-facto parkland for the neighborhood, and will add about 600 people

or more to the area, which will most certainly put a strain on existing parks?

Since the City Council represents the larger community interests of Englewood, I do hope that
you will NOT approve this change unless and until the applicant shows how their proposal
benefits our community. As I see it, it provides them more units and presumably more profit, but
significantly LESS in the way of “development quality standards, levels of public amenities, or

levels of design innovation” as required in the city regulations.

There are other models in the Denver/ Metro region of re-deveioped school/ park sites that have
become amenities to their surrounding neighborhoods. It appears that the apartment-complex

proposal is not one such example, so I urge you to deny this rezoning.

Thank you for considering my comments and for the public service you provide being on the

City Council.

Respectfully,

Colleen McGovern



EXHIBIT O

Brook Bell
. __________________ ]
From: Alan White

Sent: Friday, September 28, 2012 12:04 PM

To: Brook Bell; Ed Barsocchi (

Subject: FW: Flood Middle School PUD Proposal

FYl.

Alan White

From: Leigh Ann Hoffhines On Behalf Of Council
Sent: Friday, September 28, 2012 11:52 AM

To: Linda Olson

Cc: Mike Flaherty; Alan White

Subject: FW: Flood Middle School PUD Proposal

Hi Linda — This message came in via the Council email for you.
Leigh Ann

Leigh Ann Hoffhines
Englewood City Manager’s Office

From: Anisa Schell |

Sent: Thursday, September 27, 2012 5:35 PM
To: Council

Cc: Rick Scheil; Doug Mitchell

Subject: Flood Middle School PUD Proposal

Ms. Olsen,

I am writing to express my concern over the planned PUD Case #Z0ON2012-003. I was unable to attend
the Public Hearing on September 18, 2012.

As an Englewood homeowner of nine years I wish to express that I do NOT want a 350 unit residential
apartment in our neighborhood or even a smaller apartment complex. The traffic alone would be
horrendous. I can't imagine how congested and dangerous the intersection of S. Lincoln and Kenyon
will become with as many as 500 cars or more in one city block.

Additionally, I wish to encourage home-ownership in our neighborhood, not more rental units. I'm sure
that you are aware that homeowners tend to invest more in both their neighborhood and communities
than renters do. Home oewners help create safer and more beautiful neighborhoods. When there are
many rentals in a neighborhood, property values suffer. Furthermore, studies have suggested that crime
rates escalate in areas with more rental properties.

http:/www.equotient.net/papers/rental.pdf

There are many children in our neighborhbod and I wish our streets to stay safe for them and all of our
residents, both in terms of traffic and crime. And, I wish to maintain property values and increase them,
not sink them. I am certain that I am not alone in these concerns. [ hope as my City Council

1



representative, you are fighting on our behalf to prevent this risky decision for our neighborhood.
Thank you,

Anisa Schell

3650 S. Grant Street
Englewood, CO 80113
303-286-6777
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Alta Cherry Hills
Englewood, Colorado

Traffic Impact Study
. INTRODUCTION
A. Project Overview

Wood Partners is proposing to redevelop the Flood Middle School site with a 350 unit multi-
family residential apartment complex to be known as Alta Cherry Hills. The site is comprised of
two parcels totaling approximately 4.5 acres. The west parcel contains approximately 3.0 acres
and is bounded on the north by US 285, on the east by South Lincoln Street, on the south by
East Kenyon Avenue and on the west by South Broadway. The east parcel contains
approximately 1.5 acres and is bounded on the north by existing residential properties, on the
east by South Sherman Street, on the south by East Kenyon Avenue and on the west by South
Lincoln Street. The subject property lies within the jurisdictional limits of the City of Englewood,
Colorado and is currently zoned MU-R-3-B and R-2-B. The developers are currently in the
process of rezoning the property to PUD in order to accommodate the proposed multi-family
development. Direct vehicular access to each parcel-ef-the subject property will be via proposed
driveway intersections on South Lincoln Street north of East Kenyon Avenue. Off-street parking
for the development will be provided by parking structures internal to the site for each parcel.

The location of the subject property is graphically depicted in Figure A-1. Figure A-2 graphically
depicts a conceptual site plan for the property and provides the basis for conducting the traffic
impact study.

B. Purpose of Study

The purpose of this study is to evaluate and provide recommendations to mitigate the impact of
the vehicular trips projected to be generated by the proposed development on the adjacent
roadway system. The study includes 2015 “Short Range” (year of anticipated buildout) and 2030
“Long Range” analysis horizons.

This study was performed in accordance with City of Englewood criteria for preparing traffic
impact studies. .

C. Study Area
The study area encompasses the existing roadway system in the vicinity of the project site.
Specifically, the following roadway segments and intersections are evaluated:

Study Area Roadways:

South Broadway between East Kenyon Avenue and US 285

East Kenyon Avenue between South Broadway and South Logan Street
South Lincoln Street north of East Kenyon Avenue

South Sherman Street between East Kenyon Avenue and US 285
South Logan Street between East Kenyon Avenue and US 285

US 285 between South Logan Street and South Sherman Street

Study Area Intersections:

East Kenyon Avenue/South Broadway

East Kenyon Avenue/South Lincoln Street
East Kenyon Avenue/South Sherman Street
East Kenyon Avenue/South Logan Street
US 285/South Logan Street

US 285/South Sherman Street

US 285 Westbound Ramps/South Broadway
US 285 Eastbound Ramps/South Broadway

Page 1 of 11 .HARR_IS'KOCHER ‘SMITH
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Alta Cherry Hills
Englewood, Colorado
Traffic Impact Study

. EXISTING CONDITIONS

A. Existing Traffic Volumes
Existing (2012) peak hour intersection turning movement traffic volume counts were collected"
for this study at the following intersections in May of 2012:

East Kenyon Avenue/South Broadway

East Kenyon Avenue/South Lincoln Street
East Kenyon Avenue/South Sherman Street
East Kenyon Avenue/South Logan Street
US 285/South Logan Street

US 285/South Sherman Street

US 285 Westbound Ramps/South Broadway
US 285 Eastbound Ramps/South Broadway

Existing 24-hour directional traffic volume counts were collected for this study at the following
locations in 2012:

East Kenyon Avenue east of South Broadway (May 2012)
South Logan Street north of East Kenyon Avenue (May 2012)
South Broadway north of East Kenyon Avenue (July 2012)
US 285 east of South Logan Street (July 2012)

A summary of the existing (2012) peak hour intersection turning movement traffic volume counts
and 24-hour directional traffic volume counts are graphically illustrated in Figure A-3. Detailed
traffic volume count data is provided in Appendix “B”. -

B. Existing Roadway System

The existing transportation network in the vicinity of the subject property is graphically illustrated
in Figure A-1. There are no planned major roadway improvements in the area for the
foreseeable future that would alter the existing roadway network. The following narrative
provides a description of the study area roadways and associated intersections:

Study Area Roadways: .

e South Broadway — Broadway is a principal north-south transportation link serving the
Denver area between downtown Denver and Highlands Ranch. In the vicinity of the
study area South Broadway is a four-lane major arterial roadway providing north-south
connectivity and direct access to adjacent properties. The roadway section consists of
two travel lanes in each direction with a raised center median, on-street parking and
attached sidewalks. The posted speed limit is 35mph south of East Kenyon Avenue and
30mph north of East. Kenyon Avenue.

e FEast Kenyon Avenue — East Kenyon Avenue between South Broadway and South
Logan Street is an east-west two-lane collector roadway providing direct property access
and connectivity to adjacent transportation corridors. The roadway section consists of
one travel lane in each direction with on-street parking and attached sidewalks. The
posted speed limit is 30mph.

e South Lincoln Street — South Lincoln Street north of East Kenyon Avenue is a north-
south two-lane local roadway providing direct access to the abutting residential
properties. The roadway section consists of one travel lane in each direction with on-
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Alta Cherry Hills
Englewood, Colorado
Traffic Impact Study

street parking and attached sidewalks. The roadway terminates in a cul-de-sac on the
north end. The posted speed limit is 30mph.

South Sherman Street — South Sherman Street between East Kenyon Avenue and US
285 is a north-south two-lane local roadway providing direct access to the abutting
residential properties as well as access to US 285. The roadway section consists of one
travel lane in each direction with on-street parking and attached sidewalks. The posted
speed limit is 30mph.

South Logan Street — South Logan Street between East Kenyon Avenue and US 285 is
a north-south two-lane major collector roadway providing direct access to the abutting
residential properties as well as north-south connectivity to the surrounding
neighborhoods. The roadway section consists of one travel lane in the northbound
direction, two travel lanes in the southbound direction (the outside southbound lane
becomes an exclusive right turn lane and ends at East Kenyon Avenue) and attached
sidewalks. There is no on-street parking in this segment. The posted speed limit is
30mph.

US 285 — US 285 is a US highway under the jurisdiction of the Colorado Department of
Transportation (CDOT). The City of Englewood operates the traffic signals on US 285
within the city limits for CDOT. US 285 serves as a principal transportation corridor for
the southern Denver Metropolitan Area. Between South Logan Street and South
Sherman Street US 285 is classified by CDOT as a category “B” Non-Rural Arterial (NR-
B). The roadway section consists of three travel lanes in each direction with a raised
center median and attached sidewalks. The posted speed limit is 35mph.

Study Area Intersections:

East Kenyon Avenue/South Broadway — The East Kenyon Avenue South Broadway
intersection is a four-legged intersection under traffic signal control with a 120 second
cycle length during the peak hours. The east leg of the intersection has one shared left
turn/through/right turn lane on the westbound approach and one eastbound departure
lane. The west leg of the intersection has one shared left turn/through/right turn lane on
the eastbound approach and one westbound departure lane. The north leg of the
intersection has one shared through/right turn lane, one through lane and one left turn
lane with permitted phasing on the southbound approach and two northbound departure
lanes. The south leg of the intersection has one shared through/right turn lane, one
through lane and one left turn lane with permitted phasing on the northbound approach
and two southbound departure lanes.

East Kenyon Avenue/South Lincoln Street — The East Kenyon Avenue/South Lincoin
Street intersection is a four-legged intersection with stop sign control on the northbound
and southbound approaches. The east leg of the intersection has one shared left
turn/through/right turn lane on the westbound approach and one eastbound departure
lane. The west leg of the intersection has one shared left turn/through/right turn lane on
the eastbound approach and one westbound departure lane. The north leg of the
intersection has one shared left turn/through/right turn lane on the southbound approach
and one northbound departure lane. The south leg of the intersection has one shared left
turn/through/right turn lane on the northbound approach and one southbound departure
lane.

East Kenyon Avenue/South Sherman Street — The East Kenyon Avenue/South Sherman
Street intersection is a four-legged intersection with all-way stop sign control. The east
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leg of the intersection has one shared left turn/through/right turn lane on the westbound
approach and one eastbound departure lane. The west leg of the intersection has one
shared left turn/through/right turn lane on the eastbound approach and one westbound
departure lane. The north leg of the intersection has one shared left turn/through/right
turn lane on the southbound approach and one northbound departure lane. The south
leg of the intersection has one shared left turn/through/right turn lane on the northbound
approach and one southbound departure lane.

e East Kenyon Avenue/South Logan Street — The East Kenyon Avenue/South Logan
Street intersection is a four-legged intersection with stop sign control on the eastbound
and westbound approaches. The east leg of the intersection is a gravel driveway and
has one shared left turn/through/right turn lane on the westbound approach and one
eastbound departure lane. The west leg of the intersection has one shared left
turn/through/right turn lane on the eastbound approach and one westbound departure
lane. The north leg of the intersection has one shared left turn/through lane and one right
turn lane on the southbound approach and one northbound departure lane. The south
leg of the intersection has one shared left turn/through/right turn lane on the northbound
approach and one southbound departure lane.

e US 285/South Logan Street — The US 285/South Logan Street intersection is a four-
legged intersection under traffic signal control with a 120 second cycle length during the
peak hours. The east leg of the intersection has a channelized free right turn lane, three
through lanes and one protected/permitted left turn lane on the westbound approach and
three eastbound departure lanes. The west leg of the intersection has a channelized free
right turn lane, three through lanes and one protected/permitted left turn lane on the
eastbound approach and three westbound departure lanes. The north leg of the
intersection has a channelized free right turn lane, two through lanes and one
protected/permitted left turn lane on the southbound approach and one northbound
departure lane. The south leg of the intersection has a channelized free right turn lane,
one through lane and one protected/permitted left turn lane on the northbound approach
and two southbound departure lanes. _

e US 285/South Sherman Street — The US 285/South Sherman Street intersection is a
four-legged intersection under traffic signal control with a 120 second cycle length during
the peak hours. The east leg of the intersection has one shared through/right turn lane
and two through lanes on the westbound approach and three eastbound departure
lanes. The west leg of the intersection one shared through/right turn lane, two through
lanes and one protected/permitted left turn lane on the eastbound approach and three
westbound departure lanes. The north leg of the intersection has one shared left
turn/through/right turn lane on the southbound approach and one northbound departure
lane. The south leg of the intersection has one shared left turn/through/right turn lane on
the northbound approach and one southbound departure lane.

e US 285 Westbound Ramps/South Broadway — The US 285 Westbound Ramps/South
Broadway intersection is a typical diamond interchange ramp terminus at an arterial
roadway. The intersection is under traffic signal control with a 120 second cycle length
during the peak hours. The east leg of the intersection has one left turn lane and one
shared through/right turn lane on the westbound approach. The west leg of the
intersection has two westbound departure lanes. The north leg of the intersection has
two through lanes and one right turn lane on the southbound approach and two
northbound departure lanes. The south leg of the intersection has one left turn lane and
two through lanes on the northbound approach and two southbound departure lanes.
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e US 285 Eastbound Ramps/South Broadway — The US 285 Eastbound Ramps/South
Broadway intersection is a typical diamond interchange ramp terminus at an arterial
roadway. The intersection is under traffic signal control with a 120 second cycle length
during the peak hours. The east leg of the intersection has one eastbound departure
lane. The west leg of the intersection has dual left turn lanes and a shared through/right
turn lane on the eastbound approach. The north leg of the intersection has one left turn
lane and two through lanes on the southbound approach and two northbound departure
lanes. The south leg of the intersection has two through lanes and one right turn lane on
the northbound approach and two southbound departure lanes.

. BACKGROUND TRAFFIC

A. Background Traffic Volumes
Background fraffic forecasts for the 2015 and 2030 analysis horizons were developed for this
study utilizing the traffic volume counts collected and the following assumptions:

s Traffic volume growth rates for South Broadway, East Kenyon Avenue, South Lincoin
Street, South Sherman Street and South Logan Street are assumed to be 0.5%
annually This is due to the area being mature and largely builtout. Traffic growth for the
minor streets would come through redevelopment in the surrounding neighborhood to
higher density residential land uses. Traffic growth on' South Broadway will come from
regional growth.

o Traffic volume growth for US 285 in the vicinity of the study area was taken from the -
CDOT ftraffic statistics data base (detailed excerpt for this segment of US 285 is included
in Appendix “B”). For this segment of US 285 the CDOT 20 growth factor is projected to
be 1.22 and the AADT in 2011 was 55,000vpd.

e Peak hour distribution of approach traffic (left turn, through, right turn) will remain
constant through the 2030 analysis horizon.

Figures A-4 and A-5 graphlcally illustrate the pro;ected background traffic volumes for the 2015
and 2030 analysis horizons, respectively.

B. Background Traffic Operational Analysis

In order to establish a base condition in which to evaluate the impact of the traffic generated by
the proposed Alta Cherry Hills development on the study area intersections, peak hour capacity
analyses were performed for the 2012 existing and the 2015 and 2030 analysis horizons
projected background traffic conditions. These analyses utilize the methodologies contained in
the Highway Capacity Manual 2000 employing Synchro 6.0 software and result in a qualitative
measure of the operational characteristics of the intersection described by a letter designation
ranging from “A” to “F” known as “Level of Service” (LOS). LOS “A” represents ideal free flow
operating conditions, whereas LOS “F’ represents excessive congestion and delay.
Unsignalized intersection capacity analysis reports a LOS designation for each impeded
intersection movement. Signalized intersection capacity analysis reports the overall LOS
designation for the intersection as well as for each lane group. LOS “D” is considered the
minimum acceptable standard of operation. The following study area intersections were
analyzed for the 2012 existing and the 2015 and 2030 analysis horizons background traffic
conditions:

East Kenyon Avenue/South Broadway

East Kenyon Avenue/South Lincoln Street
East Kenyon Avenue/South Sherman Street
East Kenyon Avenue/South Logan Street
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e US 285/South Logan Street
e US 285/South Sherman Street
e US 285 Westbound Ramps/South Broadway
e US 285 Eastbound Ramps/South Broadway

The results of these background traffic operational analyses are summarized graphically for the
2012 existing and 2015 and 2030 analysis horizons.in Figures A-6, A-7 and A-8, respectively. A
summary of the results of the intersection capacity analyses is provided in Table 1 (located at
the end of the report) and detailed Synchro 6.0 software intersection capacity analysis reports
are provided in Appendix “C’.

IV. PROJECT DEVELOPMENT

A. Trip Generation

Trip generation projections for the Alta Harvest Station development proposed apartment land
use in this study were estimated utilizing the publication, Trip Generation, 8" Edition, Institute of
Transportation Engineers. Estimates of total daily traffic volume and a.m. and p.m. peak hour
traffic volumes were calculated. Trip generation reductions due to pass-by trips, internal trips,
transit, or transportation demand management were not considered. A summary of the results
of the site generated trip generation estimates are provided in Table 2.

Table 2
Trip Generation Summary

350
Apartments 220 Dwelling | 2245 176 36 | 140 | 211 138 | 73

Units

B. Trip Dlstrlbutlon

The distribution of the estimated project generated vehlcle trips for this study was established
based on the current and projected future traffic patterns on the surrounding transportation
system, efficiency of access to the principal transportation corridors serving the area, and the
potential trip origins/destinations for the proposed multi-family residential land use for the
subject property. Figure A-9 graphically illustrates the project generated trip distribution patterns
for the subject property.

C. Trip Assignment

The traffic volumes estimated to be generated by the Alta Cherry Hills development proposed
multi-family residential land use were assigned to the study area roadways and intersections
utilizing the trip distribution analysis described above. Figure A-10 graphically illustrates the site
generated traffic assignment for the subject property. Appendix “D” provides detailed trip
distribution and assignment calculation worksheets for each parcel of the subject property.

V. TOTAL TRAFFIC

Total traffic (background traffic + site generated traffic) forecasts for the 2015 and 2030 analysis
horizons were computed by combining the background traffic volumes for each analysis horizon
with the associated projected site generated traffic volumes. Figures A-11, A-12 graphically
illustrate the total traffic forecasts for each of the study area roadways and intersections for the
2015 and 2030 analysis horizons, respectively.
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VI. PROJECT ANALYSIS
A. Operational Analysis

In order to evaluate the impact of the proposed land use for the subject property on the study
area roadway system, peak hour intersection capacity analyses for total traffic conditions were
performed for the 2015 and 2030 analysis horizons at each of the study area intersections listed

below:

East Kenyon Avenue/South Broadway

East Kenyon Avenue/South Lincoln Street

East Kenyon Avenue/South Sherman Street

East Kenyon Avenue/South Logan Street

US 285/South Logan Street

US 285/South Sherman Street

US 285 Westbound Ramps/South Broadway

US 285 Eastbound Ramps/South Broadway

South Lincoln Street/Proposed West Building Access Drive
South Lincoln Street/Proposed East Building Access Drive

Al signalized intersections were analyzed utilizing their current individual peak hour timing and
phasing plans as provided by the City of Englewood.

A narrative of the summary of these analyses and comparison to background traffic conditions
for the 2015 and 2030 analysis horizons is provided below. The results of these total traffic
operational analyses are summarized graphically for the 2015 and 2030 analysis horizons in
Figures A-13 and A-14, respectively. A summary of the results of the intersection capacity
analyses is provided in Table 1 and detailed Synchro 6.0 software intersection capacity analysis
reports are provided in Appendix “C”.

Study Area Intersections:

East Kenyon Avenue/South Broadway — The East Kenyon Avenue/South Broadway
intersection is anticipated to operate at acceptable levels of service (LOS “D” or better)
during the a.m. and p.m. peak hour periods under either background traffic or total traffic
conditions for both the 2015 and 2030 analysis horizons under traffic signal control.

East Kenyon Avenue/South Lincoln Street — The East Kenyon Avenue/South Lincoln
Street intersection is anticipated to operate at acceptable levels of service during the
a.m. and p.m. peak hour periods under either background traffic or total traffic conditions
for both the 2015 and 2030 analysis horizons with the existing two-way stop sign control
on the South Lincoln Street approaches.

East Kenyon Avenue/South Sherman Street — The East Kenyon Avenue/South Sherman
Street intersection is anticipated to operate at acceptable levels of service during the
a.m. and p.m. peak hour periods under either background traffic or total traffic conditions
for both the 2015 and 2030 analysis horizons with the existing all-way stop sign control.

East Kenyon Avenue/South Logan Street — The East Kenyon Avenue/South Logan
Street intersection is anticipated to operate at acceptable levels of service during the
a.m. and p.m. peak hour periods under either background traffic or total traffic conditions
for both the 2015 and 2030 analysis horizons with the existing two-way stop sign control
on the East Kenyon Avenue approaches.
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US 285/South Logan Street — The US 285/South Logan Street intersection experiences
severe congestion during the a.m. and p.m. peak hour periods due to the very high east
west through traffic volumes. As traffic volumes increase, as they are projected to do,
the operation of this intersection is projected to continue to deteriorate.

2015 Analysis Horizon - It is anticipated that the overall intersection will operate at
acceptable levels of service (LOS “D” or better) during the a.m. and p.m. peak hour
periods under either background traffic or total traffic conditions for the 2015 analysis
horizon. The northbound through/right turn and southbound left turn and through
movements during the a.m. and p.m. peak hours are anticipated to operate at LOS “E”
or worse under either background traffic or total traffic conditions.

2030 Analysis Horizon - It is anticipated that the overall intersection will operate at a
level of service “E” during the a.m. and p.m. peak hour periods under either background
traffic or total traffic conditions for the 2030 analysis horizon. Virtually all traffic
movements experience severe congestion and failing levels of service during at least
one of the peak hour periods.

US 285/South Sherman Street — The US 285/South Sherman Street intersection is
anticipated to operate at acceptable levels of service (LOS “D” or better) during the a.m.
and p.m. peak hour periods under either background traffic or total traffic conditions for
both the 2015 and 2030 analysis horizons under traffic signal control. Even though this
intersection is only approximately 650 feet from the US 285/South Logan Street
intersection the lack of a westbound left turn, no protected northbound or southbound left
turn phasing, and very low minor street and turning volumes allow adequate green time
to be allotted to the east/west through traffic to maintain adequate levels of service.

US 285 Westbound Ramps/South Broadway — The US 285 Westbound Ramps/South
Broadway intersection is anticipated to operate at acceptable levels of service (LOS “D”
or better) during the a.m. and p.m. peak hour periods under either background traffic or
total traffic conditions for both the 2015 and 2030 analysis horizons under traffic signal
control.

US 285 Eastbound Ramps/South Broadway — The US 285 Eastbound Ramps/South
Broadway intersection is anticipated to operate at acceptable levels of service (LOS “D”
or better) during the a.m. and p.m. peak hour periods under either background traffic or
total traffic conditions for both the 2015 and 2030 analysis horizons under traffic signal
control.

South Lincoln Street/Proposed West Building Access Drive — The proposed West
Building Access Drive intersection with South Lincoln Street will be a three legged
intersection with stop sign control on the eastbound approach. The west leg of the
intersection will consist of one eastbound shared left turn/right turn lane and one
westbound departure lane. The north leg of the intersection will consist of one shared
southbound through/right turn lane and one northbound departure lane. The south leg of
the intersection will consist of one shared left turn/through lane and one southbound
departure lane. The proposed intersection is anticipated to operate at acceptable levels
of service during the a.m. and p.m. peak hour periods under total traffic conditions for
both the 2015 and 2030 analysis horizons with stop sign control on the eastbound
approach.
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South Lincoln Street/Proposed East Building Access Drive — The proposed East Building
Access Drive intersection with South Lincoln Street will be a three legged intersection
with stop sign control on the westbound approach. The east leg of the intersection will
consist of one westbound shared left turn/right turn lane and one eastbound departure
lane. The north leg of the intersection will consist of one shared southbound left
turn/through lane and one northbound departure lane. The south leg of the intersection
will consist of one shared through/right turn lane and one southbound departure lane.
The proposed intersection is anticipated to operate at acceptable levels of service during
the a.m. and p.m. peak hour periods under total traffic conditions for both the 2015 and
2030 analysis horizons with stop sign control on the eastbound approach.

Auxiliary Lane/Queuing Analysis

An-analysis of the East Kenyon Avenue/South Broadway and the US 285/South Logan Street
intersections were conducted to evaluate the adequacy of the existing intersection approach
auxiliary lanes. This analysis is based on AASHTO and CDOT State Highway Access Code
criteria and the 2030 analysis horizon total traffic volumes and verified against a Poisson
analysis for a 95 percentile queue. The design vehicle length is taken to be 25 feet. A summary
of the results of this analysis is as follows:

East Kenyon Avenue/South Broadway intersection Westbound Intersection Approach —
The projected 2030 analysis horizon peak hour total traffic volumes for the westbound
intersection approach is 157vph during the a.m. peak hour and 118vph during the p.m.
peak hour. Based on these volumes and the modeled traffic signal timing the expected
queue length on the westbound intersection approach will be approximately 200 feet
during the a.m. peak hour and 150 feet during the p.m. peak hour.

East Kenyon Avenue/South Broadway intersection Southbound Left Turn — The
projected 2030 analysis horizon peak hour total traffic volumes for the southbound left
turn is 21vph during the a.m. peak hour and 74vph during the p.m. peak hour. Based on
these volumes and the modeled traffic signal timing with permitted only left turns
(permitted only left turns assumes that the effective green time is the yellow plus all red
interval only) the expected queue length for the southbound left turn will be
approximately 50 feet during the a.m. peak hour and 125 feet during the p.m. peak hour.
The actual vehicle storage provided is approximately 150 feet. Therefore, the existing
southbound left turn lane should be adequate to accommodate the projected
southbound left turn volume through the 2030 analysis horizon.

East Kenyon Avenue/South Broadway intersection Northbound Left Turn — The
projected 2030 analysis horizon peak hour total traffic volumes for the northbound left
turn is 127vph during the a.m. peak hour and 72vph during the p.m. peak hour. Based
on these volumes and the modeled traffic signal timing with permitted only left turns the
expected queue length for the northbound left turn will be approximately 200 feet during
the a.m. peak hour and 150 feet during the p.m. peak hour. The actual vehicle storage
provided is approximately 200 feet. Therefore, the existing northbound left turn lane
should be adequate to accommodate the projected northbound left turn volume through
the 2030 analysis horizon.

US 285/South Logan Street intersection Westbound Left Turn — The projected 2030
analysis horizon peak hour total traffic volumes for the westbound left turn is 55vph
during the a.m. peak hour and 112vph during the p.m. peak hour. Based on these
volumes and the modeled traffic signal timing the expected queue length for the
westbound left turn will be approxnmately 100 feet during the a.m. peak hour and 175
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feet during the p.m. peak hour. The actual vehicle storage provided is approximately 175
feet. Therefore, the existing westbound left turn lane should be adequate to
accommodate the projected northbound ieft turn volume through the 2030 analysis
horizon.

e US 285/South Logan Street intersection Northbound Through/Right Turn Lane - The
projected 2030 analysis horizon peak hour total traffic volumes for the northbound
through/Right Turn lane is 441vph during the a.m. peak hour and 309vph during the p.m.
peak hour. Based on these volumes and the modeled traffic signal timing the expected
queue length for the northbound through lane will be approximately 550 feet during the
a.m. peak hour and 300 feet during the p.m. peak hour. These vehicle queues will
effectively block northbound left turn traffic from entering the left turn auxiliary lane and
the p.m. peak hour queue will extend south of the East Jefferson Drive intersection.

o US 285/South Logan Street intersection Northbound Left Turn Lane - The projected
2030 analysis horizon peak hour total traffic volumes for the northbound left turn lane is
141vph during the a.m. peak hour and 63vph during the p.m. peak hour. Based on these
volumes and the modeled traffic signal timing the expected queue length for the
northbound left turn lane will be approximately 225 feet during the a.m. peak hour and
75 feet during the p.m. peak hour. The actual vehicle storage provided is approximately
160 feet. Therefore, the existing northbound left turn lane will be inadequate to
accommodate the projected 2030 analysis horizon northbound left turn volume.

VIL. SUMMARYICONCLUSIONS

Wood Partners is proposing to redevelop the Flood Middie School site with a 350 unit multi-
family residential apartment complex to be known as Alta Cherry Hills. The site is comprised of
two parcels totaling approximately 4.5 acres. The subject property lies within the jurisdictional
limits of the City of Englewood, Colorado and is currently zoned MU-R-3-B and R-2-B. The
developers are currently~in the process of rezoning the property to PUD in order to
accommodate the proposed multi-family development. Direct vehicular access to each parcel of
the subject property will be via proposed driveway intersections on South Lincoln Street north of
East Kenyon Avenue. Off-street parking for the development will be provided by parking
structures internal to the site for each parcel.

The 350 unit apartment complex is projected to generate approximately 2,245 daily vehicle trips
of which approximately 176 will be generated during the a.m. peak hour and approximately 211
will be generated during the p.m. peak hour. ‘

Based on the results of the analyses performed herein, the proposed Alta Cherry Hills
development can be accommodated by the study area roadways and intersections in their
current configurations without modification without creating significant impacts to the study area
roadways through the 2030 analysis horizon.
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BY AUTHORITY

ORDINANCE NO. COUNCIL BILL NO. 58
SERIES OF 2012 INTRODUCED BY COUNCIL
MEMBER
ABILL FOR

AN ORDINANCE APPROVING THE FLOOD MS PLANNED UNIT DEVELOPMENT (PUD),
BY BARBURY HOLDINGS, LLC LOCATED AT THE NORTHEAST CORNER OF SOUTH
BROADWAY AND KENYON AVENUE ALSO KNOWN AS 3695 SOUTH LINCOLN
STREET, IN THE CITY OF ENGLEWOOD, COLORADO.

WHEREAS, Englewood School District #1 are the owners of the property at the Northeast
corner of South Broadway and Kenyon Avenue, also known as 3695 South Lincoln Street,
Englewood, Colorado; and

WHEREAS, the former Flood Middle School site cons1sts of two parcels totalmg 4.56 acres;
and

WHEREAS, this property is the former Flood Middle School site and has been vacant since
2007; and

WHEREAS, the Englewood School District issued a request for proposals to redevelop the
Flood Middle School property however, no v1ab1e development proposals has come forward except
for Barbury PUD application; and

WHEREAS, in 2011 Barbury Holdings, LLC submitted a proposal to purchase the property and
proposed development of the property to include a 350 maximum residential apartment units
contained within two buildings, a multi-level parking structure which would be accessed off of
South Lincoln Street, several courtyards, perimeter landscaping, and minimum 5 foot wide
sidewalks, and all new and existing utilities within the property and abutting Right-of-Way would
be placed underground; and

WHEREAS, the former Flood Middle School site existing Zone Districts are MU-R-3-B, MU-
B-1, and R-2-B, all of which include multi-unit dwellings as permitted uses; and

WHEREAS, Barbury Holdings, LLC submitted an application to rezone the property to a
Planned Unit Development (PUD) because the existing zoning designation would not
accommodate the proposed development; and

WHEREAS, a traffic impact study for the proposed Flood MS PUD showed an increase in
overall traffic volume; however, the study concluded that the development can be accommodated
by the existing area roadways and intersections without modification and without creating
significant impacts to the area through 2030; and



WHEREAS, the Englewood Public Works Traffic Division and the Colorado Department of
Transportation both concurred with the traffic impact study findings; and

WHEREAS, the proposed Flood MS Planned Unit Development will exceed the development
quality standards required by the Englewood Unified Development Code for residential
development; and

WHEREAS, the property cannot be developed, or no reasonable economic use of the property
can be achieved, under the existing zoning, even through the use of conditional uses or a
reasonable number of Zoning Variances or Administrative Adjustments; and

WHEREAS, the Planning and Zoning Commission held Public Hearing on September 18, 2012;
and

‘WHEREAS, the Planning and Zoning Commission made the following findings:

1. The proposed rezoning is conswtent with the Comprehensive Plan and the Unified
Development Code.

2. The application is consistent with adopted and generally accepted standards of
development in the City.

3. The application is consistent with the goals, objectives, design guidelines, policies
and other ordinances, laws, or requirements of the City.

4. The resulting rezoned property will not have a significant negative impact on those

properties surrounding the rezoned area and that the general public health, safety
and welfare of the community are protected; and

WHEREAS, the Planning and Zoning Commission recommends approval of the Flood MS
Planned Unit Development with the following conditions:

L. The maximum number of allowed units shall be 310.

2. A minimum 20% of the property shall be landscaped.

3 The Park Dedication Fee-in-lie shall not be reduced from the City Council adopted
fee of $20,000 per required acre as required by the Unified Development Code.

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

Section 1. The Flood MS Planned Unit Development (PUD), for property located at the
northeast corner of South Broadway and Kenyon Avenue, in the City of Englewood, Colorado,
attached hereto as Exhibit A, is hereby approved with the conditions noted above.

Introduced, read in full, and passed on first reading on the Sth day of November, 2012.

Published by Title as a Bill for an Ordinance in the City’s official newspaper on the 9th day of
November, 2012.



Published as a Bill for an Ordinance on the City’s official website beginning on the 7th day of
November, 2012 for thirty (30) days.

Randy P. Penn, Mayor
ATTEST:

Loucrishia A. Ellis, City Clerk

1, 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 5th day of November, 2012.

Loucrishia A. Ellis
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FLOOD MS PLANNED UNIT DEVELOPMENT

ENGLEWOOD, COLORADO

EXHIBIT A

VICINITY MAP NOT TO SCALE PROJECT BACKGROUND CONTACT LIST SIGNATURE BLOCKS
- THIS PROJECT AT 3650 8, BROADWAY IS COMPRISED OF 2 PARCELS (PARGEL LD #2077-03-1-08-004 & OWNER: : APPLICANT: APPROVED FOR ENGLEWOOD SCHOOL DISTRICT
#0077-03-1-09-006) TOTALING APPROXIMATELY 4.6 ACRES, THE FIRST (WEST) PARGEL (KNOWN HEREIN ENGLEWOOD SCHOOL DISTRICT #1 BARBURY HOLDINGS, LLG
—d AS PARCEL 01) IS LOCATED AT THE NORTHEAST CORNER OF S. BROADWAY AND E. KENYON. THE ATTN: BRIAN EWERT ATTN: EDWARD BARSOCCHI -
NORTH SECOND (EAST) PARCEL (KNOWN HEREIN AS PARCEL 02) IS LOCATED DIRECTLY EAST OF THE WEST 4101 SOUTH BANNOCK STREET * 4725 SOUTH MONACO ROAD, SUITE. 205 SIGNATURE DATE
PARGEL AT THE NORTHEAST CORNER OF 5. LINCOLN AND E. KENYON. PRESENTLY THE WEST PARCEL ENGLEWOOD, GOLORADO 80110 DENVER, COLORADO 80237
CONTAINS, THE NOW CLOSED, FLOOD MIDDLE SCHOOL WHICH WILL BE DEMOLISHED AS A PART OF 303.761,7050 303.827.9670 STATE OF COLORADO
THIS PROPOSED DEVELOPMENT. THE EAST PARCEL IS VACANT. THE CURRENT ZONING OF THEWEST BRIAN_EWERT@ENGLEWOODK12C0US EBARSOCCHI@BARSOCCH!,COM COUNTYOF_______
PARCEL IS MU-R-3-B WITH THE NORTHERNMOST MOST PORTION BEING ZONED MU-B-1, THE WEST THE FOREGOING INSTRUMENT WAS ACKNOWLEDGED BEFORE ME THIS
I ELJEF[ERSON (HAMPDEN BYPASS HALF OF THE EAST PARCEL IS MU-R-3-B AND THE EAST HALF OF THE EAST PARCEL ZONED R-2-B. THIS * PLANNER/APPLICANT REPRESENTATIVE: ARCHITECT: DAYOF______ AD,20_ BY i (A8
. PUD WILL BRING ALL PARCELS UNDER THE SAME ZONING DESIGNATION AS OUTLINED WITHIN THIS NORRIS DESIGN PBA OF
g E PUD DOCUMENT. THE PLANNED UNIT DEVELOPMENT WILL BE PROCESSED PURSUANT TO THE ATTN: WENDI BIRCHLER ATTN: ROBERT MILLER
g APPLICABLE CITY REGULATIONS. 1101 BANNOCK STREET 1633 YORK STREET MY COMMISSION EXPIRES
2 DENVER, COLORADO 80204 DENVER, COLORADO 80206 :
% ] 303.802.1166 303.592.2004 T
CONSTRUCTION/PHASING PLAN . WBIRCHLER@NORRIS-DESIGN.COM RMILLER@PTBARC.COM
E INITIAL DEMOLITION OF THE EXISTING BUILDINGS ON-SITE SHALL TAKE APPROXIMATELY 3 MONTHS, . , CIVIL ENGINEER: TRAFFIC ENGINEER: ADDRESS
i ONCE DEMOLITION IS COMPLETE NEW CONSTRUCTION SHALL TAKE APPROXIMATELY 22 MONTHS. IT HARRIS KOCHER SMITH HARRIS KOCHER SMITH
3 IS ANTICIPATED THAT THE FIRST RESIDENTIAL UNITS WILL BE READY FOR OCCUPANCY ' ATIN: BILLY HARRIS ATTN: MIKE KIBBEE
P ENGLEWOOD APPROXIMATELY 12 MONTHS AFTER NEW CONSTRUGTION BEGINS, 1391 SPEER BOULEVARD, SUITE 390 139 SPEER BOULEVARD, SUITE 390
\f' S gﬁ%‘é . DENVER, COLORADO 80204 DENVER, COLORADO 80204 _ .
303-623-6300 303-623-6300 ;
‘ l BHARRIS@HKSENG.COM MKIBBEE@HKSENG COM APPROVED FOR THE CITY OF ENGLEWOOD
PUD DEVELOPMENT SUMMARY PLANNING AND ZONING COMMISSION CHAIRPERSON . DATE
THE APPLICANT PROPOSES TO DEVELOP A MAXIMUM OF 350 RESIDENTIAL 'FOR-RENT APARTMENT .’ I
UNITS CONTAINED WITHIN TWO BUILDINGS DEVELOPED ON PARCEL 01 AND PARCEL 02, PARKING PLANNING AND ZONING COMMISSION RECORDING SECRETARY DATE
SHALL MOSTLY BE PROVIDED IN A PARKING STRUCTURE THAT WILL PREDOMINANTLY BE o .
' WRAPPED/SCREENED BY THE APARTMENT BUILDING. VEHICULAR AND BICYCLE PARKING SHALL BE " - S
PROVIDED BASED ON MINIMUM CITY CODE REQUIREMENTS, SEVERAL COURTYARD/AMENITY AREAS MAYOR OF ENGLEWOOD : DATE
LEGAL DESCRIPTION ARE INCORPORATED INTO THE DESIGN THAT WILL ALSO INCLUDE LANDSCAPING. )
. : - . ) : ATIESTED . .
LOTS 13 THROUGH 18, INCLUSIVE AND 28 THROUGH 38, INCLUSIVE, BLOCK 1, HIGGINS BROADWAY THE PROPOSED PROJECT ADDRESSES THE GITY'S 3-PART STRATEGY OUTLINED IN THE 2003 ; THE FOREGOING INSTRUMENT WAS ACKNOWLEDGED BEFOREMETHIS -
ADDITION, : ENGLEWOOD COMPREHENSIVE PLAN FOR GROWTH AND DEVELOPMENT IN THE GITY; REVITALIZATION, DAYOF________ AD,20__ BY AS
.COUNTY OF ARAPAHOE, STATE OF COLORADO; AND . REDEVELOPMENT AND REINVENTION, THE ABANDONED FLOOD MIDDLE SCHOOL CURRENTLY — OF . :
LOTS 20 THROUGH 25, BLOCK 1, HIGGINS BROADWAY ADDITION, OCCUPIES THIS SITE. THE PROPOSED PROJECT WILL REDEVELOP THIS SITE INTO A VIBRANT, HIGH
COUNTY OF ARAPAHOE, STATE OF COLORADO; AND QUALITY RESIDENTIAL COMMUNITY THAT FITS INTO THE EXISTING MIX OF USES THAT SURROUND THE
LOTS 10,11 AND 12, BLOCK 1, HIGGINS BROADWAY ADDITION, SITE THAT INGLUDE A MIX OF SINGLE FAMILY, DUPLEX AND MULTI-FAMILY RESIDENCES, AS WELLAS :
GOUNTY OF ARAPAHOE, STATE OF COLORADO; AND COMMERCIALIRETAIL USES, THIS PROJECT WILL REVITALIZE THIS ESTABLISHED NEIGHBORHOOD CITY CLERK

LOTS 6 THROUGH 9, INCLUSIVE AND 39 THROUGH 50, INCLUSIVE, BLOCK 1, HIGGINS BROADWAY
ADDITION, '
COUNTY OF ARAPAHOE, STATE OF COLORADO,

EXCEPT THAT PORTION CONVEYED TO THE CITY OF ENGLEWOOD IN DEED RECORDED JANUARY 24,
1958 IN BOOK 952 AT PAGE 79 AND THAT PORTION CONVEYED TO THE STATE DEPARTMENT HIGHWAYS,
DIVISION OF HIGHWAYS, STATE OF :

COLORADQ IN DEED RECORDED JULY 21,1970 IN BOOK 1875 AT PAGE 110.

TOGETHER WITH

LOT 30 AND THE SOUTH ONE HALF OF LOT 31, BLOCK 2, HIGGINS BROADWAY ADDITION,
COUNTY OF ARAPAHOE, STATE OF COLORADO; AND

LOTS 17 AND 18, BLOCK 2, HIGGINS BROADWAY ADDITION,

COUNTY OF ARAPAHOE, STATE OF COLORADO; AND

LOT 19 AND THE NORTH ONE HALF OF LOT 20, BLOCK 2, HIGGINS BROADWAY ADDITION,
COUNTY OF ARAPAHOE, STATE OF COLORADO; AND

THE NORTH ONE HALF OF LOT 31 AND ALL OF LOT 32, BLOCK 2, HIGGINS BROADWAY ADDITION,
COUNTY OF ARAPAHOE, STATE OF COLORADO; AND

LOTS 24 AND 25, BLOCK 2, HIGGINS BROADWAY ADDITION,

COUNTY OF ARAPAHOE, STATE OF COLORADO; AND o v
THE SOUTH ONE HALF OF LOT 20 AND ALL OF LOT 21, BLOCK 2, HIGGINS BROADWAY ADDITION,
COUNTY OF ARAPAHOE, STATE OF COLORADO; AND

LOTS 28 AND 28, BLOCK 2, HIGGINS BROADWAY ADDITION,

COUNTY OF ARAPAHOE, STATE OF COLORADO; AND

LOTS 33, 34 AND 35, BLOCK 2, HIGGINS BROADWAY ADDITION,

COUNTY OF ARAPAHOE, STATE OF COLORADO; AND

LOTS 26 AND 27, BLOCK 2, HIGGINS BROADWAY ADDITION,

COUNTY OF ARAPAHOE, STATE OF COLORADO; AND

LOTS 22 AND 23, BLOCK 2, HIGGINS BROADWAY ADDITION,

COUNTY OF ARAPAHOE, STATE OF COLORADO; AND

LOTS 15 AND 16, BLOCK 2, HIGGINS BROADWAY ADDITION,

COUNTY OF ARAPAHOE, STATE OF COLORADO,

EXCEPT THAT PORTION CONVEYED TO THE CITY OF ENGLEWOOD BY DEED RECORDED OCTOBER 21,
1864 IN BOOK 1554 AT PAGE 330,

CONTAINING A TOTAL AREA OF 198,804 SQUARE FEET OR 4.55 ACRES.

AREA AND PROVIDE A UNIQUE HOUSING OPTION FOR RESIDENTS IN THIS LOCATION. THIS PROJECT
TAKES ADVANTAGE OF EXISTING COMMUNITY INFRASTRUCTURE AND TRANSPORTATION OPTIONS
WHILE REINVESTING IN AN EXISTING ESTABLISHED NEIGHBORHOOD, THE ADDITIONAL RESIDENTS
WILL TAKE ADVANTAGE OF THE EXISTING RETALL IN THE NEIGHBORHOOD AND GENERATE TAX ¥
REVENUE THAT WILL BENEFIT PROGRAMS AND SERVICES PROVIDED BY THE CITY OF ENGLEWOOD.

+ SHEET INDEX
: COVER SHEET 01
DISTRICT PLAN 02
EXISTING SITE PLAN 03
PUD PLAN NOTES X PROPOSED SITE PLAN 04
1. THIS PROPERTY DOES NOT LIE WITHIN A 100-YEAR FLOODPLAIN, : Zggigggg EQWSEAQLAN - 32
2. ALLNEW AND EXISTING UTILITIES WITHIN THE PROPERTY AND ABUTTING RIGHT-OF-WAY SHALL |
PROPOSED LANDSCAPE PLAN 07
BE PLAGED UNDERGROUND. : CONCEPTUAL ARCHITECTURE 08
3, ALLCONCRETE WORK DONE IN THE PUBLIC RIGHT-OF-WAY SHALL BE IN CONFORMANCE WITH -

CONSTRUCTION STANDARDS AND CONCRETE SPECIFICATIONS FOR THE CITY OF ENGLEWOOD, - ;

COLORADO. !

4, ANY NEW FIRE HYDRANTS SHALL BE TO THE CITY OF ENGLEWOOD REQUIREMENTS. N

5. SUBDIVISION OF THE SITE SHALL BE COMPLETED UNDER SEPARATE DOCUMENT.
8. ALL STRUCTURES AND PROJECTIONS (UNLESS OTHERWISE NOTED WITHIN THIS PUD) SHALL BE

CONSTRUCTED WITHIN BUILDING ENVELOPES AND BUILDING HEIGHT LIMITS. i

7. THEDEVELOPER SHALL COMPLY WITH ALL APPLICABLE CITY CODES, REGULATIONS, AND

STANDARDS NOT SPECIFICALLY ADDRESSED WITHIN THIS PUD. i
8. IN THE EVENT OF A CONFLICT BETWEEN THE SPECIFIC PROVISIONS OF THIS PUD AND TITLE 16, .

THE SPECIFIC PROVISIONS OF THIS PUD SHALL CONTROL
9, THEEXISTING CITY DITCH MAY BE REALIGNED AS PART OF FUTURE DEVELOPMENT.
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ARCHITECTURAL CHARACTER

FLOOD MS PLANNED UNIT DEVELOPMENT

ENGLEWOOD, COLORADO

PUD DISTRICT PLAN DEVELOPMENT STANDARDS (CONT.)

THE ARCHITECTURAL CHARACTER OF THIS DEVELOPMENT SHALL BE URBAN IN CHARACTER ANDWILL
PROVIDE FOR A PEDESTRIAN SCALE ALONG THE STREET LEVEL. DESIGN SHALL INCLUDE THE
FOLLOWING;

a. AMINIMUM OF ONE 5' BUILDING PLANE CHANGE EVERY 45 LINEAR FEET. THIS MAY BE
ACCOMPLISHED IN A NUMBER OF WAYS INCLUDING RECESSED BALCONIES OR PORCHES, BUT
SHALL NOT INCLUDE CANTILEVERED BALCONIES OR PORCHES. PARKING GARAGES ARE
EXCLUDED FROM THIS BUILDING PLANE CHANGE REQUIREMENT.

b. AMINIMUM OF 3 DIFFERENT MATERIAL PATTERNS AND COLOR CHANGES SHALL BE
INCORPORATED INTO THE BUILDING DESIGN. IT IS ENCOURAGED THAT THESE MATERIALS
ARE DISTRIBUTED AS EVENLY AS POSS!BLE THROUGHOUT THE BUILDING DESIGN. AT LEAST
ONE ADDITIONAL COLOR AND/OR MATERIAL WILL BE USED TO DIFFERENTIATE IMPORTANT
ARCHITECTURAL ELEMENTS SUCH AS CORNERS, ENTRIES, AND COMMON USE AREAS.

c. AN AVERAGE OF 30% OF THE BUILDING FAGADE SHALL CONSIST OF MASONRY, WHICH MAY
INCLUDE BRICK, STONE, AND/OR CMU. NO ELEVATION FACING A PUBLIC STREET SHALL HAVE

. LESS THAN 20% MASONRY.

d. STUCCO, STONE, CMU, BRICK, CEMENTITIOUS {INCLUDING JAMES HARDIE & SIMILAR), AND
METAL SIDING ARE PERMISSIBLE BUILDING MATERIALS.

e. AT THE CORNER OF S. BROADWAY AND KENYON THE BUILDING FAGADE SHALL BE 80%
TRANSPARENT FOR A HEIGHT OF AT LEAST 20, ACTIVATING THE STREET WITH THE ACTIVITY
OF THE AMENITY AREAS WITHIN THE CLUBHOUSE.

f.  PREDOMINANT BUILDING ENTRIES SHALL BE CLEARLY DEFINED AND MAY CONSIST OF

ELEMENTS SUCH AS; CANOPIES, OVERHANGS, PEAKED ROOFS, ARCHES, AND/OR OUTDOOR

“AMENITIES {.E. BENCHES, BOLLARDS, PEDESTRIAN LIGHTS, AND SIMILAR).
g. ROOFS MAY BE SLOPED AND/OR FLAT WITH SLOPED ROOFS RANGING FROM A MINIMUM 4:12
TO A MAXIMUM OF 6:12.

FUTURE DEVELOPMENT SHALL INCORPORATE THE AFOREMENTIONED FEATURES TO CREATE

AESTHETICALLY PLEASING BUILDINGS THAT HAVE STRONG ARCHITECTURAL CHARACTER WITH HIGH
QUALITY FINISHES.

PUD DISTRICT PLAN DEVELOPMENT STANDARDS

A GENERAL REGULATIONS: UNLESS OTHERWISE PROVIDED FOR IN THIS PUD OR SUBSEQUENT
AMENDMENTS, THE PROVISIONS, STANDARDS, REGULATIONS AND PROCEDURES PERTINENT
TO AN APPLICATION FOR THE DEVELOPMENT OF LAND WITHIN THIS PUD ZONE DISTRICT SHALL
COMPLY WITH THE MU-R-3-B ZONE DISTRICT OF THE CITY OF ENGLEWOOD AND RELATED
ZONING REGULATIONS IN EFFECT AT THE TIME ANY FUTURE APPLICATION IS FILED WITH THE
CiTY.

B. PERMITTED LAND USES
4. MULT! UNIT DWELLING {INCLUDING ANCILLARY USES SUCH AS LEASING OFFICE, PRIVATE
RECREATION FACILITIES, ETC.)
2. SURFACEPARKING
3. PARKING GARAGE

ACCESSORY USE:
1. HOME OCCUPATION AS DEFINED IN THE UNIFIED DEVELOPMENT CODE {UDC)

PERMITTED ACCESSORY STRUCTURES:
1. POOL EQUIPMENT/MAINTENANCE BUILDING - 1 PERMITTED AT 250 SF EACH
2. TRELLIS - MAXIMUM 3 PERMITTED AT 250 SF EACH
3. GAZEBO - MAXIMUM 3 PERMITTED AT 250 SF EACH

C. UNUSTED USES
PROCEDURES FOR APPROVAL OF USES NOT LISTED IN THE ABOVE PERMITTED USES SHALL BE
GOVERNED BY TITLE 16 PROVISIONS FOR UNLISTED USES.

D. DEVELOPMENT STANDARDS
THE FOLLOWING STANDARDS APPLY TO PARCEL 01 AND PARCEL 02 UNLESS OTHERWISE
NOTED.
1. MAXIMUM BUILDING HEIGHT:
a. PARCELO1 - APPROXIMATELY 60' TO 78' ABOVE GRADE OF ADJACENT RIGHT-OF-WAY
{MAXIMUM U.S.G.S ELEVATION OF 5,416
b, PARCEL 02 - APPROXIMATELY 60’ TO 70' ABOVE GRADE OF ADJACENT RIGHT-OF-WAY
{MAXIMUM U.5.G.8 ELEVATION OF 5414}
c.  ANTENNAS, MECHANICAL EQUIPMENT, ELEVATOR PENTHOUSES, CHIMNEYS, AND
SIMILAR ARE EXCLUDED FROM THIS LIMITATION.

2. MAXIMUM PERMITTED RESIDENTIAL UNITS:
a. 76,75 DU/AC OR 350 UNITS (TOTAL COMBINED FOR PARCELS 01 & 02}
b. PROJECTED UNIT SCHEDULE:
- 1-BEDROOM - ~65%
- 2-BEDROOM-~30%
- 3-BEDROOM - 5%

* NOTE: UNIT SCHEDULE SUBJECT TO CHANGE BASED ON CURRENT MARKET
CONDITIONS AT TIME OF CONSTRUCTION. FINAL BREAKDOWN WILL BE
PROVIDED AT TIME OF BUILDING PERMIT.

PUD DISTRICT PLAN DEVELOPMENT STANDARDS (CONT.)

3. SETBACKS

[BUILDING (INCLUDES PARKING STRUCTURES) PARCEL 01 | PARCEL 02
FROM S. BROADWAY ROW 1] NA
FROM E. KENYON ROW 10 10

| FROM S, LINCOLN ROW g 5
FROM S. SHERMAN ROW : N/A 10
FROM NORTH BOUNDARY (PARCEL 01) 10 N/A

|_FROMNORTH BOUNDARY ADJACENT TO ALLEY NA 5
FROM NORTH BOUNDARY ADJACENT TO EXISTING RESIDENTIAL NA 10
FROM INTERNAL LOT LINE [ o

SURFACE PARKING PARCEL 01 | PARCEL 02

FROM BUILDINGS : .0 [
FROM PUBLIC ROW 5 5'

4. BULK STANDARDS: _

2. MAXIMUM LOT COVERAGE: PARGEL 01 - 75%, PARCEL 02- 80%

b. BUILD TOLINE- AT LEAST 33% OF THE BUILDING FRONTAGE ALONG S.
BROADWAY SHALL BE BUILT NO FURTHER BACK THAN 5 FROM THE PROPERTY
LINE.

¢ BUILD TO LINE - NO MORE THAN 33% OF BUILDING WILL BE SETBACK GREATER
THAN 25 FROM S, BROADWAY.

d. STANDARD BULK PLANE REQUIREMENTS AS DEFINED BY THE CITY OF
ENGLEWOOD SHALL ONLY APPLY TO THE EASTERN HALF OF THE NORTHERN
BOUNDARY OF PARCEL 02, WHERE THE BUILDING IS DIRECTLY ADJACENT TO
EXISTING RESIDENTIAL AND NOT THE PORTION OF THE NORTHERN BOUNDARY
THAT 18 DIRECTLY ADJACENT TO THE ALLEYWAY.

§. PARKING STANDARDS:
a. PARKING REQUIREMENTS SHALL BE MET PER CITY OF ENGLEWOOD -
REQUIREMENTS AS SPECIFIED IN SECTION 16-6-4 AND OUTLINED IN TABLE 16-6-4.1
"MINIMUM OFF-STREET PARKING REQUIREMENTS." B
b, ADEQUATE AREA FOR SNOW STORAGE SHALL BE PROVIDED ON-SITE AND SHALL
BE IDENTIFIED AT TIME OF BUILDING PERMIT.

8. SIGNAGE STANDARDS: 3
a. SIGNAGE STANDARDS SHALL MEET STANDARDS AS AMENDED FOR THE MU-B-1
ZONE DISTRICT WITH THE FOLLOWING EXCEPTION: o
aa, PROJECTING SIGNS ARE PERMITTED A MAXIMUM HEIGHT OF 50' ABOVE
GRADE.

7. LANDSCAPE STANDARDS:

a, ACOMPLETE LANDSCAPE PLAN SHALL BE PROVIDED AT TIME OF BUILDING
PERMIT.

b. 15% OF THE TOTAL COMBINED AREA OF PARCELS 01 & 02 }S REQUIRED FOR
PUBLIC AND/OR PRIVATE LANDSCAPE AREA. DUE TO ITS URBAN NATURE, UP TO
50% OF THE PROVIDED COURTYARDS/PLAZAS, ENHANCED PAVING WITHIN THE
STREETSCAPE ZONE, BUFFER LANDSCAPE ZONE, AND INTERIOR LANDSCAPE
ZONES 01 & 02 MAY COUNT TOWARDS THIS REQUIREMENT, THIS INCLUDES
IMPROVEMENTS MADE WITHIN THE ADJACENT PUBLIC RIGHTS-OF-WAY, BUT
EXCLUDES THE 5' SIDEWALKS ALONG, BROADWAY, KENYON, SHERMAN, AND
LINCOLN. A MINIMUM OF 50% OF THE REQUIRED LANDSCAPE SHALL BE LIVING
LANDSCAPE.

.- MINIMUM LANDSCAPE SIZE AND QUANTITIES SHALL BE PROVIDED PER CITY OF
ENGLEWOOD REQUIREMENTS.

8. PUBLIC LAND DEDICATIONS REQUIREMENTS:
a, PARKS, TRAILS, AND OPEN SPACE LAND DEDICATION SHALL BE DETERMINED BY
SEPARATE AGREEMENT.

9. SCREENING:

a. AMAXIMUM®' TALL, FULLY OPAQUE SCREEN WALL/FENCE MAY BE USED ON THE
NORTHERN BOUNDARY OF PARCEL 02 TO SCREEN BETWEEN EXISTING AND
PROPOSED USES. MATERIALS SHALL BE CONSISTENT WITH THE OVERALL
BUILDING DESIGN AND WILL BE DETERMINED AT TIME OF BUILDING PERMIT.
LANDSCAPE THAT INCLUDES A MIX OF DECIDUOUS AND EVERGREEN SHRUBS,
ORNAMENTAL GRASSES AND/OR PERENNIALS WILL BE INCORPORATED
ADJACENT TO THE FENCE WHERE ADEQUATE LANDSCAPE AREA |S PROVIDED.
{AREAS MORE THAN 5 AWAY FROM BUILDING FOUNDATION). QUANTITIES SHALL
BE PER CITY OF ENGLEWOOD REQUIREMENTS. ALL OTHERPROJECT AREAS
MUST MEET SCREENING STANDARDS AS REQUIRED BY THE CITY OF
ENGLEWOOD.

10. LIGHTING:
a. ALLON-SITE LIGHTING SHALL USE FULL CUT-OFF LIGHT FIXTURES AND NOT
EXCEED 0.6 FOOT CANDLES AT THE PROPERTY LINE.

11, MISC. ADDITIONAL STANDARDS: )
a, WASTE AND RECYCLE COLLECTION: ALL FACILITIES FOR WASTE AND RECYCLE
COLLECTION WILL BE INTERNAL TO THE BUILDING. NO FACILITIES WILL BE
VISIBLE FROM THE PUBLIC WAY OR ADJACENT PROPERTIES, NO STORAGE WILL
BE EXTERNAL TO THE BUILDING, EXCEPT FOR TEMPORARY STAGING DURING
WASTE AND RECYCLE REMOVAL TIMES.
b. SIDEWALKS SHALL BE A MINIMUM OF 5' IN WIDTH.

MODIFICATIONS

THE FOLLOWING MODIFICATION PROCEDURES ARE CONSISTENT WITH THE PUD MODIFICATION
PROCEDURES OF THE CITY OF ENGLEWOQD TITLE 16, ZONING REGULATIONS, AS MODIFIED
BELOW:

1. DISTRICT PLAN - THE TERMS, CONDITIONS, THE ADOPTED PUD DISTRICT PLAN AND
DOCUMENTS MAY BE CHANGED AND/OR AMENDED IN WHOLE OR IN PART AS FOLLOWS -

a. MINOR MODIFICATIONS TO THE PUD DISTRICT PLAN: THE CITY MANAGER OR HIS
DESIGNEE MAY APPROVE MINOR MODIFICATIONS IN THE LOCATION, SIZING, AND
HEIGHT OF STRUCTURES OR FACILITIES IF REQUIRED BY ENGINEERING OR
OTHER CIRCUMSTANCES NOT FORESEEN AT THE TIME THE PUD DISTRICT PLAN
WAS APPROVED . MINOR MODIFICATIONS SHALL NOT BE PERMITTED IF THE
MODIFICATION RESULTS IN ANY OF THE CIRCUMSTANCES LISTED IN E.2.a OF THIS
PUD.

b. MAJOR MODIFICATIONS TO THE PUD DISTRICT PLAN: MAJOR MODIFICATIONS MAY
BE MADE TO THE APPROVED PUD DISTRICT PLAN PURSUANT TO THE SAME
LIMITATIONS AND REQUIREMENTS BY WHICH SUCH PLANS AND DOCUMENTS
WERE ORIGINALLY APPROVED.

2. SITEPLAN-

a. MINOR MODIFICATIONS TO THE PUD SITE PLAN: THE CITY, THROUGH THE
DEVELOPMENT REVIEW TEAM, MAY AUTHORIZE MINOR DEVIATIONS FROM THE
PUD SITE PLAN WHEN SUCH DEVIATIONS APPEAR NECESSARY IN LIGHT OF
TECHNICAL OR ENGINEERING CONSIDERATIONS. MINOR DEVIATIONS SHALL NOT
BE PERMITTED IF ANY OF THE FOLLOWING CIRCUMSTANCES RESULT:

aa, ACHANGE IN THE CHARACTER OF THE DEVELOPMENT; OR

ab. ACHANGE IN THE PERMITTED LAND USES; OR

ac. ACHANGE IN THE GENERAL LOCATION OF LAND USES; OR

ad. AN INCREASE IN THE MAXIMUM HEIGHT OF ANY BUILDING OF MORE THAN
5%; OR

ae. AN [NCREASE IN THE NUMBER OF DWELLING UNITS, OR IN THE RATIO OF
THE GROSS FLOOR AREA OF STRUCTURES TO THE LAND AREA, OR
INCREASES IN THE PROPOSED GROSS FLOOR AREA WITHIN ANY
PARTICULAR LAND USE OF MORE THAN 2%,

af. AREDUCTION IN THE SETBACKS FROM PROPERTY LINES MORE THAN 10%;
OR

ag. AN INCREASE OF MORE THAN 10%, IN GROUND COVERAGE BY
STRUCTURES OR SURFACE PARKING; OR

ah. AREDUCTION BY MORE THAN 5% IN THE LAND AREA DESIGNATION FOR
LANDSCAPING; OR

al. AREDUCTION IN THE RATIO OF OFF-STREET PARKING AND LOADING
SPACE TO GROSS FLOOR AREA OR NUMBER OF DWELLING UNITS.

b. SITE PLAN AMENDMENTS NOT MEETING THE ABOVE REQUIREMENTS: ALL PUD
SITE PLANS APPROVED AND RECORDED MAY ONLY BE AMENDED PURSUANT TO
THE SAME PROCEDURE AND SUBJECT TO THE SAME LIMITATION AND
REQUIREMENTS BY WHICH SUCH PLANS WERE APPROVED.
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[ANDSCAPE LEGEND DESCRIPTION (MAY CONTAIN THE FOLLOWING:) AREA (SF} () bl
STREETSCAPE ZONE SOD, PAVING, ERHANCED PAVING, TREES, TREE 1836120 SIB|E[E
| GRATES, SITE FURNISHINGS, SHRUBPERENNIAL BEDS Sl 1 1|1,
"L AND SIMILAR, )
BUFFER LANDSCAPE ZONE 752| S0D; PAVING, ENHANGED PAVING, TREES, SITE 33879 HEREE
»| FURNISHINGS, SHRUB/PERENNIAL BEDS AND SIMILAR. NHEEHE
‘ zZ|lZlZ|Z|=2
20 GITY DITCH EAST JEFFERSON AVENUE (HAMPDEN BYPASS) ON RAMP TNTERIOR LANDSCAPE ZONE 07 SOD, PAVING, ENFANGED PAVING, TREES, TREE T ’é S19191819
EASEMENT . | GRATES, SITE FURNISHINGS, SHRUB/PERENNIAL BEDS, HHEIEELS
S é?\:E'LYER’TTCH GAZEBOS, TRELLIS, SWIMMING POOL,GRILLS, I
OUTDOOR RECREATION, PLANTERS AND SIMILAR.
INTERIGR LANDSCAPE ZONE 02 SOD, PAVING, ENHANCED PAVING, TREES, TREE 14,682
GRATES, SITE FURNISHINGS, SHRUB/PERENNIAL BEDS,
GAZEBOS, TRELLIS, WATER FEATURES,GRILLS,
OUTDOOR RECREATION, PLANTERS AND SIMILAR.
b ] TOTAL SF 71,281 35!
20'CITY DITCH NOTE: g
EASEMENT : 1. PUD AREA CALCULATIONS ARE BASED ON CONGEPTUAL SITE PLANS. FINAL AREA NUMBERS WILL BE DETERMINED ¢ 88l
¥ B AT TIME OF FINAL DESIGN. P 88¢
7 2. TOTALEXCLUDES 5 PUBLIC SIDEWALK ALONG BROADWAY ¢ i fg
245 2 LANDSGAPE AREAS . il
2\ v TOTAL PROJECT|  MINIMUM REQUIRED | MAXINUM NON-LIVING LANDSCAPE AREA | MINIMUMLIVING TOTAL PROVIDED LIVING! 0 i -
7 7 AREA LANDSCAPE AREA (RLA) | THAT COUNTS TOWARDS RLA (50%) LANDSCAPE AREA |  NON-LIVING LANDSCAPE AREA g 38
Z 7 TOTALS | 195,804 SF 20821 SF 14,910 SF 14910 SF 71,281 SF #o
< v ~ 2
é f MINIMUM REGUIRED LANDSCAPE QUANTITIES 't
& % MINIMUM LANDSCAPE | MINIMUM#TREES | MINIMUM & SHRUBS ed
7 7] AREA (1 PER 625 SF) {1 PER 100 SF)
i 7 TOTALS 29,621 SF 8 209
2 v |_—— MIN. 5 PAVED "
MIN. 5 PAVED Z 2 / SIDEWALK (TYP.) E :
SIDEWALK (TYP) é ; LANDSCAPE PLAN NOTES SIK
A >
7% 7 4. TOTAL PROVIDED LANDSCAPE AREA CALCULATIONS ARE BASED ON Al
;//,; - 7 CONCEPTUAL SITE PLANS, FINAL PROVIDED LANDSCAPE AREA NUMBERS WILL .
e Z BE DETERMINED AT TIME OF FINAL DESIGN. AT NO TIME SHALL LESS THAN 15% [~
7 7 MIN. & PAVED OF THE TOTAL AREA BE PROVIDED AS LANDSCAPE AREA AS DEFINED WITHIN _'E_‘ °
] ) SIDEWALK (TYP.) THIS PUD, 5l
/ v 2. EXACT DESIGN INCLUDING LOCATIONS OF TREES, SHRUBS/PERENNIAL BEDS, S :
I ,/él 7 REALIGNED ALLEY 8 SCREEN FENCE. PLAZA AREAS, SITE FURNISHINGS, ETC., SHALL BE DETERMINED AT THE TIME .
sroposEDENTRY |14 7 N OF FINAL DESIGN. M
7 7 7 3. FINAL LANDSCAPE QUANTITIES (1.E. NUMBERS OF TREES AND SHRUBS :
WAYS (TYP.) v Z 7 CITY DITCH PROVIDED) SHALL BE DETERMINED AT TIME OF FINAL DESIGN AND PROVIDED =zl
é v EASEMENT AT THE RATES AND MINIMUM SIZES AS REQUIRED PER CITY OF ENGLEWOOD .
7 Z i CODE. EACH PARCEL SHALL MEET THE REQUIRED LANDSCAPE AREA AND :
/7/ 2 7 i y Y, ﬁEggIRED TREE AND SHRUS QUANTITIES BASED UPON IT'S INDIVIDUAL LAND o
v 4 7 I R R R P X RN REA. .
. 7 2 ¥ 23 % G Z 4. LANDSCAPE PLANS SHOW PRELIMINARY CONCEPT AND PLANTS MAY BE °
A v v 7 PLACED ANY PLACE WITHIN BOUNDARY OF PROPERTY WITH THE EXCEPTION
5 7 Z v THAT AMINIMUM OF 50% OF THE REQUIRED TREES SHALL BE LOGATED WITHIN
2 v Y 7 THE STREETSCAPE AND/OR BUFFER LANDSCAPE ZONES, °
Z ¥ % 7 5. PLANTS SHALL BE USED THAT ARE WELL ADAPTED TO COLORADO'S CLIMATE. Z5
% ] 7 7 7z THE USE OF NATIVE, DROUGHT-TOLERANT PLANT MATERIALS IS S VE
RTD BUS / Z 7 % 7 ENCOURAGED. IT 1S ENCOURAGED TO USE TREES AS RECOMMENDED BY THE Y AE
7 o 7 CITY OF ENGLEWOOD LANDSCAPE MANUAL. : Yl <
stop % _ N 21l = 5 PROMIBITED TREES AS DEFINED BY THE CITY OF ENGLEWOOD SHALL NOT BE ~ 08
7 ACCESSPOINT, - 2| USED. oy
% / i % z ~-JO STRUCTURED 7|l © 8 ALLLIVING LANDSCAPE AREAS SHALL BE IRRIGATED BY 100% AUTOMATIC i
= % , Z 7 : Al & UNDERGROUND SPRAY AND DRIP SYSTEM. . T
2 7 v 71l = 7. TREESLOCATED WITHIN THE STREETSCAPE ZONE SHALL BE SPACED A ok
S |2 7 v A = MINIMUM OF 30' APART. E
o / 7 ; Z Il Z o
= A = 17 Al =
E |7 7|7 Al & I3EE §
=2 AL ) Lt v 1 T 85T ¢
o o 7 x % Jl E xo8g &
17} 1 Al 5 “ 7 |R= 8¥g5g 8
¥ 7| < 1 5 £EZg 3
/' 1 5 I 1 ° 255
A % g &3 ]
'Z : 2l S 2 Y | — wiN. 5 PavED TE H
%y. f =l é SIDEWALK (TYP}
” ¢ g /| A
2 7 =7 2
7 7 ) ¥ 7
7 7 7/ g =
properTy —/|[ 4 7 7 Z =
LINE (TYP.) V7 % v 7 Z
7 7 7 Z s
/1 V4 “ V4 O
Z 7 g % oA
i SURFACE 7 7 v O«
v PARKING . 7 | |
7 1 1 0%
g — ” | .
4 : : M s R /i 7 : PRSI : B X peies) 2 T . 5 5
7 22 & o > i RIE: 5t L X N e ; PR |2
\5‘/4/ T IR T A A T 7777777 770 7 7T P 17 77 fj &\l//:////////////x////// Tl 27 777 77 Tl T 7 T ol oo /.////7//,J,lj EE (7)) lC_) O
EAST KENYON AVENUE PROPOSED ENTRY NORTH SCALE - 1"=30 = Z 8
MIN. 5' PAVED MIN. 5 PAVED WAYS (TYP) 2D
SIDEWALK (TYP.) SIDEWALK (TYP.) Q 0 g
ACCESS POINT TO SURFACE SHEET TITLE: O % K
PARKING NOTES: CONCEPTUAL LANDSCAPE PLAN 0O=-
1. BUILDING FOOTPRINT IS CONCEPTUAL AND SUBJECT TO CHANGE. o < O
2. FINALRTD STOP LOCATION AND THE AMENITIES PROVIDED IN ASSOCIATION, TO BE DETERMINED S?E'?TO% TH i E
)

BY RTD.
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ENGLEWOOD, COLORADO

1101 Bannock Street
Denver, Colorado 80204
P 303.892.1166

F 303.892.1186

www.noris-design.com

NORRIS DESIGN

Planning| Landscape Architecture

Harris Kocrer Smita

engineers « fand surveyors
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PALL T, BERGHERS AL ARCHITECT ¢ PC.

ph: 303 592-2904
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Denver, CO 80206
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SHEET 1 OF 2

e THE NORTHEAST 1/4 OF SECTION 3,
For i G S o - e , ‘) NOTES TOWNSHIP & SOUTH, RANGE 68 WEST,
LS. LD R ; " ; :
; 1, THS ALTAZAGSH LAND TTLE SURVEY. 1S A RESURVEY (OF A PORTION oF ELOCK ¢
) BOR NN OF 002, MGG, BHOADWAY RBDITION, A8 RECORDED AT THE OF THE 6TH. P.M.
8!5ER)'§R?£JD’RE750RDER IN THE. COUNTY OF ARAPAHOE OM THE 3RD DAY
N o1
2.) ALTHOUGH EVERY EFFORT WAS MADE T0' ACCURATELY LOGATE ALL,INDICATION OF BEING ALSOA PART OF
AOIE GRODN UTLITY UNES. AND ALL UILITY EASEMENTS, THE LOCATION MUST B
FIED & ANY DIGOING STRUCTION, :
3.) SQIURADO STATE Law CRS 9=15-101 STATES THAT EAERYONE BLANNIG 10 DIG N BLOCKS 1AND Z
"/ R HEAR A FUBLIC ROAD, STREET, ALLEY RIGHT~OF—WAY, EASEMENT TO J lol / 7 [
N Bu;::{ss rb .\U gmv gggmcm&g cz»&ﬁ ?Fe%%LOQR;zOOw%I; wg%ungm b7001;%)’45: T) ) H/ GG/NS BR OAD ’/VA YADD/ 7'/0N,
- ~800~92% - R .
< ’
| SRR COUNTY OF ARAPAHOE,
4.) AL BEARINGS AND DISTANCES SHOWN AR ACTUAL MEASUREMENTS UNLESS 3 & # ¥ a 3
OTHERWISE. NOTED, S TA 7E OF COLORADO
I 5.) THISISURVEY DOSS NOT CONSTIIUTE A TITLE SEARCH 8Y COLORADD ENGINLERING AND
‘. L ! ; SUREEYNG, INC. TO DETERMINE OWNERSHIP” AND EASEMENTS OF RECORD.
. : ‘ B R AR o M 1z of e oAl DE:
" 7Y EFFECTIVE DATE: 20m z;n AT'7 B LEGAL DESCRIPTION
. o s e tsw A " VICINITY MAP ’ i P INE 20T H30 A "
D e SCALE: 1" "10 ; ™ e "CHICAGO TITLE OF COLORADO, INC. PER TILE COMMITMENT NO. 1482108 (SEE NOTE NO. 5)¢
. T = A%
i 1 0 o 6.) THEWORD "CERTIFY" AS SHOWN AND USED HEREON JMEANS AN EXPRESSION OF PARCEL A:
. 4 . ) BROIESSIONAL OPINION REGASDING. THE FAGTS OF THE SURVEY AND DOS NOT
N LEGEND CONFHILIE A WARRANTI O SUARANTEE, BXPRESS LTS 13 THROUGH 19, MOLUSIVE, AND 26 THROUGH 36, INCLUSHE, BLGCK 1, HIGGINS BROASWAY ADDITION, ST GF
o EHOE
o — 7.) OATE OF FELD WORK: ' - 28 ~ 201t ARAPAHDS, STATE OF CELGRAD
B (HOCATES SUSEGT PROPERTY LINE. . H
=l OPERTY L . B,) ACCORDIG TO COLORADO LAW YOU HUST COMMENCE LEGAL ACTION BASED upoN ANY -
<5 _— DEFECT IN THIS SURVEY WITHIN THREE YEARS AFTER YOU DISCOVER SUCH DEFE ) LOTS 20 THROUSH 25, FLOCK. 1, HIGOINS BROADWAY ADDITICN, COUNTY OF ARAPAHOE, STATE OF COLCRADO.
N RGHT OF WAY LTS, B0 EVENT AT Ay AN BAGED UPLN & DEFEGT IN THS. SORVEY B COMENCED :
I NORE THAN TEN YEARS FRON THE CERTIFICATION SHOWN HERFON, PARCEL ¢;
mi,‘:‘ e INDICATES 10T UKE. SOUMDARY. 8. THERE AR'-' 17 PAINTED {STRIPED) PARKING SPACES ON SUBLECT PROPERTY, 1 B ; AQWAY RAPNHDE, SYATE OF COLORAD
o . 8. = 17 PANTED (STRPED) PARKING SPACES ON SUBLECT , LDTS 10, 11 AND 12, BLOCK 1, HIGGINS BROADWAY ADDITION, COUNTY OF ARAPAUE, STATE OF GOLORADO.
N T—— WDICATES A LixD UHE . 10.) UHERL SEASUREMENTS SHOWN AND STATED HEREON ARE IN U, S. SURVEY FEET. LARLEL,
& i LOTS. 6 THROUGH 9, INCLUBIVE, AND ‘39 THROUGH, 50, INCLUSIE, BLOCK 1, HIGGING BROAD #AY ADDITION, COUNTY OF
K U5, HIGHWAY 285 . ) . 11,) THEINORTHERLY AND SOUTHERLY. RIGHT-OF WAY LMES FOR E. KENYON AVE. ARAPAHOE, STATE OF COLORADO.
& : : VERE ESTABLISHED BY ANALYSIS 4ND_BREAKDOWN OF EXISTING SURVEY CONTROL
N ' POINTS WITHIN THE ADJACENT SUBDIVISIONS, EXCEPT THAT PORTION CONVEYED TO THE, CITY OF ENGLEWODD ji DEED RECORDED JANUARY 24, 1058 i BOOK 952 AT
PAGE 7 MND.THAT PORTION CONVEYED' 1@ THE STATE DEPARTMENT HIGHWAYS, DIVIEION OF MIGHWAYS, STATE OF
12.) THEILOGATION. OF: THE CITY DITCH. AS SHOWN HEREON WAS DETERMINED BY THE COLORADO I DEED RECORDED LY. 21, 1970 M HOCK 1875. AT PAGE 110,
] * MAP|IDF THE GITY OITEH, DATED SEPTEMBER 24TH,. 2010 AND Y SURFACE : -
B« i . ' 500 P11 & P LOCKTONS OF THE CITY DITCH MANHOLES. EARCEL £
Z ? 5 UARKED L% 2566, NOTE] ON MAP DATED SEPTEMBER 24TH, 2010 STATES: THE -ALLETWAY IN BLOCK | ADJONING LOTS -6 THROUGH 45, IRCLUSIVE, HIGGINS BROADYIY ADDITION, AS SHOWN OK THE
% 4 ' . . "WOTE TS AP 800K LLUSTRATES THE ENGLEWGOD-CITY DITEH PATH FRON HARNARD PLAT “THERECF RECORDED APRIL 3, 1917 UNTER RECEPTION NO. 44623, COUNTY OF ARAPAHOE, STATE OF COLORADO.
#i ] u LLZR “FaUsD PN GULEH 10 THE HEAD - GAIK‘AF‘OVA THIELD DARE. THE CENERAL LIKE OF THE DITCH 45
u r 2 B L e o %'1;1 2 ,gNl) 00/6'/772 FROM. GITY DITCH AS w&% aﬁgﬁ‘i_ Izg;gﬁ;l 2 ;9: ‘pf’fﬁ’sﬁy . EARCEL F:
| i % g L0 LEWO
b = | ™ B iies sty : wﬁ‘,ﬁ?p?gg;l[i ALOHE i NG o8 ary o INED BY 0PS SUR LOT 30 79D THE SOUTH ONE HALF OF LOT 31, GLOGK 7, HIGANS BROADWAY ADDITION, COUNTY DF ARAPAHCE, STATE
7 R - BLOCK 2 b i S oF 2ot O ODLORADO.
g . E HSGHE oY ADDITGH | et ow | T e A5y naws‘.so LOGATION .OF DITCH 7-2-2012 FER INFCRMATION 'SUPPLIED BY THE CLENT
2z / § s . - : LOTS 175010 78, BLOGK 2, HIGGISS BROADWAY ASOITCH, COUITY GF ARAPAHUE, STATE OF COLORADO.
u & -3 ./{:;j; o POtk BARCEL B
S = g & 07t B L o PR & OO . LOT 39 AHD THE NORTH ONE HALF OF LOT 20, BLOCK 2, HIGGNS SROADHAY ADHTIOﬂ. COUNTY OF ARAPAHOE, STATE
Bl 8 a g*ﬁ Pk LN Ei‘«m MAKED LY. 20288 . _ OF COLORADD..
f=} &
o 8 s A e - . 7 7 PARCEL (~
> kS FOURD 172" Piftr (] E [
£s2 AR i BASIS OF BEARINGS THE NORTH ONE HALF OF LOT 31 AND ALL OF LT, 32, BLOGK 2, HIGGINS BROADWAY ADDITION, COUNTY OF ARAPAHGE,
HE - s sy | & S I O ORI ey S o
3| e
5 ") il HiGBRS .1 m"m (i Z BETWEEN THE Fou-m MOMUMENTS AS ZHO N PARCEL J:
E SROAQHZY A8, 5
E’ U— A’) TR 4 32 LETS 24 ANO 25, BLOCK 2, HIGGINS BROADWAY ADDITIGH, COUNTY OF ARAPAHCE, STATE OF COLORADO.
b e § | wreiom ‘ g PARCEL K
L) win | i c o g I SOUTH OHE HALF OF LOT 20 AND AL OF LOT 21, BLOCK 2, HIGGNS. BROADYAY ADDITION, COUNTY OF ARAPAHUE,
{ THE SDUTk 4 . F o HIGGINS. Al hTON,.
. Thor RERYON  AVENUE T i FLOOD CER 77 /F/G4 TION SIATE OF GOLORADG, : . o
FOuND DIFY G éncriwaon pance 80k 7 . . i e / ) HERE®Y CERTIFY THAT THE PROPERTY OESEREED PARCEL 1
R errRan ] pewy L ma | N ) - R L P R o :
S N £ARCL 1D T . P . : ) | R A BATE AR (RS, PRODUCED BF THE PCOERAL LOTS, 26:4ND 29, BLOCK 2, JHIGGINS ‘BROADWAY AUDION, COUNTY OF ARAFANOE, STATE OF COLORADO.
| s i : | EMERGENCY MANAGEMENT AGENCY (FENA), PARCEL i :
- g —
¢ 3 ’ UAPS ARE DATED DECEMBER 17T, 2070 LOTS 33, 34 AND 35, BLOCK 2, HIGSINS BROADWAY EODITION, COUNTY” OF ARAPAHCE, STATE F CCLORADD.
e . X | PANEL hO,  0163K
. 3 wooc i, v L PR . ' s . pace i
2 B b E s 'hu‘_, 8 " LOTS 26 AND 27, BLOCK 2, {HIGGING BROADWAY ADDITION, COUNTY CF ARAPAHOE, STATE OF COLGRADO.
%t i | “f 3y Y " P N .
« 5. b i 100K 2 WNEXA HERHTS & NGTE: EXISTING MONUBENTS AND TIES THERETO . .
& L v e 5y CORRESPOND, WTH THE GTY.OF SHGLENOCD SREAKQONS : : PARGEL &, .
b 3 o z g A ', 1980, PREPARED BY GING " ; .
i wrtieae | 52 Z8 ol i D 33001, SHEET 7oe 15 A SHow LUTS 22 AHD 23, BLOGK 2,IGEINS BROADWIAY ADDITION, COUNTY OF ARAPAHOE, STATE OF COLORADO.
# : 3 - HEREON, AS' REFERENCE ONLY, PARCEL F: -
o g n /| 5 9 i . . )
| z’j’i‘"‘:’;u 2 ? P r{,u“,i,‘, ,;’ T SURVEYORS CERTIFICATION LOTS {5 AND 16, BLOCK 2, HIGEINS BROADWAY ADDITIDN, COUNTY OF ARAPANOE, STATE OF COLORADC.
rist 5 i o 3 : BXCEPT TAT PORTION COMEYED 10 THE CTY OF ENGLEWOQD BY DEED RECORDED CUTORER 21 1964 I BOCK 1854 AT
ARCEL 40, 0S4 36,
N wiliibar | @ | DR | |9 | To: SCHOOL DSTACT N 1, COUNTY OF ARAPAHOE, STATE OF COLORALO,
IND PRE A - & e A QUASI-RIMICPAL CORPORATION AND : EARCEL Gt
. 3| CHICAGO TTLE OF COLORADO, ING.
;o THE ALLEYWAY IN BLOCK 2 ADJOINISG 1OTS 15 THROUGH 35, INOWSIVE, HIGGINS EROAONAY ADDITION, EXCEPT THAT
R ; PORNGH OF WEST HALF OF JALLEY ADJACENT 10 LOTS 15 AND 15 CONVEYED TO TE GIY OF FNGLEWODD BY DEED
R [P ol B { THIS 15 TO CERTIFY THAT THIS MAP OR PLAT AND THE SURVEY ON VHICH RECOROER! OCTORER 21, 108+ IN BOOK 1554 AT PAGE 390
: . ; IT IS SASED WERE MADE W ACCORBANCE HITH THE 2011 MNWU STANDARD
; \ roin o e o DETAIL REQUIREMENTS FOR ALTA/ACSM LAND TTLE SURVEYS,” JOIN .
i “UARKED L%, 212 i ESTARUSHED AND ADOPTED. &Y ALTA AND NSPS, Al Ici Uhes
] ] TS, 25 7)., 8 8 T1ia), A0 13 OF LA THEREDF.
H FIELD WORK WAS TED ON JUNE 28TH, 2011
% Lo W COMPLETED PROPERTY ADDRESS:
: 3650 SGUTH BROADWEY — ARAPAHOE COUNTY PARCEL LD, §2077~C3=1~08~004
] , - 3601 SOUTH LINCOLS;STREET — ARAPAMOE COUNTY PARCEL LO. #2077~03-{-09-0C5
{ ’ < FOUND £ PR 3 ’ ’ i
{or e o 5w | . TOTAL AREA OF SUBJECT PROPERTY IS 200,893 SQUARE FEET OR 4.5073 ACRES,
EAST  LEMIGH  AVENUE R ‘
DATE SIGNED
ol
) BEAL
sampies? camee o nnessy s CONTROL DETAIL : { Y
CFSEn 3 188 A 88 H
L Rt S — - 8Ly ¢ 2 o = :
» RONALD W, FLANAGAH  RFLS 26958 REVSED 7--2~2012 FOR GITY DITCH & EASEMENT
- N i )
COLORADC BENMGINRERING A BURVETING INC., G470 S50. SHERMAN ST #2, ENGLEWOOD. COLOBADG 80113  (S08)-7GLl-B0585 CES 20111564
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3 e | R ALTAZACSMLAND TITLE SURVEY | PART OF
| _ . N | THE NORTHEAST 1/4 OF SECTION 3,

T , - TOWNSHIP 5 SOUTH, RANGE 68 WEST,
e - OF THE 6TH. P.M.

B o BEING ALSO A PART OF

""""" = SN BLOCKS 1AND 2,
' HIGGINS BROADWAY ADDITION,

HE

£
JUY

Tz

by

%‘——'—_‘_
>
B
&

QY A PRET 0
55 SURVEY

w5y
NOTE; 07 WOE CONCRETE s

34,

it
o

CEPTED PCRTION OF LOT 6 F0R
DD P TONCL by & TR e, RETANMNG WAL, AND
AXRIEIIALY ORI A -
e L COUNTY OF ARAFPAHOE,
HOREOEST COrvin . .
v | STATE OF COLORADO
ay
e st 'y 3% i o s wrag
B e ) RN - \ Lk e on T Sy
o R 08 A RS S e e
; . o e ¥
IS ot i - ! N
ittehe g wrr ] ke
«_FTE 9K
04 WL, P37
HOWE: 0.7 WK,
COHCRETE WAL 4}
, oy | VS
L WAY 3 MRIA P E v " 7
ot | wo isper
Ok — LEGEND
gy ., B LEGENL
R 8 ';2} 5 wars wre INDICATES SUBJECT OROPERTY UKE.
E+ ) -~ %E 5
£8 ¢
£ o] 5 RIGHT OF WAY LTS,
g
. 1 " N : - ® wra " -
'%lux?m-'— 154 10 n_%l‘ £ &Aﬁr& ‘sf @? IMXCATES L.OF LINE BOUNDARY,
gk S& HECATES A LAND LRE'
NOTE: 'I” WOE e PR PELE . ¥ )
:'CDNE"RETE WAL ){(, LR AT I3 o s st o o omw e vt oo IHEICATES AN EX(JE?.TED PORTION WHIQH 1§ NOT
RoRTCF WAy p worit L ioi s WNELUDED B S1BJECT PROPERTY
N - A ¥ E B . . . N PP
AS SHOWN ~— E<; : C ok - . . : ; . i (NDICATES: OVERHEAD UYILITY LNES,
. EE 4 2 v GG .
g Rl b B s wriz | VAR TN ) ) ot 3 WOICATES UNDERGROUND LOCATION OF ENGLEWCD CITY DITCH
iy Z§ R P SRR f {SEE NOTE 12 OH SIEET ) -
83 § ‘ ; - IMOKATES CENTERUINE OF ¢ HIGH CHAN UNK FEHCE
Zé R W VIR NOYE R 4, . . X i
g gy B, oS M . G4 FOR SO0, e . premempegigramensis OCATES. CENTERUNE DF 4 Y00 CHAIN LINK FENCE
Tz o g R | AW joro ; s FAREEL S O 12 ' '
B §_:§ . 1 7 xwﬁé// ’ /"‘ o st N sy rerisscinee INDIGATES: CENTERLINE. OF- 67 HIGH WROUGHT JRON FENCE |
= [ - i / ’ % [ e GRY 5. % oRAY, & DAVD 2. BARR INDICATE CENTERLME OF 12° HIGH CHAIN UNK FENCL
% | R : 2 e, (o donsans N HET A BBt & ! ; ;i "
z & 18 mod 5 Aok { PR e -nuer S 2 . s INDICATES FOUND EXSTING' SURVEY MONUNENT
g - 3 am ] P Sk y . % RS'STATED WEREOW, ¢
o F ] wit QoaTer " . . :
& x 4 gt 35.00" & § e IR, i RS ©  INDIGATES RECOVERED §5 HEBAR 1B° LONG WITH A RED PLASTIC CAP
m % B 32 g Ry )] e 5 R 3
; % o . Y pow o 0 FOKT povias ey MARKED 'L:S, 26958
7 L 4 i - or .
‘3 A L @  INDIGATES RECOVERED PIK. NAL & WASHER TAG N CONCREIE CURD
. R Ay UARKED 1.5, 26958 ’ -
\ < oo S ; 4  INDICATES RECOVERED GHISELED “+* WITH NATL AND BRASS 'TAG N CONCRETE
L4 fok miteare s MARKED 1.5, 20958
l " XA
o
2 a5 A4 07 DIAUEER UHY POLE
i e 5 ~SESUE 12 F Wm0 DAMEIR COHCRETE BASE
. i D L. w 24, B3 ‘ - .
. i & H iird g . 5 o + G800 SUPPGRTNG I-EENM COUARL
HOTE Bus STOP o, | iy TIORV BN = SO | X ’f soras v B e SeCoiD STORY F EULOMG
SUBECT PROPERTY ) @ e & oy o 5 DUNEIER SUFPORING GONORETE canua
SHOWN 3L oua cul & Fos. - CC FOR GYERHARCNG SECGHD STRRY OF RULLING
. AT DN g ﬁi
R‘é«f»; ’%;.w o * [ l? o ~E 2 WDE METAL RNUNG FOR SUEPS
o " SHRT LE 5 wor e ik B o 23%L3 AR COLOTRNER WAkt -
i {Eg R FO DVENHANGHE SECCHD STORY OF BULIRG
4 =
3; l By wd] e ar s sie
st 3.
FH = ory 512 B o ar ss moe
@ﬁ wro I3 u ER e
. -/w @ : X 3 3 g% & 2 iR TRASL i
R P g /S : A, e NN "\ 2 D] ne e ?‘; i E% oM GTNER MAMIKIE
'y’ 4 N "ol 23 N 5 - 3 = .
. : R P &8 TR PLaNTEL e e - 1 AT 8 S g PR uATER G 301
ey !Ef %, 2 0 FRE HORMT
= | ) L
15 Wito ST i‘ i i P -,
‘;45 : AS i ;‘}' P weran % A0 urTaL HOY (PURPOSE UNKHORN)
B3 Ié; [ % 5% P D3 DLMETER METAL, CUMRD JOST
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	11-19-2012 Council Meeting Agenda

	8 a - KEB Resignation

	8 b - Cultural Arts Commission Resignation

	9 a i - Council Bill No. 60 (DRCOG IGA - Traffic Signal Equipment Purchase)

	9 c i - Resolution (ROW Permit Fees)

	9 c ii - Resolution (Concrete Utility Fees)

	10 a - Public Hearing - Council Bill No. 58 (Flood Middle School PUD)




