Mineral Light Rail Station Area

Master Plan:
Community Engagement

Seven Months Collecting Public Comments

W Two Open Houses

) Two Community Meetings

%% Over Three Hundred Thirty Recorded Participants
¢ > More Than One Thousand Comments
v

Countless Visions

Public comments for the Mineral STAMP have been an
exceptionally informative resource. Community input has made it
possible to manage the scale and scope of this master plan
through the inclusion of local knowledge. Additionally, the
stewardship held by so many of Littleton’s residents act as a
framework for what goals the Mineral STAMP must achieve.
We are pleased to see how public comments, STAMP Visions,
and the Littleton Citywide Visions complement and strengthen
each other.

The spirit of public commentary is best-summarized by a
member of the community who wrote, “This place cannot be all
things to all people.” It would be exceedingly difficult to create a
place which 100% of all residents were entirely satisfied with.
Still, the feedback that the City has received will make it possible
to include the sentiments of those invested in their community.
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Mineral Station Area Master Plan

MINERAL STATION AREA MASTER PLAN

COMMUNITY OPEN HOUSE MEETING SUMMARY | 3-16-16

On March 16, 2016 a kick-off community meeting was held for the Mineral Station Area
Master Plan at the Carson Nature Center from 6:30pm — 8:00pm.

The community open house is part of the Mineral Station Area Master Plan process
sponsored by the City of Littleton, the Regional Transportation District (RTD), and the Denver
Regional Council of Governments (DRCOG). The Master Plan will identify priorities and actions
to guide circulation and parking improvements, economic development, and land uses on and
around the Mineral Station park and ride area over the next five to ten years. For more
information on the Mineral Station Area Master Plan, please visit the City of Littleton project
website at www.littletonplans.org

Three stations were set up with existing condition illustrations for the following topics:

1. Land use and Livability
2. Transportation and Connectivity
3. Economic Development

The following pages include summaries of input received at each station.

P.U.M.A. 1
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Mineral Station Area Master Plan

LAND USE / LIVABILITY

MINERAL STATION AREA MASTER PLAN
Existing Conditions: Land Use
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Mineral Station Area Master Plan

Common themes discussed at the Land Use and Livability station included:

e Provide additional parking at the park and ride

e Create an additional buffer to the park and South Platte River — potentially include agricultural land for
local, organic farming between the equine center and any new development

e Expanded the tax base

¢ Keep and enhance Littleton’s small town character and livability

e  Provide affordable housing, accessible housing for seniors, low-income and disabled

e Provide additional lighting but no light pollution (100% cut off lights for dark skies)

e Improve safety and reduce crime

¢ Need for additional bus service connections

e High-density at north end (vertical mixed-use) with a grocery south but no big box stores

e Improve identity for Aspen Grove and more mix of uses including a neighborhood grocery

e Views to the river and open space should not be compromised by multi-story structures

e Pavethe dirt RTD parking lot

e Besensitive to nature and integrate new land uses

e Create a destination

e Increase restaurant or like options accessible from the bike and pedestrian trails

e Uncertainty of the potential development of the 100+ acre Ensor property on the southwest corner of
Mineral and Santa Fe

P.U.M.A. 3
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TRANSPORTATION / CONNECTIVITY
MINERAL STATION AREA MASTER PLAN

Existing Conditions: Transportation
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Mineral Station Area Master Plan

Common themes discussed at the Transportation and Connectivity station included:

e Add safety improvements at C-470 trail crossing

e Add agrade separated crossing for pedestrians at Highline Canal

e The McCullen ditch provides an opportunity to connect to the station

e  Provide structured parking with multi-use development that also serves RTD users

e Improve the first and last mile connections from the east neighborhoods

e Provide a multi-use path on the north side of Mineral west of Santa Fe rather than an on-street bike lane

e Improve ADA access from Mineral to the light rail platform

e Access to the trails are a major asset for the station and surrounding neighborhoods

e  Provide bicycle/pedestrian bridges over Santa Fe, both north and south of Mineral

e Add pedestrian shelters at the bus and light rail stop

e Add additional seating along trails, not just benches but natural features such as stumps and boulders

e Increase frequency of bus service and expand hours

e Improve the pedestrian access to Aspen Grove

e Develop a permanent path from Jackass Hill neighborhoods to the LRT station sidewalk

e Need integrated traffic plan — citywide — must solve citywide (countywide) — west side

e Coordinate with Mineral Traffic Safety Study

¢ Improve bicycle and pedestrian wayfinding

e Increase bus circulation, perhaps with remote parking and a frequent shuttle to the RTD/Highlands Ranch
Town Center parking structure

e Access toffrom the Ensor property on the southwest corner of Mineral and Santa Fe — need for a new
traffic signal or two on Santa Fe

e  Concern for traffic that will be generated by development on the Ensor property

ECONOMIC DEVELOPMENT
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Mineral Station Area Master Plan

Common themes discussed at the Economic Development station included:

New development that can provide revenue to support south suburban parks

Provide high-density housing to reduce car dependency

Provide low profile retail (local cafes / businesses) including a full-service hotel

Provide incubators for local businesses to succeed

Provide a sustainable tax base - do not use TIF for new development

This station area should have ample jobs to promote a reverse commute or no commute - high-end jobs
that potentially include alternative energy and outdoor recreation companies

The City needs sales tax revenue

Provide sustainable housing and pedestrian oriented development

Additional housing development must consider impact on schools

Economic development that focuses on transit users that arrive at the station at the end of the day (i.e.
grocery, daily needs)

Provide vertical mixed-use - housing above retail, office, 2 to 4 stories

New development should include a parking structure for the development and transit users

Enhance Aspen Grove and relate it more to transit

Provide quality building stock — no “cookie-cutter” development

Provide a variety of housing, including high end and affordable senior housing and townhomes including
more condos that people can own versus renting

Preserve the character of Littleton (no Littleton village type development)

Provide Class-A office

Provide South Park-type office with mixed-use residential

Think about this area as center of long term viability of area (high quality development with parking
structures)

No 24/7 or formulaic development

Consider trafficimpacts of new development



Mineral Station Online Survey - March/April 2016

Thank you for your participation in the Mineral Station Online Survey. This survey is a part of the Mineral Light Rail Station Area Master Plan process
and was sponsored by the City of Littleton, the Regional Transportation District (RTD), and the Denver Regional Council of Governments (DRCOG).
The Master Plan will identify priorities and actions to guide circulation/parking improvements, economic development, and land uses on and
around the Mineral Station over the next five to ten years.

Of the questions asked that could be put into a graph, the following results were found:

2. To achieve your vision for Mineral Station, which of the following actions will be important?

Make Mineral Station more. ..

Improve the frequency of bu.

Improve conneclions bahwe. ..

Provide housing at a variaty. .

Aftract jobs

Improve way-finding signag. .

—
0...
B Mot important [ Somewhat important [l important Il Very important



Make Mineral Station more walkable and bikeable
Improve the safety of Mineral Station, including better lighting
Improve the frequency of buses

Attract neighborhood serving retail and amenities (such as
grocery, pharmacy, etc.)

Improve connections between neighborhoods, trails and
destinations

Improve the parking experience for customers
Provide housing at a variety of price points

Educate residents, leaders and visitors on the value of rail
transit

Aftract jobs

Create more events that embrace the diversity of the
community

Improve way-finding signage for bikes, pedestrians, and
vehicles

Other (please specify)

Very
Important

21
18
6

9

23

27

15

15

Important

13
13
12

8

10

10

13

Somewhat
Important

7
15
16

7

1"

7
12

9
17

14

23

Not
Important

5
1
1

22

22
13
13

23



3. To achieve your vision for Mineral Station, which ONE of the

actions from Question 2 will be the MOST important?
Chart options =

@ Make Mineral Stati... @ Improve the safety_ .. 1/4
Make Mineral Station more walkable and bikeable 5
Improve the safety of Mineral 5tation, including better lighting 6

Attract neighborhood serving retail and amenities (such as grocery,

pharmacy, etc.) *
Improve connections between neighborhoods, trails and destinations 3
Improve the parking experience for customers 14
Provide housing at a variety of price points 2
Educate residents, leaders and visitars on the value of rail transit 2

Other B



5. Which of the following BEST characterizes your primary

interest(s) in Mineral Station?
Chart options =

40
30
20
10
0 —
Il Choice
User of Mineral 5tation 25
Surrounding resident 35
Employee near Mineral Station 2
Live in the greater Littleton Area 14
8. Age
Chart options »
@ 15t024 @25t034 @ 351049 12
18 to 24 1
25 to 34 4
35 to 45 7
50 to 64 15

Owver 65 14



9. Gender

Chart options =

@ Male @ Femals

Male 20

Female 21

10. Race/Ethnicity

Chart options =

@ White @ Cther

White 34

Other 2



11. Annual Household Income
Chart options =

@ Lessthan $24 000 4 525000 -540,099 13
Less than $24,999 1
$25,000 -$49,599 3
£50,000 - $99,999 8
$100,000 - §199,999 17

Mere than $200,000 3



Of the questions that asked for open answers, the following was gathered:

1.Looking to the future, please offer 4. If you could suggest one other
three words that best capture your specific improvement to enhance
vision for the future of Mineral Station Mineral Station, what would that
by the year 2025: be?

Traffic light at Mineral and Platte:

traffic trying to turn left from Mineral

to go North on Santa Fe gets backed

up here. Can we have a designated
parking, grocery, views turn lane that starts earlier?
Transit-oriented development Housing

Parking garage.
Somehow relieve the car congestion
nightmare that occurs on Mineral
between the Platte River and Jackass
Hill especially during rush hours.
Extreme exhaust and noise pollution
which is dangerous for both humans
and the animals (living in the Park).
Reduce the car traffic using this
corridor overall. Consider adding a
County Line Station to take some of

greenspace: quieter: breathable the load off the Mineral Station.
More parking that's available
throughout the day.

Local small business oriented (not chains or

big boxes), preserving south platte park,

ped & bike friendly

An area that is safe by car, foot, and bike

that makes it easy to drop offf/pick up A drive circle for pickup/dropoff of
passengers and easily pick up dinner. passenagers. It is chaos and unsafe.
upscale - sustainable - safe Higher visibility of security at all hours.

Safe, attractive, thought-through

low impact and density ban anymore high density housing
Provide more sheltering from the
pedestrian criented development weather.
Better maintenance by RTD.
Transit onented development Landscape improvements, repair

More Parking



More parking
Accessible, beautiful, and useful

More parking spaces

Littleton charm, Family friendly, Suburban
{not urban locking)
Accessible, safe, safety from elements

Build Parking Garage
openness, ease, user-friendly

Accessible, safe, clean

openness, uncluttered,
no more traffic

no more traffic

Multi-level parking structure

Access to airport, by bus.

Do a better job of maintaining the
pedestrian bridge.

Restrooms [ Shelter / Services (Food
and Cab)

More parking at the Carson Nature
Center

Increase the parking spaces - build a
multi level structure if neccessary
Simplify, beautify. NO CAR OR TRUCK
DEALERSHIPS, we don't need another
Colfax, Havana or 470 comidor. And by
the way, with Southglenn, Southwest
Plaza, Park Meadows we don't need
another huge shopping strip. Enhance
what we have, promote Aspen Grove,
FILL THE VACANCY

When Mineral was extended across the
river it provided Littleton with another
east/west access, Today we are in
need of another east/west access to
make it easier to travel in those
directions. Right now getting to the
west side of town In the late aftermnoon
requires about 30 minutes extra in
travel time. It will only get worse if
this area is developed more than it is
currently.

Why was there no mention of open



Adequate parking, improved access, and
improved safety for the people using the
Mineral Station

Empty-nester Townhouses
Safe beautiful functional

RTD parking improved
Parking, housing, retail

Adequate and safe parking

Green space, preservation of some
agricultural land for urban farming, transit
friendly

development and transit
Matural; creative; functional
green open walkable

As the Ensor property develops - be
sure there are at least two entrances
on Santa Fe as will as one at the
current traffic light on Mineral.

Also, improve the bus stop and
passenger drop off on WB Mineral
Avenue - East of Santa Fe. Don't force
drop off drivers to traverse the Mineral
[/ Santa Fe intersections multiple times
just to drop off a family member at the
Station. This improvement can save
time and gas (monetary and
environmental impacts) for the citizens
of Littleton.

Bus/taxi service to Mineral Station
from neighborhoods within a2 2-mile
radius.

Security

Traffic is extremely heavy and now
Prince Street is getting heavy by those
that are trying to bypass Santa Fe.
Reinstate the cameras because now
folks are pushing the yellow light.

It's time to remove the sea of parking
at the station and do a comprehensive
development on the north and south
side of Mineral that incorporates the
parking and provides other land uses,
especially multi-family housing.
Playground (natural focus)

More walkable trail access



Build the light rail south to Lucent to

reduce traffic from Highlands Ranch.

Too many cars at the Santa Fe &
clean nature connected Mineral intersection.

Better shelter and other amenities (eg

restroom) for rail passengers,
Efficient, useful, beautiful walkers/bikers

Reconstruction of the Mineral/Santa Fe

intersection to improve capacity and

integrated, multipurpose, functional operations.
parking garage with closing time, QR
safe, non-residential, convenient electronic ticketing

enviormentally friendly - sustainable -
appropriate

accessible, vibrant, affordable

Retail, parking, housing More frequent trains.
More paved parking spaces. You
cannot park in Littleton or Mineral after
6:30 am. I always have to drive to
More adequate and available parking spaces Englewood station if I want to go
which can be used after 6:30 am downtown between 7:00 am and 4:00
I do not have any complaints about
the way the mineral light rail station
Safety, Responsible Traffic currently is.




6. What is your favorite thing
about Mineral Station?

7. What is your least favorite
thing about Mineral Station?

Light rail use to go downtown.
Convenient location

The bridge.

Within walking distance of my
house.

Convenience to where I live

growing restuarant options

The pedestrian bridge over Santa
Fe.

Proximity to Aspen Grove shops &
restaurants.

Alternative transportation

Carson MNature Center

The bridge connection across
Santa fe and the view of the

mountains and South Platte Park

Walkable from my residence

Mot enough parking and long dark
walk from/to overflow lot.

Mot many amenities nearby

The lack of parking. The
congestion and traffic at Santa Fe

The car congestion

MNot enough parking

pde access across platte river pkwy
Getting out of the parking lot - very
tough left with pedestnans and
bikers, blind corners, etc. It
bothers me a lot that Aspen Grove
has no small market to pick up food
you don't have or wine/beer.

The terrible parking situation,
especially during the work week.
Additional traffic and pollution

The density - the apartments west
of Aspen Grove

Mo covered parking

Poor maintenance by RTD



convenience to light rail Lack of parking
Being near Aspen Grove and biking

trails Parking is quite limited
Inexpensive, convenient access to

downtown Denver. Mot encugh parking.

New services, nearby tnals Poor Parking / Lighting, No Shelter

The parking experience - won't use

light rail because after parking etc

it is quicker to drive downtown.

Plus light rail is very limited in
Nothing downtown destinations.

Distance from where I live in

littleton and lack of bus accessibility

Easy parking to station
The transportation convenience Lack of adequate number of
that Light Rail provides. parking spaces at the RTD Station

walkable, convenient,

convenient distance to my house Theft from the parking lots

THE BEAUTIFUL VIEWS AND TRAFFIC AT MINERAL AND SANTE
UNCLUTTERED SKYLINE FE

Just getting there - usually go to

another station to avoid the traffic

and parking issues there. Wish the
Don't have one SkyRide was still running.



Access to RTD public
transportation services.

Mineral is closest station to where
I live.
Using light rail

Light rail 1s handy
Convenience to downtown
Freguency of trains.

Convenient distance from my
home.

having light rail and I think it looks

pretby as Is

The pedestrian bridge.
Accessibility
Location

The high crime rate.

Parking during weekday business
hours completely fills up. Littleton
station i1s no better. That senously
discourages senior citizens from
using Light Rail for travel.

Too dark at night

Parking
Access via walking
Lack of parking

Not enough parking with current
parking so spread out that outlying

parkers must walk a long distance
to reach the station.

dirt parking lot

The emphasis on parking with no
adjacent housing.

It needs less sky polluting light
Congestion



Provides light rail access to the
city.

Pedestrian bridge over Santa Fe

Potential
choice of two lines

light rail

Convenience for getting to
downtown.

Convenience on weekends

The traffic at Santa Fe & Mineral.
Access via Mineral and Santa Fe
intersection...especially traffic
congestion on Mineral at rush hour
The dirt overflow parking and need
for pedestnans to cross Platte River

Plwy.
development that brings loiterning

traffic

The distance and unavailability of
parking.

The fact that there's no express
service from Mineral to any other
station; until the metro area's
roadways' capacity i1s completely
exhausted the hghtrail will never be
competitive vs. private autos.

Parking

no avail le parking spaces after
6:30 am

That the overflow parking flows
into the Southpark townhome

That it connects with Union Station community.
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Mineral Station Area Master Plan

MINERAL STATION AREA MASTER PLAN

COMMUNITY MEETING SUMMARY | 6-2-16
LITTLETON CITY HALL 5:30PM — 9:00 PM

The second community meeting is part of the Mineral Station Area Master Plan process
sponsored by the City of Littleton, the Regional Transportation District (RTD), and the Denver
Regional Council of Governments (DRCOG). The Master Plan will identify priorities and actions
to guide circulation and parking improvements, economic development, and land uses on and
around (approximately %2 mile) the Mineral Station park and ride area over the next five to ten
years. For more information on the Mineral Station Area Master Plan, please visit the City of
Littleton project website at www.littletonplans.org

The following pages include summaries of input received during the break out session:

Alternative 1 Comments

e Would like to see direct connection between High Line Canal and South Platte
trails/park

e Relates better to area to the south

e Pedestrian scale is good with this option

Alternative 2 Comments

e Like the trail connection to the High Line Canal

e Like the location of the pedestrian bridge here

e Prefer this option — connection to river/Carson Nature Center; parking at corner will
buffer retail from traffic

e Connect across Mineral

e Like connection to nature preserve with this alignment

e Better alternative to activate Aspen Grove

e Good connection to Carson Nature Center

Break Out Station General Comments

e Keep existing bridge connection from parking lot to station
e Development will increase traffic volume and bike/ped safety issues

P.U.M.A. 1
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Mineral Station Area Master Plan

e Better pedestrian safety needed along Mineral Ave east of Santa Fe Dr

e What is the demand for parking at the station in the future? (Consider things like
population growth)

e Expand parking at Carson Nature Center

e Development vs. transportation hub vs. destination demand

e Riverwalk to Breckenridge Brewery

e Respect wildlife throughout the South Platte corridor

e Allgenerations

e Better lighting

e 3-4-5story buildings depending on location

e Destination for families — something fun (e.g., Ferris wheel)

e Easement trail

e Retail and restaurants looking over the river

e Wrap parking

e Tapered development from Santa Fe Dr down to the river

¢ Intense, job producing development south of Mineral, along Santa Fe Dr

e Bus shuttle to overflow parking

¢ Mixed income and mixed generation housing

e Move light rail line (swinging it on to west side of Santa Fe Dr where the stop is) to
create more value on the site

e Need direct connections to make it easy to access station area

e Like south of Mineral for office/campus — prefer high-tech focus

e Attract businesses that will attract people that use alternative modes of transportation

e Need “cute, small town neighborhood”

e More parking at the Carson Nature Center

e Focus on long-term sustainability of retail/business

e Only two stories for all uses in the study area

e Need connection for southbound bike/ped trail

e Better access to Aspen Grove

e More parking at Nature Center

e Need better signage from park-n-ride to trail/nature center

e Save the trees

e Connect to High Line (need signage and trail)

e Like Dad Clark Gulch connection

e Difficult access to station from neighborhood southeast of Santa Fe/Mineral
intersection

e Wildlife use open space along Mineral east of station, and up to Jackass Hill Park

P.U.M.A. p)



Mineral Station Area Master Plan

e Three story max to any structures

e Supportincluding parking structure with wrap retail

e Supporttyinginto Aspen Grove more

e Limited parking near South Platte River trails

e Barrington, IL is a good TOD example

e Jackass Hill wildlife not good — too much ped traffic

e Architecture — more pitched roofs (Park Meadows style)

e Taper height of buildings

e Mixed ideas on Jackass Hill

e Paved trails

e Better (i.e. straight) connection to the river

e Separate LRT crossing for bikes going to river

e Note on maps — show C-470 and County Line on future maps

e Ensor site will have to be built higher/use fill, due to flood issues

e Variety of housing types (1-story senior; income variety; detached and attached
townhomes) — market to those downsizing

e Something new and interesting at the station that brings people to the station area and
Littleton

e Allow scooters on the trails

e More for-sale housing

e Age-targeted (not age-restricted) housing

e Concerned about housing affordability

e Build parking at RTD/in Highlands Ranch — shuttle to Mineral

e Pedestrian-oriented development

e Senior housing

e Moderately priced housing

e Architectural character of Littleton

e Connect Aspen Grove

e Nearterm idea — bus/car drop-off at station

e Be careful with retail competition

e Bus drop-off/”Kiss-n-Ride”

e Residents/elected officials to work with owner to change the zoning

e Like the bike/ped connection running along City Ditch and good open space buffers

e Flood plain is concerning

e Need underpass at Platte Valley and Mineral

e Already vacancies at Aspen Grove —would new retail survive?

e Overpass over Mineral at S Platte Pkwy

P.U.M.A. 3



Mineral Station Area Master Plan

e Housing —spread throughout

e 5-6stories along Santa Fe, 2-3 to preserve views

e Thereistoo much next to the river (creating a “wall")

e Southlands/Vistas at Park Meadows as examples

e Change name to “Littleton Station” — to brand with the city

e Overpass over Mineral

e Commercial immediately adjacent to Santa Fe

e Keep City Ditch

e Save the barn

e Riverwalk along the Ditch

e Wrap the parking —retail, restaurants, residential

e Use station as driver for Aspen Grove

e Maintain buffer between park and development

e Who do we want this area to serve over long-term?

e Garage with retail around

e Like connections across RTD

e Height of parking structures — lower on overflow area, higher on existing lot

e Variation in heights and intensity — lower on river and higher on Santa Fe

e No consensus on building heights — some okay with 5 stories, some okay with 3-4
stories, and others only lower

e Use land/topography to fit building/garage into property

e Better connection to back of Aspen Grove

e Connect Aspen Grove to face RTD as well

e Regional driver for Littleton — be creative

e Build a community centered around RTD site

e Do not need more retail

e Unsafe

e Better connection to river

e Need more pedestrian connections across rail tracks

e Create pull-out for drop-off at station

e Like outdoor oriented retail, but low profile buildings

e Need trailsto E Trail (i.e. from Dad Clark Gulch)

e People will not reverse commute

e Create adestination

e No big box

e No tall buildings — protect the view to river and mountains

P.U.M.A. 4



Mineral Station Area Master Plan

e Parking structure must be free

e Nodirtlot

e No parking after 6:45am

e Aspen Grove has enough retail — don't need more

e Bus circulator is not good

e Architecture must fit Littleton (timber, brick)

e Need for design guidelines

e Could you do a 2-3 story parking structure on the dirt lot?
e Better connection for existing retail at Aspen Grove

e Parking should be only for transit center (double parking)
e TOD not critical at this site

e Think about upcoming generations mobility desires

e Letthe market drive development

¢ Include a library

e Parking always full

e Power/sewer/water needs for large campus

e Intuitive design of parking garage

e Parking variation during different times of year

e Intersection needs a PPP

e Long-term parking

e Retail or restaurant on top of structure with view

e Multiple ped bridges

e Bike lanes/safety — separate users

e Push SSPR

e Long-term solutions to Santa Fe

e Parking and taller buildings along Santa Fe —for a noise barrier
¢ Financing important for mixed development

e What are the numbers for value capture?

e Residents do not have confidence in city leadership

e Fill empty retail in downtown and Aspen Grove first

e Connect this with the hospital

e Circulators?

e Need comprehensive plan addressing population growth, with different scenarios

P.U.M.A. 5
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Mineral Station Area Master Plan

MINERAL STATION AREA MASTER PLAN
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Mineral Station Area Master Plan

MINERAL STATION AREA MASTER PLAN
VISION: URBAN DESIGN FRAMEWORK- OPTION 2
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Mineral Station Area Master Plan
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Mineral Station Area Master Plan

MINERAL STATION AREA MASTER PLAN
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Mineral Station Combined Visual Preference Polling

Session Name Applied weights to answers to give a weighted score
Online Session

Date Created Weight

6/27/2016 6:43:12 PM It's great! 3.0

Active Participants It's good 2.0

76 Just fine 1.0

Questions Results by Question Not preferred -1.0

41 No thanks -3.0

1. What is your zip code? (Online Respondents Only)

Online Responses

Percent Count
80120 80.00% 8
80122 10.00% 1
80128 10.00% 1
Other 0.00% 0
Totals 100% 10

2a. How Long have you lived in Littleton? (Online Respondents Only)

Online Responses

YEARS Percent Count
1-5 10.00% 1
6-10 30.00% 3
11-20 30.00% 3
20+ 30.00% 3
Totals 100% 10

2b. How old are you? (Online Respondents Only)

Online Responses

YEARS Percent Count
20-29 years 10.00% 1
30-39 years 0.00% 0
40-49 years 30.00% 3
50-59 years 20.00% 2
60-69 years 20.00% 2
70-79 years 20.00% 2

Totals 100% 10




3 Neighborhood Scale Retail/Commercial
How well does this development form fit with your vision for Mineral Station?

45.00%
35.00% Percent Count
30.00% It's great! 17.11% 13
25.00% It's good 38.16% 29
20.00% Just fine 23.68% 18
15.00% Not preferred 15.79% 12
10.00% No thanks 5.26% 4

0.00% t t t } -—1 Weighted Score 1.20

It's great! It's good Just fine Not No thanks
preferred
~ J
4. Neighborhood Scale Retail/Commercial
How well does this development form fit with your vision for Mineral Station?

45.00%
35.00% Percent Count
30.00% It's great! 6.67% 5
25.00% It's good 12.00% 9
20.00% Just fine 18.67% 14
15.00% Not preferred 21.33% 16
10.00% No thanks 41.33% 31

0.00% »J : : : : Weighted Score -0.83

It's great! It's good Just fine Not No thanks
preferred




5. In-Line Retail Center

How well does this development form fit with your vision for Mineral Station?

In-Line Retail Center

6. Neighborhood Grocery

How well does this development form fit with your vision for Mineral Station?

.,'ﬂn'”u

H\I“lf‘l‘
I

/30.00%

25.00%

20.00%

15.00%

10.00%

5.00%

0.00%

-

It's great!

It's good

Just fine

Not
preferred

No thanks

J

/30.00%

25.00%

20.00%

15.00%

10.00%

5.00%

0.00%

It's great!

It's good

Just fine

Not
preferred

No thanks

Percent Count
It's great! 10.81% 8
It's good 16.22% 12
Just fine 22.97% 17
Not preferred 21.62% 16
No thanks 28.38% 21

Weighted Score

It's great!

It's good
Just fine

Not preferred
No thanks
Totals

Weighted Score

-0.19

Percent Count
16.22% 12
22.97% 17
24.32% 18
18.92% 14
17.57% 13




7. Entertainment/Movie Theater

How well does this development form fit with your vision for Mineral Station?

PINK D ANTHER

3 ACADEMY

NOMINATIONS
BROREBACK MOUNT A
NOMINATIONS

8. Large Format Retail

How well does this development form fit with your vision for Mineral Station?

Large Format Retail

/50.00%

45.00%
40.00%
35.00%
30.00%
25.00%
20.00%
15.00%
10.00%

5.00%

0.00%

.l

It's great!

It's good

Just fine

Not
preferred

No thanks

J

/50.00%

45.00%
40.00%
35.00%
30.00%
25.00%
20.00%
15.00%
10.00%

5.00%

0.00%

all

~

It's great!

It's good

Just fine

Not
preferred

No thanks

It's great!

It's good
Just fine

Not preferred
No thanks
Totals

Weighted Score

It's great!

It's good
Just fine

Not preferred
No thanks
Totals

Weighted Score

Percent Count
9.21% 7
6.58% 5
7.89% 6

28.95% 22
47.37% 36

-1.22

Percent Count
5.48% 4
2.74%

19.18% 14
28.77% 21
43.84% 32

-1.19



9. Large Format Retail
How well does this development form fit with your vision for Mineral Station?

30.00%
25.00% Percent Count
. 1 9
20.00% It's great! 8.22% 6
It's good 16.44% 12
15.00% Just fine 21.92% 16
10.00% Not preferred 27.40% 20
No thanks 26.03% 19
0.00% , , , , Weighted Score -0.26
It's great! It's good Just fine Not No thanks
preferred
- J
10. Neighborhood Scale Medical Office
How well does this development form fit with your vision for Mineral Station?
/35.00% )
30.00%
’ Percent Count
25.00% It's great! 6.67% 5
20.00% It's gOOd 22.67% 17
Just fine 22.67% 17
15.00%
Not preferred 29.33% 22
10.00% No thanks 18.67% 14
0.00% } : : ; Weighted Score 0.03
It's great! It’s good Just fine Not No thanks
preferred




11. Low-rise Office

How well does this development form fit with your vision for Mineral Station?

12. Mid-rise Suburban Office

How well does this development form fit with your vision for Mineral Station?

Mid-rise Suburban Offi'i:el;l

-

-

45.00%
40.00%
35.00%
30.00%
25.00%
20.00%
15.00%
10.00%

5.00%

0.00%

ulll\

It's great!

Not
preferred

.

80.00%
70.00%
60.00%
50.00%
40.00%
30.00%
20.00%

10.00%

0.00% }—-

It's great!

Not
preferred

Percent Count
It's great! 8.96% 6
It's good 11.94% 8
Just fine 20.90% 14
Not preferred 16.42% 11
No thanks 41.79% 28

Totals

Weighted Score -0.70

Responses

Percent Count
It's great! 5.41% 4
It's good 2.70%
Just fine 4.05% 3
Not preferred 16.22% 12
No thanks 71.62% 53
Weighted Score -2.05



13. Regional Medical

How well does this development form fit with your vision for Mineral Station?

14. Outdoor Retail Campus

How well does this development form fit with your vision for Mineral Station?

/40.00%

35.00%
30.00%
25.00%
20.00%
15.00%
10.00%

5.00%

0.00%

nl

It's great! It's good Just fine Not No thanks
preferred

/40.00%

35.00%
30.00%
25.00%
20.00%
15.00%
10.00%

5.00%

0.00%

.

Jllll

It's great! It's good Just fine Not No thanks
preferred

J

It's great!
It's good
Just fine

Not preferred

Percent Count
12.16% 9
12.16% 9
22.97% 17
16.22% 12
36.49% 27

No thanks

Totals

Weighted Score

It's great!

It's good
Just fine

Not preferred
No thanks
Totals

Weighted Score

-0.42

Percent Count
10.96% 8
13.70% 10
34.25% 25
20.55% 15
20.55% 15

[ o[ 7
0.12



15. Medical Office

How well does this development form fit with your vision for Mineral Station?

16. Innovative/Co-working Space

How well does this development form fit with your vision for Mineral Station?

Innovative/Co-working Space

Medical Office

/35.00%

30.00%
25.00%
20.00%
15.00%
10.00%

5.00%

0.00%

-

alll

It's good Just fine Not No thanks
preferred

It's great!

N

35.00%

30.00%

25.00%

20.00%

15.00%

10.00%

5.00%

0.00%

-

bl

It's great! It's good Just fine Not No thanks
preferred

N

J

It's great!

It's good
Just fine

Not preferred
No thanks
Totals

Weighted Score

It's great!

It's good
Just fine

Not preferred
No thanks
Totals

Weighted Score

Percent Count
6.85% 5
12.33% 9
23.29% 17
26.03% 19
31.51% 23

-0.52

Percent Count
8.00% 6
16.00% 12
28.00% 21
16.00% 12
32.00% 24
[ o[ 7

-0.28



17. Innovative/Manufacturing Uses
How well does this development form fit with your vision for Mineral Station?

Innovative/Manufacturing Uses
(" M
35.00%
30.00%
Percent Count
25.00% It's great! 8.11% 6
20.00% It's good 16.22% 12
i 0,
15.00% Just fine 25.68% 19
Not preferred 17.57% 13
10.00%
0 No thanks 32.43% 24
0.00% } } } I Weighted Score -0.32
It's great! It's good Just fine Not No thanks
preferred
- J
T — - =
18. Light Industrial/Maker Space
How well does this development form fit with your vision for Mineral Station?
/50.00% h
40.00% Percent Count
35.00% It's great! 3.95% 3
30.00% It's good 7.89% 6
25.00% Just fine 13.16% 10
20.00%
% Not preferred 27.63% 21
15.00%
No thanks 47.37% 36
10.00%
5.00% Totals _
0.00% )—- } } } I Weighted Score -1.29
It's great! It’s good Just fine Not No thanks
preferred

- /




19. Light Industrial/Maker Space

How well does this development form fit with your vision for Mineral Station?

20. Single Use Parking Structure

How well does this development form fit with your vision for Mineral Station?

/35.00%

30.00%
25.00%
20.00%
15.00%
10.00%

5.00%

0.00%

Sinéle Use Parking Structure

-

S

It's great! It's good Just fine Not No thanks
preferred

N

J

/30.00%

25.00%

20.00%

15.00%

10.00%

5.00%

0.00%

1l

It's great! It's good Just fine Not No thanks
preferred

Percent Count
It's great! 8.00% 6
It's good 8.00% 6
Just fine 29.33% 22
Not preferred 24.00% 18
No thanks 30.67% 23

Weighted Score

It's great!

It's good
Just fine

Not preferred
No thanks
Totals

Weighted Score

-0.47

Percent Count
20.00% 14
18.57% 13
17.14% 12
20.00% 14
24.29% 17




21. Mixed-Use Parking Structure

How well does this development form fit with your vision for Mineral Station?

22. Mixed-Use Parking Structure
How well does this development form fit with your vision for Mineral Station?

- Mixed-Use Parking Structure

40.00%
35.00%
30.00%
25.00%
20.00%
15.00%
10.00%

5.00%

0.00%

I”Il

It's great! It's good Just fine Not No thanks
preferred

/35.00%

30.00%
25.00%
20.00%
15.00%
10.00%

5.00%

0.00%

-

1

It's great! It's good Just fine Not No thanks
preferred

J

It's great!

It's good

Just fine

Not preferred

No thanks
Totals
Weighted Score

It's great!

It's good

Just fine

Not preferred

No thanks
Totals
Weighted Score

Percent Count
36.49% 27
18.92% 14
18.92% 14
12.16% 9
13.51% 10

1.14

Percent Count
31.94% 23
15.28% 11
22.22% 16
18.06% 13
12.50% 9

[ w7
0.93



23. Low Density Attached Housing
How well does this development form fit with your vision for Mineral Station?

/30.00% h
25.00% Percent Count
20.00% It's great! 16.22% 12
It's good 24.32% 18
15.00% Just fine 27.03% 20
10.00% Not preferred 21.62% 16
No thanks 10.81% 8
10/
0.00% } } | } Weighted Score 0.70
It's great! It's good Just fine Not No thanks
preferred
= J
24. Live-Work Housing
How well does this development form fit with your vision for Mineral Station?
Live-Work Housing
35.00%
30.00%
Percent Count
25.00% It's great! 14.86% 11
20.00% It's good 21.62% 16
15.00% Just fine 22.97% 17
o (]
Not preferred 29.73% 22
10.00%
No thanks 10.81% 8
0.00% } ¢ } } Weighted Score 0.49
E It's great! It's good Just fine Not No thanks
4 preferred
- J




25. Low Density Housing-Townhomes

How well does this development form fit with your vision for Mineral Station?

Low Density Housing-Townhomes

26. Low Density Housing-Townhomes Mixed-income

How well does this development form fit with your vision for Mineral Station?

Low Density Housing-Townhomes
Mixed-income

/30.00%

25.00%

20.00%

15.00%

10.00%

5.00%

0.00%

-

It's great!

It's good

Just fine

Not
preferred

No thanks

/40.00%

35.00%
30.00%
25.00%
20.00%
15.00%
10.00%

5.00%

0.00%

-

It's great!

It’s good

Just fine

Not
preferred

No thanks

Percent Count
It's great! 6.67% 5
It's good 16.00% 12
Just fine 22.67% 17
Not preferred 26.67% 20
No thanks 28.00% 21

Totals
Weighted Score

It's great!

It's good

Just fine

Not preferred

No thanks
Totals
Weighted Score

-0.36

Percent Count
15.07% 11
15.07% 11
34.25% 25
16.44% 12
19.18% 14

[ o[ 7
0.36



27. Senior Housing Mixed-income
How well does this development form fit with your vision for Mineral Station?

Senior Housing Mixed-income

¥

T
AL A

28. Medium Density Housing
How well does this development form fit with your vision for Mineral Station?

Medium Density Housing

/35.00%

30.00%
25.00%
20.00%
15.00%
10.00%

5.00%

0.00%

It's great!

It's good

Just fine

Not
preferred

No thanks

/40.00%

35.00%
30.00%
25.00%
20.00%
15.00%
10.00%

5.00%

0.00%

-

It's great!

It’s good

Just fine

Not
preferred

No thanks

J

It's great!

It's good
Just fine

Not preferred
No thanks
Totals

Weighted Score

It's great!

It's good
Just fine

Not preferred
No thanks
Totals

Weighted Score

Percent Count
8.33% 6
16.67% 12
30.56% 22
26.39% 19
18.06% 13

Percent Count
9.46%
10.81% 8
16.22% 12
36.49% 27
27.03% 20
[ o[ 7
-0.51



29. Medium Density Housing Mixed-income

How well does this development form fit with your vision for Mineral Station?

Medium Density Housing
Mixed-income

30. High Density Housing

/70.00%

60.00%

50.00%

40.00%

30.00%

20.00%

10.00%

0.00% }—-

It's great!

-

It's good

Just fine

Not
preferred

No thanks

How well does this development form fit with your vision for Mineral Station?

/30.00%

25.00%

~
20.00%
15.00%
10.00%
5.00%
0.00% t t t t

It's great!

-

It's good

Just fine

Not
preferred

No thanks

J

Percent Count
It's great! 5.26% 4
It's good 3.95%
Just fine 19.74% 15
Not preferred 10.53% 8
No thanks 60.53% 46

Totals

Weighted Score

It's great!

It's good
Just fine

Not preferred
No thanks
Totals

Weighted Score

-1.49

Responses

Percent Count
22.67% 17
16.00% 12
12.00% 9
21.33% 16
28.00% 21

[ o[ 7
0.07



31. How well does this design feature fit with your vision for the Mineral Station area?
How well does this development form fit with your vision for Mineral Station?

=
Additional Trail Connections |
g M
70.00%
60.00%
Percent Count
50.00% It's great! 58.11% 43
40.00% It's good 14.86% 11
i 0,
30.00% Just fine 21.62% 16
Not preferred 4.05% 3
20.00%
0 No thanks 1.35% 1
0.00% } } } -_._—_| Weighted Score 2.18
It's great! It's good Just fine Not No thanks
preferred
- J
32. S. Platte River Access
How well does this development form fit with your vision for Mineral Station?
: ( 60.00% B
50.00% Percent Count
40.00% It's great! 49.30% 35
It's good 18.31% 13
30.00% Just fine 19.72% 14
20.00% Not preferred 9.86% 7
No thanks 2.82% 2
0,
0.00% } } | . Weighted Score 1.86
It's great! It’s good Just fine Not No thanks
preferred

- /




33. S. Platte River Access
How well does this development form fit with your vision for Mineral Station?

§: Platte River Access

= —

= ( 60.00%

g M
50.00% Percent Count
40.00% It's great! 56.16% 41
It's good 17.81% 13
30.00% Just fine 16.44% 12
20.00% Not preferred 5.48% 4
No thanks 4.11% 3
10/
0.00% } ¢ } } -_| Weighted Score 2.03
It's great! It's good Just fine Not No thanks
¥ preferred
= J
34. Waterfront Development Buffered by Park
How well does this development form fit with your vision for Mineral Station?
Waterfront Development Buffered by Pz 3 25 00 ~
30.00%
Percent Count
10/
25.00% It's great! 30.67% 23
20.00% It's good 22.67% 17
15.00% Just fine 21.33% 16
Not preferred 12.00% 9
10.00%
No thanks 13.33% 10
0.00% } } t } Weighted Score 1.07
It's great! It's good Just fine Not No thanks
preferred
- J




35. Waterfront Development Buffered by Park

How well does this development form fit with your vision for Mineral Station?

Waterfront Development Buffered by Park

36. Neighborhood Park/Open Space

How well does this development form fit with your vision for Mineral Station?

X
b

LN SNy "

/35.00%

30.00%

25.00%

20.00%

15.00%

10.00%

5.00%

0.00%

. Y8

-

It's great!

111,

It's good Not No thanks
preferred

Just fine

J

40.00%
35.00%
30.00%
25.00%
20.00%
15.00%
10.00%

5.00%

0.00%

-

1M

It's great!

It’s good Just fine Not No thanks
preferred

J

Percent Count
It's great! 32.39% 23
It's good 23.94% 17
Just fine 19.72% 14
Not preferred 16.90% 12
No thanks 7.04% 5

Weighted Score

It's great!

It's good
Just fine

Not preferred
No thanks
Totals

Weighted Score

1.27

Responses

Percent Count
35.53% 27
21.05% 16
23.68% 18

9.21% 7
10.53% 8

1.32



37. Community Gardens/Urban Agriculture
How well does this development form fit with your vision for Mineral Station?

Community Gardens/Urban Agriculture - N
50.00%
40.00% Percent Count
35.00% It's great! 47.30% 35
30.00% It's good 9.46% 7
25.00% Just fine 24.32% 18
20.00% Not preferred 12.16% 9
15.00%
No thanks 6.76% 5
10.00%
0.00% ; ' ; ; Weighted Score 1.53
It's great! It's good Just fine Not No thanks
preferred
N J

38. Enhanced Street Crossings
How well does this development form fit with your vision for Mineral Station?

45.00%
35.00% Percent Count
30.00% It's great! 39.19% 29
. 25.00% It's good 21.62% 16
20.00% Just fine 25.68% 19
15.00% Not preferred 12.16% 9
10.00% No thanks 1.35% 1
5.00% Totals _
0.00% : : : o Weighted Score 1.70
It's great! It's good Just fine Not No thanks
preferred




39. Enhanced Street Crossings
How well does this development form fit with your vision for Mineral Station?

/45.00% h
35.00% Percent Count
30.00% It's great! 41.10% 30
25.00% It's good 20.55% 15
20.00% Just fine 21.92% 16
15.00% Not preferred 13.70% 10
10.00% No thanks 2.74% 2
0.00% : : : . B | | weighted Score 1.64
It's great! It’s good Just fine Not No thanks
preferred
AN J
40. Streetscape Character
How well does this development form fit with your vision for Mineral Station?
Streetscape
Character - p N
45.00% Percent Count
40.00% It's great! 44.83% 13
35.00%
30.00% It's good 17.24% 5
25.00% Just fine 20.69% 6
20.00% Not preferred 13.79% 4
15.00% No thanks 3.45% 1
10.00%
0.00% } } t t -_| Weighted Score 1.66
It's great! It's good Just fine Not No thanks
preferred
= J
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Mineral Station Area Plan Alternative Development Scenario Survey
Submission Details

1. What do you like about Option #17?

New foot paths and trails to access this area

THE MOST PARKING

River walk and public open spaces

Several things: pedestrian linkages, connection to AG, City Ditch Trail,
Mixed-use development, open space, pass through to Aspen Grove
Nothing

Emphasis on walkability. Mixed-use construction.

The new pedestrian bridge and the multi-level parking structure

| like this location of the new led bridge and the access to the trails and AG
Leaves some open spaces

| like the idea of a parking structure.

More commuter parking for lightrail

Mostly residential (townhouses, not apartments); takes advantage of park for residents instead of office workers or retailef
The mixed use nature of the plan, with parking and housing. | also like that the open space currently there maintains its int
new pedestrian bridge

Trail connections to the parks

#9

Nothing

All of the trail connections. The Parking structure. Walking access to Aspen Grove
Trails will be good assuming bikes are allowed.

nothing

| like that you are adding trails and connecting to Mary Carter Trail

Nothing

Not much

Additonal parking.
More parking?
It appears to be the least complicated, very clean, most parking




The amount of townhomes & extra parking

# 3 and 4 for easier access to Aspen Grove

Increased parking for lightrail

mixed use housing and business as well as connection to bike trail

new trail connectios , pass though to Aspen Grove, Dad Clark undrpass

Increasing pedestrian options.

Trail connections, parking structure

More trail connections

#14 because of the open space but it needs to be much bigger and expand into South Platte Park.

Nothing

Garage Parking, Riverwalk

new trails and trail connections; #9 (new ped bridge).

Overall enhanced access and walk ability. I'll highlight the new pedestrian bridge #9 for improved access and safety

parking garage

| like the mix of retail & open space

Access to Highline and Jackass Hill Park, New pedestrian bridge closer to light rail, Riverwalk open space

ample parking, pedestrian pass-through (#4)

Access via trails to communities

| like the new pedestrian bridge #9 and trail connection. Also parking

Parking structure, new bridge and trail connections

like #14 City Ditch Open Space

Parking structure, wrapped with mixed use; additional open space/plaza

The light rail station remains open

Mixed-use development wrapped around parking structure and townhomes.

More parking for the light rail station

Lower residential density than option 2

additional pedestrian bridge and dad clark underpass. | also like that the pkg garage is wrapped in retail and residential

The multi-level garage - can you build it to add floors in the future?

Mixed use and higher density. Better connectivity to aspen grove

7 /9 / low amount of office space




| like all the connections and mixed use where appropriate. | like the additional parking.

pedestrian access to Aspen Grove

1,2,3,5,8,11, 12, 14, 15, 16. This plan has the most parking

Connection with East and West sides of Sante Fe, parking structure need met, riverwalk ,and mixed use development

Parking garage is definatly needed!

pedestrian access and pass through to Aspen Grove

The formal pass through to Aspen Grove (#4) is a nice addition

It maintains open undeveloped ag land and open space vistas to the river south of Mineral.

Plaza

Parks and parking garage for light rail station

The town homes

Maximizes parking with good parks and open space.

The location of the new pedestrian bridge and the additional pedestrian access to Aspen Grove

Parking structure

The pedestrian access/pass through to Aspen Grove, trail connection to Jackass Hill and High Line Canal

Improved access to trails and Aspen Grove, townhomes by river/open space

Looks like there would be more light rail parking. | also like the additional walking paths in the area.

seems logical. trail connectivity.

My #2 option: second bridge, ped access to Aspen Grove, more open space than 2, more parking space

Parking garage only

Adds retail south of Mineral

The opporunity for housing, and the trail connections are great. | like wrapped parking and the retail and housing above it.

Open space and pedestrian access;

Nothing

Nothing!!!!

Great - and sorely needed- connections between Aspen Grove and the site; structured parking is necessary to support de

Pedestrian bridge closer to parking and Aspen Grove

| like the pedi bridge with trail connection




| like the parking structure w/ mixed use around it. | also like the included open space.

Pedestrian access to shopping center. | like the additional pedestrian bridge too.

City Ditch left open, not piped; Parking structure close to light rail, pedestrian connectivity to Aspen Grove
Pedestrian bridge (new), parking structure wrapped

The addition of a parking structure, #8.

Parking size is ok

| like it. Make sure the parking garage is three, not two levels. (I live across Sante Fe and the view will not be obstructed)
Parking is improved

More parking, shaded parking, and pedestrian access points.

Trail connection
Additional open space and trail connections. Glad to see planning for additional entrances to Ensor property on Santa Fe.

the very small amount of open space is what some people in man hat"
| like the new pedestrian bridge.




2. What do you not like about Option #1?

City Ditch users must still cross Mineral Ave at grade level further impeding vehicle traffic.

LOOKS SIMPLER

Too many townhomes and multi family residences

It seems you are not doing anything for the Ensor property, why not? There is no need for a second pedestrian bridge over SF Dr|

Possibly very dense

Parking is the issue

Parking structure obscures "front door" of Mineral Station. 2nd foot bridge over Santa Fe is unneccesatry.

Need more parking spaces due to already congested parking

Will add traffic to an already congested area. Littleton has serious East/\West route issues.

Adding MORE housing to an already busy intersection

Additional office & residential impact on commuter parking for light rail

Too much focus on parking in overwhelming 4-level garage dominating high visibility corner.

egr

parking structure

multi family housing

Just don't block the views of the houses on jackass hill

Where is the parking for light rail??? Why do we need more high density residential???

The residential on the parking garage. Should have adequate space for light rail parking, not to compete with business or resid

No mention of how many levels on multi level parking structure. Height blocks view? Future mixed use area (13) vague.

everything

the trail requires us to cross over Mineral, a VERY busy street to get to 14 on the south side trail; not good alt 9

#5, #7, #8, #13

Don't need more high density development

W1 live in SouthPark Il and am concerned about #15, the new trail connections. We DO NOT WANT MORE TRAFFIC/FOOT nea
Why is there a new pedestrian bridge when there is already one existing?
| hate parking garages with housing on top. Why are all options only exploring above ground parking? Can we not dig down?




# 9-12 will negatively impact the residential area--haven't they suffered enough with the train/light rail debaucle?!

There is no retail added

#9 is not needed, already have a pedestrian bridge at the station. Way too much retail, office and apartments

None

nothing

mixed use, business and retail options.Aspen Grove is right there already with empty and struggling retail

| would like #14 (open space) to be larger.

Future mixed development on current open space, additional townhouse development

| do not like the high-density mixed-use development area. Make it a green space.

High Density Housing

High occupancy.

#8 if it's a paid parking structure. OK if it's free.

Unclear if #9 gives immediate access to light rail or if people have to cross to parking lot first then back to LR.

nothing

Increased traffic at Mineral & S Platte Pkwy

More retail around parking structure and in #5 - seems like Aspen Grove has empty space - do we need this?

Not enough parking

Not sure

Would love to see houses built in open areas instead of more retalil

Do not need more rental properties in Littleton, especially #7 backing up to South Platte Park. Why new ped bridge over SantaFe

Absence of intersection flexibility

This an end of line station and should be extended south and west

More townhomes being made, removal of the 7-11 gas station it seems..

4 level parking garage - too tall for that location

The number of planned townhomes and apartments

Nothing

I'd rather it not be developed at all!




It may not be dense enough for a light rail station.

the possibility of the parking structure building being too large creating an eye sore

#7 being directly across from the nature preserve, option #3 has more open space

#7 and # 5 are horrible ideas. The area is already terribly congested with traffic.

Maybe the new #9 is not needed.

future mixed use developement

| do NOT like the additional overpass walk way (#9)- that's a waste of resources. Additionally do we REALLY need more townhon

It places three-story architecture right up against the park--there should be landscaped transitional space that preserves views

The housing, increased traffic, not enough parking.

Housing, both the town homes and multi-family housing

Bad idea for multi family.

Not as creative with the layout and probably the least opportunity for aesthetics.

Way too much parking

We don't need mirhouses we need more parking

Concerned about size of #8

More retail and homes in the area would burden the already crowded intersection

enough density and/or activity to create a destination/place?

Need more detail on the "Development program” where are those things supposed to be?

Conjested, condensed and crowded licing space.Too many additional people and car for existing contersection.

Eliminates much needed overflow parking at light rail station (block "7")

It may have too much multi-family housing above the parking. It will give it a lot of height, which maynot match the area.

townhomes and high density next to park; 4 level parking structure

South Platte Park is a natural space that needs to be protected, there can be no further development on its edge.

Parking garage, destroying our beautiful open spaces in 13, 14 and 16 for retail?!

Potential conflict w/townhome guest parking and station parking - can see station users trying to park on any available surface

Office development does not seem to fit in this location
The additional residential areas
new ped bridge is not needed. And will not be use much at all.




Somewhat concerned about traffic congestion especially with more residential units being added.

Large parking structure.

Two pedestrian bridges over Santa Fe would be nice but not sure it's a priority due to cost.

Possible size of parking/housing structure

The addition of town homes, #7.

Area 7 is needed in this design as more parking. West side of city ditch should be for park expansion

Should the pedestrian bridge be further North for access by those neighbors?

Ped bridge

Risk to wetlands and lack of bicycle parking.

Too many new homes no need for retail. We should have grocery in existing aspen grove

New townhomes (#7), 4 level parking garage, additional retail space when Aspen Grove has many vacant stores.

a 4 story parking structure is absurd, totally un needed and wrong

There are too many units. This community is changing from a small town feel to urban living.

4 level parking structure.

a.) the pedestrian bridge doesn't connect with the bridge to the light rail stop.

Looks like a sea of concrete - like it is very high density and that it would negatively impact the river area.




3. Do you have any other comments regarding Option #1?
| really like adding many more parking spaces in a covered garage!
NO MENTION OF BUS STATION

So, you are adding a lot of traffic to the area, what traffic improvements are planned?

Would prefer a foot bridge over Mineral to serve future mixed use #13.
None

| like the idea of #5

Aspen Grove is starting to lose tenants; several empty store fronts seems to suggest additional retail may not be succes

If RTD extension to Highlands Ranch happens, we may not need so much parking here.

| also like the new ped access to Aspen Grove, so we don't have to climb through the bushes!

see #2

Concerned about traffic on Mineral, which is already backed up during rush hour. No other way to get into our neighborl

Why do you feel the need to develop every piece of open land.

recommend you take 14 and put it west along platte park instead of making us walk in mixed zone.

Apartment complexes are reducing the quality of life in Littleton.

Mineral station needs more parking spaces period!

Concerned about the height of the parking structures. Preserving mountain views for homes is vital. Alamo is pushing it|




How about some affordable, single family homes?

Not my favorite

This area is already over crowded, Have any of you tried driving on Santa Fe pretty much any time of day?

None

Much too much.

It's not entirely clear which items are new. Is it only the items marked "New"?

Get rid of adding more housing to the mix!

This seems like it's adding a LOT of people in a small space where parking is already very limited
Need a bridge to get over to #13, from #8 area.

Would like to see security issues related to increased foot traffic Eric to be explicitly addressed.
no

Love the idea of parking structure and residential in RTD lots

Where is the existing 7-117?

this is the best of the three

no

add ped bridge across Mineral Ave instead of a new one across SantaFe!
Like additional ped bridge and underpass, though expect they are costly
Why are you tying in the neighborhood into this. It's a lite rail stop unless you make it a hub for lines east west and south

Why is a new pedestrian bridge and north Aspen Grove access needed?

How does this development affect the bird (and other animals) habitat at Carson?




Concern about foot traffic towards highline canal

no

western park of 13 -should reamin open space or park developement

No more "homes" and "offices" please. The current streets cannot handle more traffic!

We are becoming a city inundated with apartments,rentals & townhomes. It brings an unwanted transient element to the

This survey design does only accommodates sound bytes--it prevents fully answering the questions.

Don't want the high density development.

More office space would be wonderful. Littleton empties eastward every morning lets get some professional jobs here.

Widen roads and intersection.

autonomous vehicles will make that amount of parking irrelevant and if developed, it will seem shortsighted

There are 9 empty inline stores at aspen grove we don't need more

townhomes seems to detach future development to south from Aspen Grove

increase limit on text box. What is occuring in red outlined space, is it all #13 that indicates mix-use?

Who wants to live across the street from railroad. Why is that never mentioned?

Nothing else.

Strong concerns on traffic due to high density housing and Littleton's crown jewel South Platte Park. Space here is too |

Further development near south platte park will ruin the ecosystem and safety of animals.

| moved to Littleon and specifically Jack Ass Hill for the views. This option destroys our small town feel that people move

Creates a nice "place" near 5/6 and current Aspen Grove

Traffic is already a miss coming down mineral towards Santa fe. More people who live there means more traffic.




Sometimes | take light rail to the shopping center and there is no clearly defined path to get to the shopping center. It

| like the suggestion for another access point under Santa Fe.

Littleton's growing population needs more open space - use this great opportunity to add much more
Improving paths from neighborhoods across Sante Fe a must.

don't need ped bridge due to proximity to existing ped bridge

How much does this increase the capacity for parking? What about bikes?

The Mineral/Santa Fe intersection is a bottleneck for traffic, especially WB. A passenger drop off area on E side would |
shocked that whoever on this development board somehow convinces themselves that this is good for littleton.
This area is already overcrowded. Further development only fuels the housing bubble which will eventually burst.

If you are walking down the hill you have to go around to get on the rail. #8 should not have housing, only #13
What about traffic? Mineral and Santa Fe are already an issue.




4. What do you like best about Option #2?

New Dad Clark Gulch underpass and trail connection & the "maker" campus

NUMBER 5

not much

Nothing

neighborhood park

Not much

Adding greenspace with new park #4. New pedestrian bridge seems better placed than Option 1

More parking and the pedestrian bridge by Aspen Grove

Looks like less condensed housing.

| like the proposed layout better. And #9.

Even more commuter parking than option #1.

Lower garage, less strip mall feeling, low frontage on Mineral. Prefer option A.

Once again, appreciate the mixed use. | also like the trail connection to Jackass Hill

Maker Campus, retail building

new pedestrian bridge

Good new and existing access to existing trails - some new trails and open area

Parking garage as additional parking is sorely needed for the light rail.

trail connections.

Less congested housing wise than #1

nothing

Nice plan except for the residential aspect.

Less high density. More parking spaces

Additional parking

doesn't appear to be significantly different from option 1




The pedestrian bridge still neg. impacts residential area but it is further north--how about even closer to ACC*

Location of pedestrian bridge into Aspen Grove, perfect amount of retail

#5 access to Aspen Grove

Increased parking for lightrail, trail connections

bridge and play area

new trail connctions, pedestrian bridge and access to Aspen Grove. Some residenial and park

Increased pedestrian options.

trail connections and neighborhood parks, parking structure

The pedestrian bridge closer to the shopping center

Nothing

Nothing

Park, New Trails & pedestrian access to east side of Santa fe

new trails and pedestrial bridge

Overall improved accessibility. #11 and 12 especially since they improve across to LR from east of Santa Fe

parking garage and business development

Office park on NW side

Neighborhood park, townhome plan seems better than option #1

Aspen Grove connectivity

More parking.

Pedestrian bridge and access to neighborthood

Love the additional parking Option #2 offers, Mineral Station parking is always full. Like the neighborhood par

office against South Platte Park instead of rental residences, like City Ditch Open Space

Again like parking structure, though missing wrap;

LT

The parkis nice

Location of residential buildings

pedestrian access to aspen grove
The office park

More parking

3/11/12/15/16




| like the increased parking spaces and the concept of the office maker campus just not where it is.

Office

pedestrian bridge

#7 location is better than 1st plan, #9 good spot for retail, #8, #1, #4, #11, #14, #15, #16

| like this one too

The location of the new bridge, further north. Dad Clark underpass.

Parking structure needed for light rail

new trail connections

| like the 3 level parking structure. This is the best of the 3 options.

Here also, it leaves the ag and open space south of Mineral alone.

Neighborhood park, office buildings

Number 8 parking

Good split of multi-family to townhomes.

The office/residential campus is a great idea

Less housing

The same as with Option #1, the access to Aspen Grove and to the High Line Canal/Jackass Hill

Improved access to trails

pathway to connect to Jackass HIll Park and High Line Canal

the efforts to address Mineral Ave. as a gateway

| like the office/maker space

Parking garage only.

Better use of parcel 7 for office

That it is a mixed use development and allows for future mixed use development

Office maker campus versus high density housing along park; easier access to retail; housing next to parking

No

10 & 11, this path is dangerous as is an steps need to be added down to Mineral

Ped connection from existing neighborhood to east; better trail connections east of 85

Nothing




Increased retail and commercial property means increased income for the city.

Pedestrian access to shopping center

#7-B

Town homes on North Side of parking structure closer to retail.

Love the garage size Best design of the 3 options

improved train connections, pedestrian bridge. Parking!

| do not like

Additional parking.

Density of housing looks much more spread and less intrusive. Love the neighborhood park

Additional open space and trail connections; inclusion of office space; 2 level parking garage (795/level)

the 3 story parking is better than 4, but with no options seems slightly forced to choose.

more office space

#11, #4




5. What do you not like about Option #2?

Fewer parking spaces than in Option #1

LESS PARKING

Too many townhomes

Everything. Why a trail connection east of RR on private property? You are suggesting a neighborhood park where the RTL

odd place for pedestrian bridge, less connection to Aspen Grove

Parking is the issue here. We do not need business and townhomes

Single story retail fronting Mineral.

Still would like an additional pedestrian bridge placed as shown in option 1

Really prefer to leave the South side of mineral undeveloped or as open space

#6. Adding more housing to an already busy intersection.

#9-skip the retail and consider MORE commuter parking.

Least open space, no "Riverwalk," too many apartments in option B, too dense.

| wonder about so much office space with Southpark up the road not being filled.

multi family housing

4.45 acres of open space is on the low side. Too much new residential with Option B

pedestiran bridge needs to stay at mineral ave.

Too many high density residences. We do not need more of these in Littleton.

poor placement of ped bridge. #9 on Mineral.

Vague plans on #13.

9, no cross over at lightrail like #1 had. just bad flow and energy in this one

#6, #7, #13

The office space vs. more parking

#15 is concerning, as a Southpark owner.New Bridge #3. concerned about the height of everything. Need to preserve mou

parking space numbers? #8 in description says 795 spaces per level, development program says 485 spaces per level.




Impact on existing neighborhoods on the east side of Santa fe.

Reduced open space, Option B has too many multi-family units, Don't like location of townhomes

Pretty much everything else, too much overbuild

None

nothing

office complex

Less parking provided.

office and retail development

Exposed parking structure, instead of having a wrapped parking structure

Pedestrian