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September 18, 2019 

 

 

Development Review Team 

City of Littleton – Community Development 

2255 W Berry Ave 

Littleton, CO 80120 

drt@littletongov.org   

 

 Re:  AC Case No O19-123 / Littleton Envision Draft of Comprehensive Plan and Transportation Plan 

 

Thank you for the opportunity to review and comment on this project.  The Arapahoe County Planning 

Division has the following comments related to this referral: 

 

Comprehensive Plan:  

 

1. p. 9 – It would be helpful to know what county forecast was used for the two scenarios that were 

based on Arapahoe County growth. 

2. The forecast section anticipates a need for more than 6,000 more housing units in Littleton. The plan 

has no discussion of how that increase might be achieved. No inventory of available residential 

properties, for example. Would this require some significant upzoning? 

3. p. 11. The “Regional factors” section was not included in the review copy of the plan. That might 

have some key items of interest to Arapahoe County. Could we see that section when it is available? 

4. Land use – no mention of transit oriented development. A couple of mentions of BRT on Broadway. 

No policies related to transit.  

5. We would encourage Littleton to annex remaining unincorporated areas adjacent to the City. County 

staff would be glad to meet with City staff to discuss possible annexations. Does the City intend for 

the plan to meet the requirements for a 3-mile annexation plan? 

6. p. 47 – We especially liked the policy (H&N 6) on mobile home parks. We should have something 

similar in the county plan. 

7. p. 51 – no policy related to transit. 

8. p. 55 – In the discussion of flooding, include coordination with SEMSWA. 

9. p. 70 – we might encourage corridor plans for Bowles and Platte Canyon where the County and 

Littleton each has interests. Policy 5 seems to be the only mention of transit oriented development. 

10. p. 75 – Implementation. It would be helpful to have the Littleton staff present the plan to our 

planning commission where the focus could be on areas of coordination. 
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Transportation Plan: 

 

1. p. 16. Major corridors should include Lowell/Platte Canyon. 

2. p. 41 – No regional arterial classification. It seems that Santa Fe and C470 do not fit any of the 

classifications. Even Broadway may be more than a “commercial corridor.” (A Freeway 

classification is mentioned on p. 46 but does not appear on the map.) 

3. p. 58 – priority planning corridors – the Arapahoe County 2035 Transportation Plan anticipates the 

need to widen Platte Canyon Road from 2 to 4 lanes, including the portions in or adjacent to 

Littleton. The plan might recognize the need to coordinate planning in this corridor. 

4. p. 75 – the locations of the candidate signal improvements should be noted in the text and/or the 

map. 

5. p. 104 – list of Actions starts with item 5. Are the first 4 items missing? 

 

Please reach out to myself or Larry Mugler, Long Range Planning, at lmugler@arapahoegov.com with 

questions. 

 

Thank you, 

 

Terri 

________________________________________________________________ 
Terri L. Maulik | Duty Planner | Arapahoe County Public Works & Development 
6924 S Lima St, Centennial, CO 80112-3853 
Direct: 720-874-6840 | Planning Main: 720-874-6650 
Website:  http://www.arapahoegov.com  | Citizen Access to ACA https://citizenaccess.arapahoegov.com 
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https://citizenaccess.arapahoegov.com/


Page 1 

https://cbca.org/economic-activity-study/
https://cbca.org/economic-activity-study/


Page 2 



From: Mike Braaten 
Sent: Wednesday, September 11, 2019 2:51 PM 
To: Mike Braaten <MBraaten@ssprd.org> 
Subject: comments from SSPRD/Littleton Envision Doc. 
  
Hi Kathleen- Our Planning Director and myself reviewed – Rob, our Ex. Director, said 
he may review and submit comments too.  

1.       Throughout the document please refer to us as “South Suburban Park and Recreation 
District” (legal name) or “South Suburban Parks and Recreation” (Marketing purposes).  If you 
use District…then don’t use plural Parks. 
2.       Transportation/Policies – TMP 6: Define “vulnerable users groups” 
3.       Infrastructure and Services, 2 Paragraph, “the city can employ financing and special district 
mechanisms….”  In Littleton Village, the park, built by a developer and now managed by the 
metro district is under‐sized and we regularly get approached by residents (and the city) to 
“take over the park.”….unfortunately, it wasn’t built to SSPRD standards so we 
can’t/won’t.  We’re working with Lone Tree right now on taking over parks that were under the 
control of a metro district – that were built to SSPRD standards.  Should the city use special 
district mechanisms, consider coordination with SSPRD regarding park development.  
4.       In same paragraph – please add SSPRD as a key public agency. 
5.       Infrastructure and Services/Key Issues and Consideration: 5th bullet: Ensuring effective 
partnerships…  you list parks/trails, etc.  We constantly get requests for more recreational 
amenities beyond parks/trails, including recreational programs and new/improved sport 
courts/fields……We’d appreciate this bullet being expanded to include fields/courts and 
recreation. 
6.       Pg 54/Actions/Capital Investments Action I&S 2…impact fee study – consider addition of 
parks/Trails/Open Space/Rec Facilities to impact fees. 
7.       Pg 58 ADDITIONAL POLICY – Continued improvement and development of parks, open 
space, and recreational amenities as a means to attract people and companies?  Action or 
Partnerships & Coordination: /continue to pursue improvement and development of new and 
existing parks, open space and recreational amenities in cooperation with SSPRD.  Add SSPRD to 
potential partners. 
8.       Pg 61: Rec, Heritage and Tourism: First Paragraph,2nd sentence….consider the additional 
”They offer relaxation, exercise AND AN OPPORTUNITY TO CONNECT/RECONNECT WITH 
NATURE. 
9.       Pg 61 first bullet under key issues – I have no idea what is meant by the language after, 
“whether….”  Confusing statement should be reworded. 
10.   Pg 61 – suggested add:  Address the increasing desire and need of a growing population for 
new and expanded entertainment, cultural, and recreational facilities as well as related 
programs. 
11.   PG 62 – policy RHT1 Strike “s” from SS park and recreation district.  ADD South Platte 
Working Group? 
12.   Policy RHT3: after community, add facilities and events….so it reads: while enjoying parks, 
trails, and community facilities and events.  
13.   Pg 62 – under Actions/Capital Investments…strike “s” from SS Park and Rec. District. 
14.   Action RHT4 – add: Coordinate with partners to Track… 
15.   Action RHT6 – add: cash….for cash in lieu of land contributions… 
16.   Pg 63 green “potential partners” box, strike s in parks from SSPRD 



17.   Action RHT 8 – consider adding: Continue and enhance collaboration, COMMUNICATION 
and partnerships. 
18.   Action RHT 9 – add SSPRD as a collaborator 
19.   Action RHT 16 – “Complete regular updates the Parks, Recreation and Trails Master 
Plan….add: , in coordination with SSPRD and other partners (FYI – original/Existing plan was 
city/ssprd at the table).  Add trails to, “…Littleton’s park, recreation, open space and 
trails priorities. 
20.   There has been much discussion in recent years about the acquisition/development of 
public space in the downtown….but no mention of that in the plan (later mention of downtown 
master plan)? 
21.   Page 64 ‐  under goals…Littleton’s water resources?...suggest deleting Littleton and say 
water resources. 
22.   Pg. 65 – Policies….Policy ENV 3:   We’d appreciate the promotion of synthetic turf fields as a 
means to eliminate water use on sports fields. 
23.   Action ENV 6 – Evaluate opportunities….  In this bullet it is of note that SSPRD manages City 
Owned Parks….so if the city is evaluating storm water management, it should be done in 
coordination with your partners. 
24.   Pg 67 – Action ENV 8 – add “water‐use” after irrigation design and before xeriscaping. 
25.   Action ENV 11 drop “s” in park for SSPRD 
26.   Action ENV 9 – in evaluating changes to code updates, please be mindful of SSPRD’s need to 
provide synthetic turf fields to reduce water use, reduce field wear, and expand usability of 
fields. 
27.   Pg. 67 – GREEN POTENTIAL PARTNERS box….strike “s” from parks in SSPRD 
28.   Pg 70 – consider the addition on another bullet under key issues and considerations – be 
cognizant of the desire and need for additional public space in new development or 
redevelopment projects. 
29.   Under Policies #1….considering expanding commitment to….direction of the majority of 
council, to avoid the one‐off requests of the recent past. 
30.   Pg 71 – More Targeted Planning and study/ Downtown Masterplan….add to e.g.: the 
possible acquisition and improvement of public space (if still a desire). 
  
  
Happy to elaborate if desired. Thx. 

  

 

Mike Braaten, Deputy Executive Director 
South Suburban Parks and Recreation 
6631 S University Blvd Centennial, CO 80121 
ssprd.org | 303.483.7003 
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September 23, 2019 

To City Council and Joint Leadership Committee: 

The Littleton Transportation & Mobility Board is providing support for the adoption of the 
Comprehensive Plan and Transportation Master Plan. The Board recognizes the extraordinary 
work that has been done in the past 18 months to update the Comprehensive Plan and 
develop a Transportation Master Plan from scratch. 

The extensive public outreach with over 7,000 conversations, compared to other communities, 
shows an extraordinary level of commitment to engaging our neighbors and businesses in 
shaping the future of Littleton and the region. 

The Transportation and Mobility Board only having been established this spring entered the 
process at the tail end and as a result, faced a daunting task in reviewing and commenting on 
both plans. Attached to this memo of support, you will see the Board's commentary on the 
Transportation Plan as well as the individual comments submitted by Board members. 

First, the Board expresses full support for the Comprehensive Plan as drafted. 

On the Transportation Master Plan, the Board endorses the descriptive section of the plan. The 
Implementation Plan only having been available for ten days and containing an exceptional 
level of detail, provided a limited opportunity for review. The Board generally supports the 
intent and outline of the TMP Implementation Plan as drafted but is looking forward to 
engaging with the community, Planning Commission, City Council, and staff in executing the 
plan recommendations. The Board's work plan for the next year will focus on building out the 
vision and ideas denoted in the Implementation Plan. 

Specifically related to the Transportation Master Plan, the Board recommends the following 
future considerations as implementation proceeds: 
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o Littleton is an exceptional city and supporting the Comprehensive Plan, and 
Transportation Plan's vision and goals are essential to continuing the high quality of life 
we enjoy 

o Committing funds to support advanced planning, engineering, and design to hone the 
projects in the plan is critical to success including but not limited to study and planning 
for the Broadway Corridor, Littleton Boulevard, Littleton Downtown Transportation and 
Mobility, and all associated current and future land use and access considerations 

o Consistent budgetary set-asides for local matching funds will be essential to leveraging 
grant and partnership opportunities to execute the goals of the program 

o City Council should commit to reviewing and updating the Transportation Master Plan 
every five years if not sooner 

o Littleton must be an active regional leader in partnerships to achieve the plan goals 
o Always seek to include business interests in making decisions to deploy transportation 

solutions 
o The components of the TMP will see dynamic shifts over the next decade as 

demographics change, and community members consider and utilize mode changes to 
travel and commute. New technologies will be evolving in this sector, and Littleton must 
be prepared to capitalize on technology to improve transportation solutions  

o The TMP must always be a living, flexible document to adapt to change as the region 
evolves, and Littleton demands high levels of service with effective funding solutions 

o The TMP is a "fiscally unconstrained" plan thus the Board and City Council will need to 
work in partnership to execute a "fiscally constrained" plan seeking sustainable funding 
methodologies.  

Thank you for establishing the Transportation & Mobility Board, and we look forward to the 
challenge of working to enhance and promote high-quality transportation alternatives for our 
citizens, businesses, and visitors. 

Respectfully, 

Littleton Transportation & Mobility Board 

Attachments: 

o TMB compiled review comments on Transportation Master Plan 
o TMB member individual review comments 
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TRANSPORTATION MASTER PLAN 

ADVISORY COMMENTS 
 

CITY OF LITTLETON  
TRANSPORTATION & MOBILITY BOARD 

SEPTEMBER 9, 2019 

PURPOSE 

The City of Littleton Transportation & Mobility Board convened on August 
29, 2019 to review the public draft of the city’s first ever Transportation 
Master Plan (TMP). The TMP review is part of the City Council directed 
development of a new Comprehensive Plan, the two are being developed in 
parallel targeting an October 2019 adoption. The commentary in this memo 
is a compilation of the Board’s review of the document and is provided as 
part of the city’s public comment period of the TMP draft. 

The commentary is provided by chapter with feedback divided into “Pluses” 
and “Deltas,” the deltas being items to consider for change. 

OVERALL IMPRESSIONS OF THE PLAN 

Plus 
• Historical context is important to include in understanding how we got to where 

we are 
• Great framework, especially for a first transportation plan ever 
• Emphasis on the leadership aspect is key, especially as we consider innovative 

solutions to transportation problems 
Delta 
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• Biggest challenge was to review without the implementation plan, makes it hard 
to propose and discuss other solutions 

• Logical and consistent format, people will be eager to see the implementation 
chapter 

• Lacks mention of climate change in document, document seems to be short on 
ride hailing service and mobility services 

• Specific strategies on how we reach goals should be more specific  
• Better connections to surrounding communities--Highlands Ranch specifically--

and how we make connections over major barriers (Highline Canal Trail & 
Broadway) 

 

CHAPTER 1 – INTRODUCTION & PLANNING CONTEXT 

• No comments  
 
CHAPTER 2 – EXISTING CITY 

Plus 
 

• The city is wrestling with how we fight for the character along Santa Fe we want, 
while recognizing it needs to move a serious amount of cars (Staff) 

• Safety is the most critical thing we should consider, along with transparency 
 
Delta 

• Using the percentage of people who commute via bike (.4%) could be a little 
misleading. What about people who bike to school, bike for pleasure, etc. 

• Santa Fe being identified as a “Commercial Corridor” when Broadway, Mineral, 
and Belleview are also identified as this? Seems like its own beast 

• Data that is mapped (crash specifically) is from 2011-2015 but tables show more 
recent data 

• We should have HDR map those high accident areas, shouldn’t be too heavy of a 
lift 
 

CHAPTER 3 – MISSION & GOALS 

Plus 
• Can we identify streets where we want to limit traffic growth rather than 

planning on accommodating traffic growth? 
 
Delta 

• How does the TMB address issues of climate change within this document and 
moving forward 

• It may be wise to avoid charged language when developing long term plans 
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• How do we address issues of micro-mobility? 
• Is there a LOS for quality of life for people along major corridors (Corridors will 

be identified in the City’s Land Use/Zoning Plan) 
• It is interesting that discussions of Windermere and Gallup being pushed through 

for connectivity were happening in the early 1980’s 
• For the ‘prosperous’ goal economic success is mentioned but direct mention of 

businesses and business community is lacking 
• Addition of ‘business access’ to commercial corridor under primary purpose  
• Consideration of developing a classification for Mixed Use Downtown Connector 
• Verbiage in bike and pedestrian overlay looks to be copied and pasted, should be 

somewhat unique 
 
CHAPTER 4 – MISSION & GOALS 

Plus & Delta 
• How were the roadway designations determined? Broadway is a commercial 

corridor but has many residents along it 
• How do we utilize C-470 to help alleviate traffic in Littleton? 

 
 
CHAPTER 5 – ACTIVE TRANSPORTATION 
Plus & Delta 

• Why wasn’t more bike connectivity provided to LHS? 
• Label trails on bike maps 
• Connections across Santa Fe should be shown in proposed bike network 
• Change colors on proposed bike map 
• Barrier on Lee Gulch Trail at Broadway is a major hindrance to connectivity 
• A lot of west Littleton seems to be absent from this plan 

 
CHAPTER 6 – TRANSIT 

Plus 
• Note the continued relationship between Littleton and RTD 
• We need to make it a key to address last mile/first mile connectivity 

Delta 
• How do we get additional service at stops with high boarding and alighting? COL 

to work with RTD when they update service--about every 6 months 
• How far south does the proposed BRT go? (Northridge Road) 
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CHAPTER 7 – MOBILITY TRENDS 

Plus & Delta 
• Where does enforcement belong in this plan?  
• There are significant demographic changes occurring in the United States and 

Colorado that will change transportation needs and uses the TMP needs to be 
flexible enough to adapt to those changes 

• How do we handle the micro-mobility (scooters) in the plan? 
• Have we integrated ride share into the plan and how do we get data from 

operators to support our strategy for ride share? 
• As technology such as autonomous vehicles develops how will the plan adapt 

and change? 
• As society changes, potentially less car owners, the plan needs to continue to 

develop mode change education and growth 
CHAPTER 8 – COMPLETE NETWORK RECOMMENDATIONS 

Plus & Delta 
• Is Santa Fe near Aspen Grove a pedestrian priority street? 
• Is it possible to extend light rail to a stop not all the way to Lucent?  
• Broadway Corridor Concepts include Englewood, Denver, Doug Co, Highlands 

Ranch 
• Shared mobility section could use a more robust discussion  
• Broadway Corridor: How are Littleton residents impacted? How are Centennial 

residents impacted? 
• Santa Fe Corridor: Why aren’t Prince and Church addressed on the corridor? 
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