Public Works and Development
Lima Plaza Campus - Arapahoe Room
6954 S. Lima St., Centennial, CO 80112

REGULAR MEETING OF THE
ARAPAHOE COUNTY PLANNING COMMISSION
TUESDAY, AUGUST 4, 2020 @ 6:30 P.M.

Below is the TEAMS link to attend virtual meeting:
https://teams.microsoft.com/l/meetup-join/19%
3ameeting_M2M4NjU1OWUtYzUzYi00ZWY2LTg2N2YtOTIyZGQ5MmQyZTJl%40thread.v2/0?
context=%7b%22Tid%22%3a%2257d7b626-d71d-47f6-84c1-c43bda19ba16%22%2c%22Oid%
22%3a%221598c759-ef37-4510-a39d-da827b24c6ff%22%2c%22IsBroadcastMeeting%22%
3atrue%7d

Below is the phone number to dial in and listen to the meeting:
+1 719-569-5048
Conference ID: 263 590 552#
1. CALL TO ORDER
2. GENERAL BUSINESS ITEMS
2.I. Approval Of The Minutes From July 21, 2020
Documents:
GB1 JULY 21, 2020 PC MINUTES.PDF
3. PUBLIC HEARINGS
3.I. Case No LDC20-001, A-1 & RR-A Accessory Building Setback / Land Development
Code (LDC) Amendment
LOCATION: County-wide
ACREATE: N/A
EXISTING ZONING: A-1 & RR-A
PROPOSED USE: A-1 & RR-A
APPLICANT: Arapahoe County Zoning Division
CASE MANAGER: Michelle Lantz, Zoning Inspector
REQUEST: Approval to amend the Land Development Code to change the front
setback for accessory buildings to 100' in the A-1 and RR-A zone districts.
Documents:
RI1 LDC20-001 STAFF REPORT AND PRESENTATION.PDF
4. STUDY SESSION ITEMS
4.I. Open Spaces Master Plan Study Session

RI1 LDC20-001 STAFF REPORT AND PRESENTATION.PDF
4. STUDY SESSION ITEMS
4.I. Open Spaces Master Plan Study Session
PRESENTER: Brett Collins, Grants and Acquisitions Manager
REQUEST: Introduction of the Open Spaces Master Plan Process
Documents:
SSI1 OPEN SPACES MASTER PLAN REPORT AND PRESENTATION.PDF

ANNOUNCEMENTS:
l
l

The next Planning Commission meeting is scheduled for August 18, 2020.
Planning Commission agendas, Board of County Commission agendas, and other important
Arapahoe County information may be viewed online at www.arapahoegov.com or you may
contact the Planning Division at 720-874-6650.

PLANNING COMMISSION MEMBERS:
Jamie Wollman
Randall Miller
Lynn Sauve
Jane Rieck, Chair

Richard Sall

Kathryn Latsis

Rodney Brockelman
Arapahoe County is committed to making its public meetings accessible to persons with
disabilities.
Please contact the Planning Division at 720-874-6650 or TTY 711, at least three (3) days prior to a
meeting, should you require special accommodations.

MINUTES OF THE REGULAR MEETING OF THE
ARAPAHOE COUNTY PLANNING COMMISSION
TUESDAY, JULY 21, 2020
A regular meeting of the Arapahoe County Planning Commission
was called and held in accordance with the statutes of the State of
Colorado and the Arapahoe County Land Development Code. The
following Planning Commission members were in attendance:

ATTENDANCE

Jane Rieck, Chair; Richard Sall, Lynn Sauve, Kathryn Latsis, Chair
Pro-Tem, Jamie Wollman, Rodney Brockelman, and Randall Miller.
Also present were: Robert Hill, Senior Asst. County Attorney;
Kurtis Cotton, Engineer; Bill Skinner, Senior Planner; Kathleen
Hammer, Planner II; Jason Reynolds, Current Planning Program
Manager; Jan Yeckes, Planning Division Manager; and members of
the public.
CALL TO ORDER

Chair Rieck called the meeting to order at 6:30 p.m. and noted a
quorum of the Board was present.

DISCLOSURE
MATTERS

There were no Planning Commission member conflicts with the
matters before them.

GENERAL BUSINESS ITEMS:
APPROVAL OF THE
MINUTES

The motion was made by Ms. Wollman and duly seconded by
Ms. Latsis to accept the minutes from the July 7, 2020 Planning
Commission meeting, with the correction of a typographical
error. [p. 5, paragraph starting with “Assistant County
Attorney,” third line, “he explained the” (not “thee”]
The motion passed unanimously.

REGULAR ITEMS:
AMENDMENT TO THE
AGENDA

It was announced that Item 1 - Case No GDP18-007, Sky Ranch /
General Development Plan and Item 2 – Case No PP18-001, Sky
Ranch [Neighborhood A – Phase 1] / Preliminary Plat would not be
heard due to public noticing requirements not being met. Staff stated
the hearings would be properly noticed and rescheduled for a future
date.

ITEM 3

CASE NO FDP20-001, COPPERLEAF [KIDDIE ACADEMY] /
FINAL DEVELOPMENT PLAN (FDP) AND USR20-001,
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COPPERLEAF [KIDDIE ACADEMY] / USE BY SPECIAL
REVIEW (USR)
Kat Hammer, Planner II, presented a PowerPoint, a copy of which
was retained for the record. She introduced the application,
established jurisdiction for the public hearing, explained the
proposed use, and noted the application, under the Copperleaf
Preliminary Development Plan, required either a Use by Special
Review or a Special Exception Use for day care use. Ms. Hammer
stated the Use by Special Review was being considered in
conjunction with the Final Development Plan for the site, as both had
a requirement for a public hearing before the Board of County
Commissioners (BOCC). She provided context for the site, noting
nearby land uses. She explained the requested reduction in the
parking space requirement, using the 2019 Land Development Code
(LDC) requirement for parking and reducing that number by 5%. Ms.
Hammer noted the findings and recommendations of staff, and noted
a recommendation that future building permit plans included a shade
structure as part of the playground, as the final plans for the
playground were not yet know.
Ms. Rieck asked about sidewalk connectivity given that
consideration of other developments in the area had raised sidewalk
connectivity issues.
Ms. Hammer noted the applicant would provide additional detail.
Mr. Brockelman asked for further explanation of the parking
reduction request and the various exhibits included in the staff report.
Ms. Hammer indicated the applicant would address this request
during the applicant presentation.
Mr. Miller asked about the proximity of other day care facilities
nearby.
Ms. Hammer noted another day care center project that had been
approved; however, the project had not been finalized, at this time,
due to the final plans not having been received by the County for
signature.
John Stzalka, applicant, presented a PowerPoint, a copy of which
was retained for the record. He indicated the child care center was
intended to serve approximately 150 children. He reported parents
must park and walk the children into the center. He stated corporate
averages showed a significant percentage of families had more than
Planning Commission
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one child coming to the center, which reduced the number of parking
spaces needed. Mr. Stzalka reported there were staggered times for
arrival and departure reducing peak demand for parking at any given
time. He explained the site was over-parked for their purposes. He
said their other facilities usually had 22 to 28 spaces; however, this
site was proposed to have 38 spaces. He reported a deceleration lane
on Picadilly would help with traffic circulation. He stated the
landscape plan would reflect Copperleaf landscaping standards and
add shade to the playground area as the trees grew. Mr. Stzalka said
there would also be shade structures in the playground. He explained
the plans had just recently been finalized. He spoke to the sidewalk
connectivity and noted there would be wrought-iron security fencing
and security cameras. Mr. Stzalka said the tenant was very
committed to safety. He went on to report the school did not
anticipate a need for vehicle stacking as there was no drop-off zone
and the arrival times would be staggered. He said the site plan gave
a good indication of the nice environment. Further, Mr. Stzalka said
the landscaping was a top priority for the tenant, as well as, for
Copperleaf.
There were discussions regarding the maximum allowed children at
peak capacity, pedestrian access, whether the site would
accommodate 40 spaces, and if the site was a school or day care
center.
Ms. Rieck opened the hearing for public comments. There were no
public comments. The public hearing was closed.
It was moved by Ms. Latsis and duly seconded by Ms. Wollman,
in the case of FDP20-001, Copperleaf Kiddie Academy / Final
Development Plan, that the Planning Commission reviewed the
staff report, including all exhibits and attachments, listened to
the applicant’s presentation and any public comment as
presented at the public hearing, and moved to recommend
approval of the application based on the findings in the staff
report, subject to the following conditions:
1. Prior to signature of the final copy of these plans, the
applicant must address Public Works Staff comments
and concerns.
2. The applicant must meet all of East Cherry Creek Valley
and Water Sanitation requirements.
3. The applicant must include shade structures in the play
area at the time of building permit.
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4. The applicant must meet all of Tri-County Health
Department requirements and receive approval from
Tri-County Health Department prior to construction.
The vote was:
Ms. Rieck, Yes; Ms. Sauve, Yes; Mr. Miller, Yes; Mr. Sall, Yes;
Ms. Latsis; Yes; Ms. Wollman, Yes, Mr. Brockelman, Yes.
ITEM 4

Case No. LDC20-003, Recreational Marijuana Code – Bill
Skinner, Senior Planner, Public Works and Development (PWD)
Mr. Skinner presented a PowerPoint, a copy of which was retained
for the record. He intruded the case and explained Arapahoe County
was the applicant. He stated the case had been properly noticed and
the Planning Commission had jurisdiction to proceed. Mr. Skinner
explained the purpose and history of the proposed amendment to the
Marijuana Land Uses code. He reported the owners of the four
existing, nonconforming medical marijuana businesses, had
approached the Board of County Commissioners (BOCC) asking for
consideration to expand the allowable use to include the sale of
recreational marijuana from these retail establishments. He said,
such approval would them to compete within the market, which
included nearby jurisdictions who allowed both medical and
recreational marijuana sales at retail establishments. Mr. Skinner
stated the BOCC conducted a study session and provided direction
to staff to prepare draft regulations for consideration through the
hearing process. He said their direction included the allowance of
recreational marijuana sales for the four existing businesses, at their
existing locations, and that the rules of nonconforming uses would
otherwise continue to apply to these four businesses. Mr. Skinner
explained the relationship of the proposed Land Development Code
(LDC) amendment to a proposed change to a County ordinance
currently prohibiting marijuana businesses. He stated the ordinance,
which would be amended to allow recreational sales at the four
existing, nonconforming medical marijuana retail businesses in their
current locations, would be reviewed and acted upon only by BOCC.
He reported, if the ordinance was approved, the change in the LDC
would be needed to implemented.
Senior Assistant County Attorney Bob Hill noted the language
between the proposed ordinance and the proposed LDC amendment
was inconsistent.
Mr. Skinner noted the text of the proposed LDC amendment had
been further revised since what was provided to the PC in their staff

Planning Commission

July 21, 2020
The audio recording is the official County record of this meeting.
Written minutes are a summary of the meeting and provided as a courtesy only.

Page 4 of 8

report. He explained that was presented in the staff report referenced
the four businesses that were in existence “prior to December 15,
2009.” However, he went on to explain that in order to make the
LDC language consistent with the ordinance language, the LDC had
been re-revised to reference the four businesses “existing as of
July 14, 2020.” Mr. Skinner reviewed agency referral comments that
were received after the staff report was sent. He explained the
referral responses included comments from Tri-County Health
Department (TCHD) recommending a minimum 1,000-foot distance
from youth-oriented facilities such as schools. He had also received
referral comments from the Sheriff’s Office noting there might be
some additional security issues that arose with the expanded use into
the retail market. Finally, Mr. Skinner shared referral comments
from the City of Centennial that they did not oppose the amendment
but would want the opportunity to further review any changes that
would allow expansion of sales at the existing businesses or the
addition of new businesses. Mr. Skinner noted the code did not
address a spacing requirement, because the change would apply only
to existing locations. He noted some of the locations would not meet
the minimum distance recommended by TCHD.
There were discussions regarding expanding uses that were deemed
nonconforming, the 1,000-foot minimum proximity of the existing
locations to schools or other youth-oriented facilities and the
increase of the minimum age to purchase marijuana from 18-21.
Ms. Sauve asked for a legal opinion as to whether allowing this
additional use would set a precedent for allowing additional
marijuana businesses in the future.
Mr. Hill explained the very limited nature of the nonconforming
status and that any further expansion of business or establishment of
any new business would require an additional Land Development
Code amendment.
There were continued discussions about the impact of the proposed
code changes and if it would allow new or continued business
processes. It was noted the current retail medical marijuana
businesses did not currently manufacture products on site.
Mr. Skinner noted Tri-County Health Department regulated prepackaged food sales differently than preparing and serving food on
site.
Mr. Miller asked how many of the four facilities encroached on the
1,000-ft setback from youth-oriented facilities.
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Mr. Skinner referenced a map and indicated it was possible that at
least three of the existing businesses fall within that distance.
Ms Rieck asked whether any of the four businesses could relocate to
another location and whether the business could shut down and then
be reopened by another party.
Mr. Skinner noted the code amendment was specific to the address
and to the unit number of a multi-tenant building.
Mr. Hill stated that a nonconforming use was transferable and could
be sold if not shut down for more than six months and that’s tate
licensing requirements would apply to the new owner.
Mr. Miller asked whether there were any restrictions in hours of
operation.
Mr. Skinner explained the proposed code amendment did not address
hours of operation and that these types of businesses would be
considered in the same way as other general retail businesses, unless
located in a PUD, with an overall “no 24-hour business” restriction.
Ms. Rieck opened the public hearing for comments.
Earam Matenan, said he owned one of the existing medical
marijuana shops. He knows many of his customers and they liked to
come to his shop. He would like to be able to have the flexibility to
provide them with recreational products.
Wendy Davis, 3460 S Poplar, said she lived about a mile from the
Yale St location and has patronized them for a long time. She felt the
code amendment would be fair to the owners, who are very nice
people and are very concerned about the rules. She supported the
business that she patronized.
Wesley Billingstone, reported he lived off of Mississippi in
Unincorporated Arapahoe County and that he was a surviving
pancreatic cancer patient who moved here a number of years ago
because of the ability to obtain medical marijuana. He stated some
of the medical shops were excellent. Some days he cannot drive
because of his illness, and some stores are closed on Sundays. He
would like to be able to obtain recreational, as well as, medical
marijuana in the same location that is close to his home.
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Gabriel [last name was inaudible], stated he owned the store at 2280
S Quebec. He would like to expand into recreational sales to better
serve the community.
Bill McKiernan, 3290 Cherry Ridge Rd, said he was employed by
CURE, which was one of the existing shops. He wanted to thank the
Planning Commissioners and Bill Skinner for their work. He
reported the shop where he was employed has no manufacturing as
part of its business. He appreciated the support and, as an employee
of this shop and as an Arapahoe County resident, would like this
opportunity to move into the recreational market to better compete.
There were no further public comments. The public hearing was
closed.
Ms. Latsis asked if staff had information on the proximity of
competing businesses in other jurisdictions. She also asked if the
expansion into recreational sales would result in additional security
needs and costs, and if that had been taken into consideration.
Mr. Skinner said staff had not researched the locations of competing
businesses. He noted the BOCC, during a study session, did ask
about set-up considerations. He explained medical and recreational
sales must be separated in area and cash flow/accounting, but no
discussion occurred specifically on security changes anticipated by
owners. Mr. Skinner said he had the impression the owners knew the
business operations of their competitors and understood operational
needs.
Mr. Miller asked whether the business could move entirely into
recreational sales and no longer include medical sales.
Mr. Skinner shared that Mr. McKiernan, one of the CURE
employees, stated these businesses had long-running relationships
with their medical customers and they did not wish to cause any
discomfort for their current clients with that change in operations;
however, he stated there was nothing in the proposed code that would
require medical sales to continue.
It was moved by Ms. Wollman and duly seconded by
Mr. Brockelman, in the case of LDC20-003, Recreational
Marijuana Regulations / Land Development Code Amendment,
that the Planning Commission read the staff report, including all
exhibits and attachments, listened to the staff’s presentation and
any public comment as presented at the public hearing, and
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moved to recommend approval of the application based on the
findings in the staff report, subject to the following conditions:
1. Staff will make corrections and revisions to the proposed
language as directed by the County Attorney prior to
incorporating the approved amendment into the Land
Development Code for publication.
2. If the Board of County Commissioners does not adopt a
recreational marijuana ordinance this related application
LDC20-003 to amend the Land Development Code will be
withdrawn.
The vote was:
Ms. Rieck, No; Ms. Sauve, Yes; Mr. Miller, Yes; Mr. Sall, Yes;
Ms. Latsis, No; Ms. Wollman, Yes; Mr. Brockelman, Yes.
ADJOURNMENT

Planning Commission

There being no further business to come before the Planning
Commission, the meeting was adjourned.
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ARAPAHOE COUNTY PLANNING COMMISSION
PUBLIC HEARING
AUGUST 04, 2020
6:30 P.M.
SUBJECT: LDC20-001 RR-A and A-1 front setback for accessory buildings
MICHELLE LANTZ, ZONING INSPECTOR

JULY 20, 2020

PROPOSAL
Staff is recommending two modifications to the Land Development Code. The changes are proposed for
the minimum required front setback for accessory buildings in the A-1 (Agricultural-1) and RR-A (Rural
Residential-A) zone districts. Current regulations require accessory buildings to be behind the front building
line of the principal structure.
STAFF RECOMMENDATION
Staff is recommending two modifications.
Current Regulations
A-1 (min. lot size 19 acres)
Principal structure setback – 100
feet
RR-A (min. Lot size 9 acres)
Principal structure setback – 50
feet

Proposed
Regulations

Accessory Structures must be set at or behind 100 feet from front
the front building line of principal structure property line
Accessory Structures must be set at or behind 100 feet from front
the front building line of principal structure property line

BACKGROUND
This request is based on a conflict that sometimes arises when a property owner builds a home with a
significantly greater setback than the minimum required on these large properties (minimum parcel sizes
of 19 acres and 9 acres) and later wishes to add an accessory building such as a barn. A conflict can also
occur when a property owner builds an agricultural building without a home on the property. Agriculture
and ranch uses are permitted principal uses within the A-E zone district (minimum parcel size of 35 acres,
but properties are often much larger) and within the A-1 and RR-A zone districts; as such, an agricultural
or ranching use may be established without first building a home on the property. Agricultural and larger
Rural Residential properties also may have constraints, such as floodplains, that would make a different
layout on the property work better for permitted agricultural and ranching uses.
In most residential zone districts, accessory buildings are required to be at least as far back on a property
as the front building line of a home to preserve a residential character for the property and surrounding area.
In these zone districts, a house is required to be constructed as a principal use before an agricultural building
can be constructed, and homes are often built at the minimum required setback based on smaller lot sizes
and neighborhood configurations.
By comparison, the A-E Agricultural, A-1 and RR-A zone districts permit an agricultural or other
“accessory” building to be constructed without a home on the property. Currently, the A-E zone has a
minimum setback of 100 feet for either a residential or accessory building, but does not state a requirement
that an accessory building must be behind the front building line of the home. In the A-E zone, it is not
uncommon to see a barn or similar building constructed in front of a home that is set farther back on the
LDC20-001, RR-A & A-1 setback
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property for privacy while providing good access to the accessory building from the road. The proposed
change for the R-1 and RR-A zones would also establish a similar standard.
DISCUSSION AND FINDINGS
The proposed changes to the A-1 and RR-A setbacks correlates strongly with all of the Align Arapahoe
objectives- Service First, Quality of Life, and Fiscal Responsibility.
Service First and Quality of Life: The proposed changes for accessory structure setbacks in these two
zone districts will allow property owners a better opportunity to utilize their land for agricultural and
residential purposes in the most favorable way based on their needs and the characteristics of the
property, while still taking into account the intent and need for some type of setback requirement in a
rural and semi-rural setting.
Fiscal Responsibility: The current accessory setback is often not taken into account when someone starts
building either a residential structure or an accessory building without anticipating where they will
eventually want to build other structures. This causes additional work for staff to communicate the
requirements to property owners and people working to build on their parcels of land. Additionally, over
the past several years, staff has worked with several property owners who went to the Board of
Adjustment requesting a variance to the setback requirement.

REFERRAL COMMENTS
Comments received during the referral process are as follows:
East Arapahoe County Advisory Planning Commission – Deb Deitchel: Supports the proposed change as
providing flexibility for property owners (comments attached)
East Arapahoe County Advisory Planning Commission – Tom Coker: Supports the proposed change as
providing flexibility for property owners (comments attached)
Gary May, May Farms: Supports the proposed change to allow placement of dwelling in the most desirable
spot for the land owner, placement of barns closer to the road for deliveries and reducing impacts of dust
to homes, and improved child safety by placing homes farther from the road (comments attached)
Bennett Watkins Fire Rescue: No issue with the proposed regulation, but reiterate the continued need and
requirement for an accessible driveway meeting fire code specifications to serve any proposed accessory
structures for emergency purposes, regardless of where situated on the property (comments attached)

The following responded as having No Comments:
Arapahoe County Mapping
Arapahoe County Sheriff’s Office – Public Safety Bureau
East Arapahoe County Advisory Planning Commission – Arnold Hollingsworth
Unincorporated Arapahoe County Economic Development – James Shelley
I-70 Corridor Regional Economic Advancement Partnership
Strasburg Fire Department
Tri-County Health Department
Douglas County Planning

LDC20-001, RR-A & A-1 setback
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STAFF FINDINGS
Based upon review of applicable policies and goals in the Comprehensive Plan, review of the development
regulations and analysis of referral comments, our findings include:
1. The proposed amendment is consistent with the Arapahoe County Comprehensive Plan and the
General Purpose of the Land Development Code.
2. The proposal would allow greater flexibility for property owners to utilize their land in a way
consistent with agricultural and semi-rural needs while providing setbacks to reduce impacts to
neighboring property owners.
RECOMMENDATION
Considering the findings and other information provided in this report and its attachments, Staff
recommends approval of case number LDC20-001 RR-A and A-1 front setback for accessory buildings
subject to the following condition:
1. Staff will make corrections and revisions to the proposed language as directed by the County
Attorney prior to incorporating the approved amendment into the Land Development Code for
publication.

(Draft motions provided on next page)

LDC20-001, RR-A & A-1 setback
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DRAFT MOTIONS
Recommend Conditional Approval
In the case LDC20-001, RR-A and A-1 front setback for accessory buildings, the Planning Commissioners
have reviewed the staff report, including all exhibits and attachments, and have listened to the applicant’s
presentation and any public comment as presented at the public hearing. I hereby move to RECOMMEND
APPROVAL of this application based on the findings in the staff report, subject to the following condition:
1. Staff will make corrections and revisions to the proposed language as directed by the County
Attorney prior to incorporating the approved amendment into the Land Development Code for
publication.
Staff provides the following Draft Motions as guidance in preparing an alternative motion if the
Planning Commission reaches a different determination:
Recommend Denial:
In the case of case LDC20-001, RR-A and A-1 front setback for accessory buildings, the Planning
Commissioners have reviewed the staff report, including all exhibits and attachments, and have listened to
the applicant’s presentation and any public comment as presented at the public hearing. I hereby move to
RECOMMEND DENIAL of this application based on the findings:
1. State new or amended findings in support of denial as part of the motion.
2.
Continue to Date Certain:
In the case of LDC20-001, RR-A and A-1 front setback for accessory buildings, I move to continue the
hearing to [date], 6:30 p.m., to obtain additional information and to further consider the information
presented.

Attachments:
Proposed Code Text
Referral Comments

LDC20-001, RR-A & A-1 setback
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A-1 & RR-A Accessory Building
Setback

1

Agricultural 1 (A-1) Zone
What it requires:
◦ Minimum Lot Size 19 acres
◦ Accessory structure front
setback “front building line
of principle structure”

Proposed Change
◦ 100’ minimum front
setback

2

Rural Residential A (RR-A) Zone
What it requires:
◦Minimum lot size 9 Acres
◦Accessory structure front setback: “front building
line of principle structure”

Proposed Change
100’ minimum
front setback
3

Why Change the Code?

◦More buildable area for property
owners
◦Can reduce the need for additional
road construction
◦Frequent citizen request for change

4

Staff Proposed Changes
Change the front setback in the A-1 and
RR-A Zone Districts to 100 feet for
accessory structures.
Considerations for existing structures:
◦ All accessory buildings on RR-A built within the 100 foot
setback, with a complete building permit unless exempt by use
or size, may be rebuilt in the same location if destroyed.

5

Date Submitted

City

State

Zipcode

Please provide your feedback/comments on the proposed regulation changes.

07/09/2020
4:40:08 pm
07/10/2020
7:28:05 am
07/13/2020
8:00:57 pm

Bennett

CO

80102

I like the change to this amendment.

Colorado
Springs
Bennett

CO
CO

80102

07/14/2020
2:41:19 pm
07/19/2020
1:26:55 pm

Littleton

CO

80102

Bennett

CO

80102

I approve of this change! Some principle residences are set a lot further from the road then
required and the current requirements make it difficult to add buildings that are behind or in line
with the residence. Thank you!
Accessory buildings should be allowed anywhere on the property as long as they conform to
driveway standards.
I have no objections to the proposed 100 foot setback for accessory structures. The current rule
forces landowners to want to put their home closer to the front line so that they have more
flexibility with layout of their out buildings in the future. In general a 100 foot setback for any
building is reasonable and it is the property owners land so they should be able to place their
outbuildings as they wish.
So if you have a residential neighborhood that is next to a property that is an acre(s) lot. The
residential parties are allowed to build 10 feet next to the property line, but the land owner that
has acreage has to build a structure 25 foot away. So how is this fair? These cluster homes in a
neighborhood get to invade that space because they are small? but the owner of acreage has to
keep out buildings farther away? Hummmm. Will this lead to a lawsuit???

07/21/2020
12:23:45 pm

80136

Public Works and Development
6924 S. Lima Street Centennial, Colorado 80112 Phone: 720-874-6650; FAX 720-874-6611
www.co.arapahoe.co.us
Planning Division

Referral Routing
Case Number:
Case Name:
Planner:
Date sent:
Date to be returned:

LDC20-001
A-1 & RR-A Front Setback for Accesory Buildings
Planning Case Manager – Michelle Lantz/ MLantz@arapahoegov.com
May 18, 2020
June 1, 2020

Arapahoe County is proposing a modification to the front setback requirement for accessory buildings on RR-A
and A-1 zoned property.The proposed changes will allow for more flexibility and buildable area on large acre
parcels while maintaining the intent of the rural zone districts.

Current Regulations
A-1 (min. lot size 19 acres)
Principal structure setback –
100 feet
RR-A (min. Lot size 9 acres)
Principal structure setback – 50
feet

Accessory Structures must be set at or
behind the front building line of
principal structure
Accessory Structures must be set at or
behind the front building line of
principal structure

Proposed
Regulations
100 feet from
front property
line
100 feet from
front property
line

Please review this request and return your comments, if any, to the Arapahoe County Planning Office on or
before the date indicated above. You may use this form or you may respond by email/letterhead if you prefer.
COMMENTS:
I Have NO Comments to make on the case as
submitted
I Have the following comments to make related
to the case:
Comments:

ORGANIZATION & SIGNATURE
Glenn Thompson, Bureau Chief, Arapahoe County
Sheriff’s Office

Public Works and Development
6924 S. Lima Street Centennial, Colorado 80112 Phone: 720-874-6650; FAX 720-874-6611
www.co.arapahoe.co.us
Planning Division

Referral Routing
Case Number: LDC20-001
Case Name:
A-1 & RR-A Front Setback for Accesory Buildings
Planner:
Planning Case Manager – Michelle Lantz/ MLantz@arapahoegov.com
Date sent:
May 18, 2020
Date to be returned: June 1, 2020
Arapahoe County is proposing a modification to the front setback requirement for accessory buildings on RR-A and A-1
zoned property.The proposed changes will allow for more flexibility and buildable area on large acre parcels while
maintaining the intent of the rural zone districts.

Current Regulations
A-1 (min. lot size 19 acres)
Principal structure setback –
100 feet
RR-A (min. Lot size 9 acres)
Principal structure setback – 50
feet

Accessory Structures must be set at or
behind the front building line of
principal structure
Accessory Structures must be set at or
behind the front building line of
principal structure

Proposed
Regulations
100 feet from
front property
line
100 feet from
front property
line

Please review this request and return your comments, if any, to the Arapahoe County Planning Office on or before the
date indicated above. You may use this form or you may respond by email/letterhead if you prefer.
COMMENTS:
I Have NO Comments to make on the case as
submitted
I Have the following comments to make related to
the case:

ORGANIZATION & SIGNATURE

Bennett-Watkins Fire Rescue

Comments: We do not have any issue with the proposed regulation changes related to the current front
setback requirements of accessory buildings and the proposed property line distance requiremements.
We would like to reiterate or reinforce the continued need and requirement for an accessible driveway meeting
fire code specifications to serve any proposed accessory structures for emergency purposes, no matter where
the accessory structure is situated on the property.
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Case Number: LDC20-001
Case Name:
A-1 & RR-A Front Setback for Accesory Buildings
Planner:
Planning Case Manager – Michelle Lantz/ MLantz@arapahoegov.com
Date sent:
May 18, 2020
Date to be returned: June 1, 2020
Arapahoe County is proposing a modification to the front setback requirement for accessory buildings on RR-A and A-1
zoned property.The proposed changes will allow for more flexibility and buildable area on large acre parcels while
maintaining the intent of the rural zone districts.

Current Regulations
A-1 (min. lot size 19 acres)
Principal structure setback –
100 feet
RR-A (min. Lot size 9 acres)
Principal structure setback – 50
feet

Accessory Structures must be set at or
behind the front building line of
principal structure
Accessory Structures must be set at or
behind the front building line of
principal structure

Proposed
Regulations
100 feet from
front property
line
100 feet from
front property
line

Please review this request and return your comments, if any, to the Arapahoe County Planning Office on or before the
date indicated above. You may use this form or you may respond by email/letterhead if you prefer.
COMMENTS:
I Have NO Comments to make on the case as
submitted
I Have the following comments to make related to
the case:
Comments:

ORGANIZATION & SIGNATURE
Douglas County Community Development

Department of Community Development
www.douglas.co.us

Project Name: A-1 & RR-A Front Setback for Accessory Buildings
Project Number: LDC20-001
Date Received: 05/18/2020

Addressing Comments:
No Comments

Engineering Comments:
No Comments

Planner Comments:
No Comments

Jurisdiction: Arapahoe County
Due Date: 06/01/2020

Caitlyn Cahill
From:
Sent:
To:
Subject:
Attachments:

Michelle Lantz
Friday, July 24, 2020 11:39 AM
Caitlyn Cahill
FW: Referral Comments requested by 06/01/2020: LDC20-001
ATP Scan In Progress

From: Arnold Hollingsworth <ajguitar2@yahoo.com>
Sent: Tuesday, May 19, 2020 6:03 PM
To: Michelle Lantz <MLantz@arapahoegov.com>
Subject: Re: Referral Comments requested by 06/01/2020: LDC20‐001
Michelle, thanks for your correspondence. I have no comment on this application.
On Monday, May 18, 2020, 03:22:24 PM MDT, Michelle Lantz <mlantz@arapahoegov.com> wrote:

Hello,
Your referral comments are requested on LDC20-001 by 06/01/20
Arapahoe County is proposing a Land Development Code amendment to the front setback requirement for
accessory buildings on RR-A and A-1 zoned property. The proposed changes will allow for more flexibility and
buildable area on large acre parcels while maintaining the intent of the rural zone districts.

A-1 (min. lot size 19 acres)
Principal structure setback – 100 feet
RR-A (min. Lot size 9 acres)
Principal structure setback – 50 feet

Current Regulations

Proposed
Regulations

Accessory Structures must be set at or behind
the front building line of principal structure

100 feet from front
property line

Accessory Structures must be set at or behind
the front building line of principal structure

100 feet from front
property line

Thank you,

Michelle Lantz | Arapahoe County Zoning
Public Works and Development
6924 S. Lima Street | Centennial, CO 80112
720-874-6710 | www.ArapahoeGov.com
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Hi Michelle,
I have read the proposed amendments to the Land Development Code and I think it is a great idea. I feel like it
gives the flexibility to the property owners to provide for animal shelters, storage sheds and garages if needed.
Thanks,
Deb Deitchel
East End Advisory
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Public Works and Development
6924 S. Lima Street Centennial, Colorado 80112 Phone: 720-874-6650; FAX 720-874-6611
www.co.arapahoe.co.us
Planning Division

Referral Routing
Case Number: LDC20-001
Case Name:
A-1 & RR-A Front Setback for Accesory Buildings
Planner:
Planning Case Manager – Michelle Lantz/ MLantz@arapahoegov.com
Date sent:
May 18, 2020
Date to be returned: June 1, 2020
Arapahoe County is proposing a modification to the front setback requirement for accessory buildings on RR-A and A-1
zoned property.The proposed changes will allow for more flexibility and buildable area on large acre parcels while
maintaining the intent of the rural zone districts.

Current Regulations
A-1 (min. lot size 19 acres)
Principal structure setback –
100 feet
RR-A (min. Lot size 9 acres)
Principal structure setback – 50
feet

Accessory Structures must be set at or
behind the front building line of
principal structure
Accessory Structures must be set at or
behind the front building line of
principal structure

Proposed
Regulations
100 feet from
front property
line
100 feet from
front property
line

Please review this request and return your comments, if any, to the Arapahoe County Planning Office on or before the
date indicated above. You may use this form or you may respond by email/letterhead if you prefer.
COMMENTS:

ORGANIZATION & SIGNATURE

I Have NO Comments to make on the case as
submitted
I Have the following comments to make related to
the case:
Comments:I wholehearted support the change in zoning. I like the flexibility that these changes create.
Tom Coker
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www.co.arapahoe.co.us
Planning Division

Referral Routing
Case Number: LDC20-001
Case Name:
A-1 & RR-A Front Setback for Accesory Buildings
Planner:
Planning Case Manager – Michelle Lantz/ MLantz@arapahoegov.com
Date sent:
May 18, 2020
Date to be returned: June 1, 2020
Arapahoe County is proposing a modification to the front setback requirement for accessory buildings on RR-A and A-1
zoned property.The proposed changes will allow for more flexibility and buildable area on large acre parcels while
maintaining the intent of the rural zone districts.

Current Regulations
A-1 (min. lot size 19 acres)
Principal structure setback –
100 feet
RR-A (min. Lot size 9 acres)
Principal structure setback – 50
feet

Accessory Structures must be set at or
behind the front building line of
principal structure
Accessory Structures must be set at or
behind the front building line of
principal structure

Proposed
Regulations
100 feet from
front property
line
100 feet from
front property
line

Please review this request and return your comments, if any, to the Arapahoe County Planning Office on or before the
date indicated above. You may use this form or you may respond by email/letterhead if you prefer.
COMMENTS:
I Have NO Comments to make on the case as
submitted
I Have the following comments to make related to
the case:

Comments:

ORGANIZATION & SIGNATURE

Dwelling should be placed in the most desirable spot for
the land owner. Many Rural Residents would like their
Barns closer to the entrance for deliveries and eliminating
dust in home. Also child safety away from traffic.

Public Works and Development
6924 S. Lima Street Centennial, Colorado 80112 Phone: 720-874-6650; FAX 720-874-6611
www.co.arapahoe.co.us
Planning Division

Referral Routing
Case Number: LDC20-001
Case Name:
A-1 & RR-A Front Setback for Accesory Buildings
Planner:
Planning Case Manager – Michelle Lantz/ MLantz@arapahoegov.com
Date sent:
May 18, 2020
Date to be returned: June 1, 2020
Arapahoe County is proposing a modification to the front setback requirement for accessory buildings on RR-A and A-1
zoned property.The proposed changes will allow for more flexibility and buildable area on large acre parcels while
maintaining the intent of the rural zone districts.

Current Regulations
A-1 (min. lot size 19 acres)
Principal structure setback –
100 feet
RR-A (min. Lot size 9 acres)
Principal structure setback – 50
feet

Accessory Structures must be set at or
behind the front building line of
principal structure
Accessory Structures must be set at or
behind the front building line of
principal structure

Proposed
Regulations
100 feet from
front property
line
100 feet from
front property
line

Please review this request and return your comments, if any, to the Arapahoe County Planning Office on or before the
date indicated above. You may use this form or you may respond by email/letterhead if you prefer.
COMMENTS:
X

I Have NO Comments to make on the case as
submitted
I Have the following comments to make related to
the case:

Comments:

ORGANIZATION & SIGNATURE
Julio Iturreria
Regional Economic Advancement Partnership
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Planner:
Planning Case Manager – Michelle Lantz/ MLantz@arapahoegov.com
Date sent:
May 18, 2020
Date to be returned: June 1, 2020
Arapahoe County is proposing a modification to the front setback requirement for accessory buildings on RR-A and A-1
zoned property.The proposed changes will allow for more flexibility and buildable area on large acre parcels while
maintaining the intent of the rural zone districts.

Current Regulations
A-1 (min. lot size 19 acres)
Principal structure setback –
100 feet
RR-A (min. Lot size 9 acres)
Principal structure setback – 50
feet

Accessory Structures must be set at or
behind the front building line of
principal structure
Accessory Structures must be set at or
behind the front building line of
principal structure

Proposed
Regulations
100 feet from
front property
line
100 feet from
front property
line

Please review this request and return your comments, if any, to the Arapahoe County Planning Office on or before the
date indicated above. You may use this form or you may respond by email/letterhead if you prefer.
COMMENTS:
X

I Have NO Comments to make on the case as
submitted
I Have the following comments to make related to
the case:

Comments:

ORGANIZATION & SIGNATURE

May 22, 2020
Michelle Lantz
Arapahoe County Public Works and Development
6924 S. Lima Street
Centennial, CO 80112
RE:

A-1 & RR-A Front Setback for Accessory Buildings, LDC20-001
TCHD Case No. 6283

Dear Ms. Lantz,
Thank you for the opportunity to review and comment on the modification to the front
setback requirements for accessory buildings in the RR-A and A-1 zoned properties.
Tri-County Health Department (TCHD) staff has reviewed the application for compliance
with applicable environmental and public health regulations and principles of healthy
community design. After reviewing the application, TCHD has no comments.
Please feel free to contact me at 720-200-1585 or aheinrich@tchd.org if you have any
questions.
Sincerely,

Annemarie Heinrich Fortune, MPH/MURP
Land Use and Built Environment Specialist
cc:

Sheila Lynch, TCHD

Serving Adams, Arapahoe and Douglas Counties  www.tchd.org
6162 S. Willow Dr., Suite 100  Greenwood Village, CO 80111  303-220-9200
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Planning Division

Referral Routing
Case Number: LDC20-001
Case Name:
A-1 & RR-A Front Setback for Accesory Buildings
Planner:
Planning Case Manager – Michelle Lantz/ MLantz@arapahoegov.com
Date sent:
May 18, 2020
Date to be returned: June 1, 2020
Arapahoe County is proposing a modification to the front setback requirement for accessory buildings on RR-A and A-1
zoned property.The proposed changes will allow for more flexibility and buildable area on large acre parcels while
maintaining the intent of the rural zone districts.

Current Regulations
A-1 (min. lot size 19 acres)
Principal structure setback –
100 feet
RR-A (min. Lot size 9 acres)
Principal structure setback – 50
feet

Accessory Structures must be set at or
behind the front building line of
principal structure
Accessory Structures must be set at or
behind the front building line of
principal structure

Proposed
Regulations
100 feet from
front property
line
100 feet from
front property
line

Please review this request and return your comments, if any, to the Arapahoe County Planning Office on or before the
date indicated above. You may use this form or you may respond by email/letterhead if you prefer.
COMMENTS:
I Have NO Comments to make on the case as
submitted
I Have the following comments to make related to
the case:
Comments:

ORGANIZATION & SIGNATURE
James Shelley/ Executive Director

ARAPAHOE COUNTY PLANNING COMMISSION
STUDY SESSION
August 4, 2020
6:30 PM
Introduction of the Open Spaces Master Plan Process
Brett Collins, Open Spaces Grants and Acquisitions Manager

August 4, 2020

Open Spaces staff is working on an update to the county-wide Open Spaces Master Plan
adopted in 2010 that will focus on the incorporated and unincorporated portion of the County’s
parks, trails, and open spaces.
The update to the 2010 Open Spaces Master Plan will define the future direction of the open
spaces program, analyze current resources in the County and how they can be enhanced,
capture current community values, evaluate accomplishments, provide a long-term vision for
conservation, recommend long-term stewardship and management approaches, set priorities
for the program reflecting citizen needs, and identify strategies for near-term actions.
The plan will provide a new vision, focus, and strategies for addressing the purposes of the
2003 voter supported measure:
•
•
•
•
•
•
•
•

Preserve urban and rural open space and natural areas
Protect lands that preserve water quality
Provide, maintain, and improve neighborhood parks, open space, sports fields, and
picnic facilities
Provide, maintain, and improve biking, walking and multi-use trails
Protect wildlife habitat and corridors
Protect views, vistas, and ridgelines
Preserve agricultural and ranch lands
Enhance and maintain designated heritage areas

Request and Recommendation
As part of the master plan process, Open Spaces staff would like to update the Planning
Commission Members on the status of the Open Space Master Plan and get input on the
process to date.
Background
The 2018 Arapahoe County Comprehensive Plan adopted the 2010 Arapahoe County Open
Space Master Plan and incorporated it into the Comprehensive Plan by reference.
In June of 2019, a Request for Proposal (RFP) was initiated to update the 2010 Arapahoe
County Open Spaces Master Plan. The significant goals established for the Master Plan update
include land acquisition strategy, maintenance/stewardship, Open Space sales tax
reauthorization, and recommended updates to the Comprehensive Plan/Land Development
Code.

1

Discussion and Recommended Regulations
A team from Arapahoe County and a team from Design Workshop was put together to complete
the master plan update and include the following tasks. As indicated below, the tasks are in
various stages of completion.
Task 001 – Strategic Kick-Off
This task is complete. An updated Public Engagement Plan has been shared with the County which outlines the approach to
engagement in the time of County social distancing requirements. It is the hope of the DW that we will be able to move into
person-to-person engagement by late summer; however, contingencies are being made in the event that County restrictions
continue.
1.1

Strategic Kick-Off Meeting
Occurred October 24, 2019 at ACOS offices
1.2 Master Plan Working Group Kick-Off Meeting
Occurred November 8, 2019 at ACOS offices
1.3 Public Engagement Plan
Revised Public Engagement Plan dated June 1, 2020

COMPLETE
COMPLETE
COMPLETE

Task 002 – Data Collection & Conditions Assessment
This task is largely complete, with mapping and memoranda summarized in detail below.
2.1
2.2
2.3
2.4
2.5
2.6
2.7

Previous Plans, Demographics and Recreation Trends
Draft of Demographic and Recreation Trends Memo prepared submitted 05/18, edits made to this and
put on Teams (6/19)
Geographic Inventory and Composite Maps
Mapping and memo provided to WG 03/13
Quality of Life Analysis
Draft to be provided by 07/13
Policies and Strategies Review
Meeting with County planning held on 05/12, DW to provide follow-up memo
Comparable Counties’ Policy Deep-Dive
Meeting with County Planning staff held on 05/12; DW to provide follow-up memo, specifically
regarding Oil & Gas recommendations
Interviews with Development Community and other Stakeholders
Interviews to take place in the Fall, Roundtable Surveys to provide context
Nature Opportunities Inventory

Task 003 Resource & Needs Assessment
3.1 Public Values and Needs
Will be informed by survey results
3.2 Scenic Views and Sites
Sent to planning call attendees
3.3 Open Space Assessment
Included as part of Task 2.2 provided 03/13
3.4 Park and Public Open Space Accessibility and Distribution
Mapping review during 06/23 meeting, survey results will influence
3.5 Trails Gaps
Mapping review during 06/23 meeting, survey results will influence
3.6 Nature Score Matrix
Draft anticipated by 07/31
3.7 Nature Score Distribution Analysis
Draft anticipated by 07/31

COMPLETE
COMPLETE

COMPLETE
COMPLETE

COMPLETE

COMPLETE
COMPLETE
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3.8 Socio-Economic Demographic Distribution
In progress; anticipated draft delivery on 07/10/2020
Task 004 Energy Development Impact Analysis
4.1 Energy Development Impact Analysis
Draft submitted on 07/02
Task 005 Project Management Communications
On-going
Task 006 Public Engagement
6.1 Launch Celebrations
COMPLETE
Robust outreach with social media assets were created in lieu of Launch Celebrations that
were suspended due to COVID response
6.2 Project Website Content
Website is live; content development (3 more posts) will be on-going throughout project
duration
6.3 Listening Sessions
Meeting-in-a-box development underway
6.4 Roundtable Discussions
COMPLETE
Analysis provided to ACOS for review on 7/8/20
6.5 Interviews
Survey for BoCC/OSTAB distributed; survey closed, and analysis delivered 5/11/20
8 more interviews left to take place after Roundtable Surveys close in Fall 2020
6.6 Statistically Valid Survey
Survey mailing complete and survey underway
6.7 Public Meetings
6.8 Micro Engagements
Youth engagement underway. Lizzie and Chris to reach out to partner organizations
6.9 Public Plan Review
Task 007 Internal Stakeholder Engagement
7.1 Board of County Commissioners
BoCC work session 04/07/2020; follow up survey sent 4/22, analysis provided 5/11
7.2 Open Space and Trails Advisory Board
Survey distributed 4/22, analysis provided 5/11
Task 008 Comprehensive Plan Update & Land Use Policy Recommendations
8.1 Comparative Communities Analysis
Meeting with County planning held on 05/12
8.2 Land Use Policy Recommendations
Meeting with County planning held on 05/12, DW to provide follow-up memo 07/17
Task 009 Operations & Maintenance
9.1 Current Operations & Maintenance Review Memo
Underway; meeting with Ballard King scheduled for 07/09
9.2 Operations & Maintenance Recommendations
Task 010 Education & Programming
10.1 Programming Gaps Analysis
Underway; meeting with Ballard King scheduled for 07/09
10.2 Programming Recommendations
Task 011 Plan Framework & Investment Priorities
11.1 Plan Framework
Draft Table of Contents shared 07/01; under ACOS review
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11.2 Investment Priorities Memo
11.3 Draft Plan Recommendations
Task 012 Draft Plan
12.1 Draft Plan
12.2 Comment Log
12.3 Refined Strategies & Action Steps
Task 013 Final Plan
13.1 Final Plan & Appendix
13.2 Comment Log Update

The team is evaluating the following current strategies as outlined in the Comprehensive Plan.
To complete the evaluation, a comprehensive comparative analysis was conducted with Adams,
Larimer, and Douglas County, which is under review by staff. The intent is to provide a basis in
the master plan which would be used to draft more detailed code requirements for each of these
items. The specific code language and approval would be initiated later.
•

Strategy NL 5.1 (d)-Continue to Implement Park Dedication Requirements for Private
Development
The County will continue to require park dedications for private development, or cash in
lieu of dedication, to provide access to adjacent public lands and to provide adequate
land for parks.

•

Strategy NL 5.1 (e)-Evaluate Change to Park Dedication Standard
The County will evaluate a change to the park dedication standard that assesses the
adequacy or need for parks based on the percentage of population within walking
distance of a park instead of the current method of requiring acres per capita.

•

Strategy NL 5.1 (f)-Evaluate Establishing Open Space Standards
The County will consider amending the Land Development Code to include standards for
open space to be set aside in various types of development. Consideration should be
given to including passive recreation amenities in open spaces.

•

Strategy NL 5.1 (g)-Investigate Impact Fees for Parks.
The County will consider the imposition of impact fees to provide parks to meet demands
of a growing population.

Next Steps and Schedule
Staff and Design Workshop will continue to implement, and review tasks outlined in the RFP.
The anticipated approval schedule in 2021 is:
Draft Plan Completion
Planning Commission, OSTAB, BoCC
Final Plan Approval

Jan-Feb
Feb-May
May-Jun

Attachments
-

Presentation
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INTRODUCTION OF THE OPEN SPACES MASTER PLAN PROCESS
PLANNING COMMISSION
August 4, 2020

Project Goals
Goal #1
Acquisitions Strategy
Goal #2
Maintenance / Stewardship
Goal #3
Re-authorization of Sales / Use Tax
Goal #4
Recommended Updates to the Comprehensive Plan/Land
Development Code
1

Project Team
Arapahoe County Directors
• Shannon Carter, Open Space
• Michelle Halstead, BOCC & Comms
• Bryan Weimer, Public Works
Arapahoe County Project Staff
• Brett Collins, Open Space
• Glen Poole, Open Space
• Chris Henning, Communications
• Lizzie Mayer, Communications
Design Workshop Project Staff
• Anna Laybourn, Principle
• Chris Geddes, Project Manager
• Hadley Peterson, Public Engagement
2

Plan Tasks
•
•
•
•
•
•
•
•
•
•
•
•
•

Strategic Kick Off
Data Collection and Conditions Assessment
Resource and Needs Assessment
Energy Development Impact Assessment
Project Management Communications
Public Engagement: Ignite, Listen, Dive and Assess
Internal Stakeholder Engagement
Comprehensive Plan Update/Land Use Policy
Operations and Maintenance
Education and Programming
Plan Framework and Investment Priorities
Draft Plan
Final Plan
3

Complete
95% Complete
50% Complete
Underway
On Going
20% Complete
Underway
Underway
Underway
Underway
Underway
Jan-Feb 2021
May- Jun 2021

Public Outreach Summary
Project Launch - Robust social media and awareness campaign
due to COVID-19 restrictions
Trail Sign Campaign/Newspaper Banner Ads/Rack Cards
• https://www.arapahoegov.com/1780/Open-SpacesMaster-Plan
Surveys
• Online existing conditions May 18-June 19
• Statistically valid mailed June 24
• Online public July 8 – July 24
• Online Roundtable Stakeholders
 OSTAB & BoCC
 Land Use
 Maintenance and Stewardship
 Reauthorization
 Strategic Acquisitions
4

Comprehensive Plan Potential Recommended
Updates
Goal NL 5, Develop a Countywide Open Space, Parks, and Trails System
• Strategy NL 5.1 (d)-Continue to Implement Park Dedication Requirements for
Private Development
• Strategy NL 5.1 (e)-Evaluate Change to Park Dedication Standard
• Strategy NL 5.1 (f)-Evaluate Establishing Open Space Standards
• Strategy NL 5.1 (g)-Investigate Impact Fees for Parks.
Goals NCR1-Conserve Natural Areas, NCR2-Preserve Cultural Resources, NCR7Conserve Lands Which Contain Commercial Mineral Deposits for Future Use
5

Next Steps
Continue to Implement and Review:
• Resource & Needs Assessment
• Energy Development Impact Analysis
• Public Engagement
• Internal Stakeholder Engagement
• Comprehensive Plan Update
• Operations and Maintenance Review
• Education & Programming
• Plan Framework & Investment Priorities

Anticipated Approval Schedule 2021
• Draft Plan Completion
• Planning Commission, OSTAB, BoCC
• Final Plan Approval

Jan-Feb
Feb-May
May-Jun

Questions?
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