
 

 

Academy Boulevard Corridor Great Streets Plan 

Working Criteria Meeting 

August 25, 2010 

Fire Station No. 8 

Meeting Summary 

Purpose: This was intended to be a working stakeholders meeting for the purpose of finalizing 

evaluation criteria, ensuring all ideas for alternative options have been identified, obtaining 

concurrence on land use scenarios and obtaining other input from stakeholder at this juncture. 

Inclusive notice of the meeting was provided in a widely distributed e-newsletter and via other 

means, but it was purposely not promoted as a general public information meeting. 

Attendees: Approximately 24 individuals attended all or part to the meeting.  These included 

many of the core project team, lead stakeholders, several stakeholders who had attended the 

initial project kick-off meeting and/or part meetings, along with a few newer participants.  An 

attendance list is attached. 

Discussion centered on but did not formally follow the agenda below: 

1. Introductions/ Announcements/ Available Materials 

John Holzwarth started the meeting with a brief update on the status of the project and 

contract.  All attendees introduced themselves along with their role/interest in the project. 

Available materials included: 

 -Large map of the corridor 

 -Display boards primarily from the 6/24/10 public meeting 



 -Draft first and second level screening criteria (draft) 

 -List of component options for alternatives (draft) 

 -Matrix of land use alternatives 

 -Design Workshop memo recommending land use alternatives and related metrics 

 -East-West information summary (draft) 

 -Colorado Boulevard comparison with Academy Boulevard (draft) 

 -Electric Transmission line undergrounding summary (draft) 

 -August 3, 2010 Ideas summary (draft) 

 -Informational handouts 

  

2. Review  Agenda 

In conjunction with this item a number of attendees asked and then offered comments about 

what the underlying assumptions for the plan were, particularly regarding future fuel costs and 

vehicle mix.  The following assumptions were listed and discussed: 

Assumptions  

 2035 regional population and employment forecasts are assumed (we are running our model 
with these control totals, but are obviously looking at alternative land use scenarios within the 
corridor 

 Plan will support existing demographics (population and businesses) – no assumption of 
wholesale “gentrification” (replacement of existing population and businesses with new ones) 
although there will be incremental change 

 Plan will endeavor to meet City-adopted Complete Streets policy- although there will need to be 
sub-optimization among modes and objectives 

 Recommendations of City-adopted 2001 East-West Mobility need to be generally 
accommodated, although there may be recommendations from this plan which could influence 
future refinements of that one. 

 Future funding for implementation of this plan is not identified, but there are a variety of 
potentially viable options 

 Private development will respond to the market; therefore the main public focus should be on a 
plan for, and investments in, the public realm along with public incentives for development that 
complements the plan, and a regulatory framework that also supports it. 

 Region will continue to age such that a higher proportion of the population will not be able to 
drive themselves (note: I am not sure what the area-specific trends might actually be since the 
northern part of the planning area may change over) 



 Some sort of regional transit funding and governance structure will be in place to operate 
systems if provided within this corridor 

 Drennan/Proby project is underway and is considered a fixed condition along with the 
assumption that Academy south of Drennan will function as an expressway 

 Vehicle occupancy goal? --- has not yet been set for this plan, but it is assumed that both higher 
occupancy rates and higher transit mode shares will be objectives 

 Vehicle mix and size- related to energy process and trends?  -no discrete assumptions agreed to 
at this meeting.  However,  it is generally assumed by  the Project Team that real fuel prices will 
increase over the forecast/planning period, and there will be a variety of adaptations. 

 
It was also noted that the corridor would remain a truck route on City plans. 

 

 

3. Review List of Component Options for Completeness  

This item was taken out of order from the original agenda.  Participants recommend the 

following additions but otherwise no changes: 

 Streetscape as a feature 

 Circulator service as a transit option (based on the notion that people and nodes need 

be connected to any main line transit options 

The was considerable discussion of lane widths, with Tim Roberts noting the City standard will 

almost certainly be 11 feet in this case. 

Additionally, several other corridors were recommended to be considered for ideas and 

comparisons (other than Colorado Boulevard in Denver).  These included the Mason Street 

Corridor in Fort Collins, and Dodge Street in Omaha.  There was discussion of comparing to 

Albuquerque for QLI Indicator purposes, and to Ogden, UT based on similar geography. 

Brian Whitehead of Colorado Springs Utilities (CSU) briefly described options for transmission 

line undergrounding, including within the ROW or moving the easements behind development. 

 

4. Finalize List of Evaluation Criteria  

There were limited additional recommendations for the criteria.  The need to be able to be 

flexible and “scale up” was underscored, as was the need to make people comfortable and 

treat the roadway itself as a destination.   

 

There was specific discussion of the potential for some form of BRT, with agreement that more 

information needs to be provided on thresholds and options. 



There was a comment that we need to make sure we do not force traffic off of Academy 

Boulevard, and if so where would it go.  There was also a comment about barriers to 

neighborhood access including east/west. Shopping center owners desire access and slower 

speeds can make it easier for drivers to find/access businesses. 

 

5. Review and Discuss Range of Land Use Scenarios (matrix) 

This matrix was described and discussed.  There was general concurrence that the range of 

options was complete. 

6. Review and Discuss Land Use Scenarios Recommended for Evaluation and Metrics 

(Design Workshop Memo) 

There was considerable discussion related to this memo.  The basic premises in the memo 

were supported.  There was concern about the assumption that no FARs (floor area ratios) 

greater than 0.5 would occur because these generally triggered expensive structured parking. 

Some participants felt that this denser option should remain on the table for certain nodes in 

the future.  It was also noted that the potential for truly pedestrian scale development might 

occur more on certain parallel and particularly perpendicular roads in some nodes, rather than 

on Academy Boulevard itself. 

 

7. Follow-up and Next Steps 

a. Alternatives Selection Meeting date 

 

It was agreed to that the various documents would be finalized and that a second working 

alternatives meeting would be set for approximately mid-September. 

 

Other Potential Agenda Items (time allowing) 

 East-west constraints and options 

 

This item was generally discussed, noting the key east west corridors as identified in the 2001 

East-West Study. It was noted that this is an adopted City Plan so those recommendation have 

to be considered seriously.  That said, it is possible to “push” these assumptions somewhat 

with this current project. 

 

 Overview of generalized Bus Rapid Transit (BRT) options 

Although there was limited discussion of discrete options it was generally agreed that there 

may be considerable future potential for this option in the future. Holly Buck will be following 

up. 



 Comparison to Colorado Boulevard  

This report was discussed.  Holly Buck described some population and employment density 

analysis she had done for Colorado Boulevard, Academy Boulevard and Wadsworth in Denver.  

 Option/Component Correlation Matrix 

This item was not discussed. 


