RESOLUTION NO. 28-16
A RESOLUTION ENDORSING THE USE AND
MAINTENANCE OF AN INFILL ACTION PLAN

WHEREAS, by Ordinance No. 16-31 City Council has adopted an Infill
Comprehensive Plan Supplement (the “Infill Chapter’) as an element of the City’s
Comprehensive Plan; and

WHEREAS, the Infill Chapter recommends the ongoing use and implementation
of an adaptable, updatable, and reportable Infill Action Plan to include actionable and
measurable City-initiated strategies to support infill and redevelopment; and

WHEREAS, this Infill Action Plan (attached and incorporated as “Exhibit 1”) was
reviewed by the City Council-endorsed “Infill Steering Committee”; and

WHEREAS, the Infill Steering Committee recommends the use of the Infill Action
Plan; and

WHEREAS, on January 21, 2016, the City Planning Commission held a public
hearing reviewing this Infill Action Plan and recommended approval to the City Council.

NOW THEREFORE BE IT RESOLVED BY THE CITY COUNCIL OF THE CITY
OF COLORADO SPRINGS:

Section 1. The above and foregoing recitals are incorporated herein by
reference and are adopted as findings and determinations of the City Council.

Section 2.  City Council hereby finds and directs that this Infill Action Plan
should be supported, maintained and used as a guide for strategic direction in furthering
the vision, principles, goals and recommendations included in the Infill Chapter during
such time as the Infill Chapter remains in force and effect in its current form.

Section 3.  City Council further directs that this Infill Action Plan shall be
regularly maintained and updated by City staff to respond to progress, opportunities and

future decisions as they arise.



Section4. New or substantially modified recommendations should be
consistent with the principles, goals and recommendations of the Infill Chapter.

Section 5.  City Council specifically notes and acknowledges that this Infill
Action Plan is not constrained in terms of staff or financial resources necessary to
implement all of the included recommendations.

Section 6.  Annual updates and reports should be provided to City Council,
with an opportunity to review and approve any substantive changes to the

recommendations.

DATED at Colorado Springs, Colorado, this 22™ day of March, 2016.
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City of Colorado Springs Infill and Redevelopment Action Plan 1-20-16 Version

Revise appeals section of the Cod
|(7:5.906) to more clearly limit the

standing of parties who can appeal and |
basis for apy

|Council for formal adoption; The pmcmfor

/A an et
 |leadership: other stakehold
_ |multiple departments will also have a

ISt ebmmﬁmly stakeholders including any

ar{ecled HOAS or property owners
or CONO in the absence of
these; and PC lnd (Jmmml for formal

the ‘be similar to Di

empl
endorsed: 2) Succmfully
3) Bffectively used

initiated

/ this time; Would need to be
. hlghpncntyfor(bmprehmme

Qo cept B u
informally; not formally

[will be

[Neighborhood/ area.
delineation will be a key

 [step in this process.

[Neighborhood have:
collective common -
features and typically
have multiple uses. It
10 address
Infill Pl

cluding accemble an
walkable design

and should

staff and/or consultants

identified period as

; % lcompared with total priority |
 |time; could involve contracted

areas; Cost per plan in time
and dollars; Qualitative and
quantitative measures of
value of plans

have infill issues and
opportunities.

Note: Particularly for
this action and for 1.A.

irelationship (o the 2016~
2017 Comprehensive
Plan update process

[result in defay in geiting to final decisions.

LUR; Code Scrub Committee

Updmainhgbm(ownmo‘ode-
Phase |

the Downtown as a cornemom of the City's infill vision Shm Term

Staff drafted; Code Scrub Committee review;
PC; Council; key role for Clty Anomcy‘s

Limited direct; primarily time of [P
existing staff and. smkcholders.

1) Completion of hearing.
process by Q2- 2016; 2)

Subsequent staff and

stakeholder input on impact

 |3) Subsequent da

number of appeal

CodeScmh Committee
Process. in lat

Fslabhsh standing for

|5 |appeal only to chullenged

Compl cu' ng
[process on initial changes in

existing staff and
plus hearing processes

2016: 2) Sub taffl

 |and stakeholder input on

inmpa fromchanges

Staff drafted; Code Scrub Committee review;
D] “ouncil

1) Completion of hearing
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IDP consultant process:
 |should belusonubly

: Cunplelionof

12017

would need to be addressed

; «C(msandﬁmufc;r =

; B i oy : = o [development-specific
Su:;:nunyaal costs to create new. e ' 7. plan e

loper, :
led by the City in most
cases. Likely public
candidate areas might be
[South and North Nevada

 |stakeholder and hearing time

| Adoption  of recommend;
stakeholder outreach |

|development community 10 ensure mpat“mmyA

"Vision-level " plans
should adopted for
corridors such as North
and South qvnda May
including impacted pmpenynwnen,  CON( T A : x % e ‘ ‘ g:y;pm ot :n ;:x;;l :L

and development comnulm!y 8 : : ; ‘ . K il

' ' ' i against required density,

wording would be all
that is necessary. Most
could be
adding a just a few
words tothe standard
h‘hghtmg
of infill,

as applicable
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eritera in Section 75,502 of the

evise th plan review

Parking Requirements) to adopt new
infill-supportive standards including

 [allowing credit for on-street and off-

Zoning Code. Credit for on-street, shared unfr-nte
parking is not normally allowed, ifr
uvnlhbla. Options

smfr |m!mled. Code Serub Commmee
PC; Council; additional
outreach including, CONO und

eJu.\lmg mﬂmd

Limited direct; primarily nme of

l) Code change

2)Qu

P

|StafFnitiated: Code Serub Committee.
|reviewed; PC; Council; additional
1 s(akeholder autreach including, CONO and

-ommunity (HBA)

Li
existing staff and lnkemlders

. primarily time of

|parking

1)Code changes adepted; 2)
Number of development
lapprovals with shared

lnclude buckmg outin

 |particularly within

list; initial language drafted

and TOD areas to have a
maximum allowed

uate and xmpianent options to :

with
small apartments within home, small eotu;aor units over

garages. Allhongh ADUs may be eﬁscuvelypmlnded in
hoods

ing needs of
and millennials

This is genenl recommendation- much of which ﬁnight be

ddressed in conjunction with overall updates of the
i Codoand'!\mﬂic (hlmlMu\nﬂ(mmﬂfﬁw

Sm{f initiated; Code Serub Cumuunee

| 1) Substantive Code

iapprmchnmlikdy .

Isizes, impact of CCRs
etc. . >

Medium to Long Term

PCCouocx

Staff drafted; Code Scmb Committee wnew el;:uled e pnmanly time of

1) Completion of hearing
process on initial changes

Not initiated, but corner lot
IC

o

. |Separate meetings with
ONO/HBA likely |

Increase open access to CSU facilities

jand capacity information

prior to formal meehngs'w lpplicnllons,
if the data are available. For infill projects, being able to

Short to Long Term

(CSU, EI Paso County

Potentially inated between CSU and
RBA; Some data comes from other enlities

rsuchasElPaxoCmnty

design and structure; 2) Roll

|out of product; 3)

actively evalutted by UPAC

(Council; there are limits
(o this data (e.g. capacily
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~ |Utilities

s npgrddaot replace existing

ifficult in infill
dition;cvn

and which are sensit
to existing conditions and constraints

[standards can make an important impact on the practical

and financial feasibility of infill projects, In infill areas,
leven a fairly small project can trigger the need for
isignificant adjacent or off-site upgrades.

CSU, UPAC, UB, Council

determination

(Case-by-case feedback

 |Being addressed by

however UPAC has
suggested revisions to lh|s
recommendation

|esU stt, UPAC: UB; Couneil

and full process
recommending no chunges)

2026‘ Muybeparwfﬁn

Utilities

.6 |Utilities

! lmp\elmlmﬂledwﬁonlomsfa .

meter credits for mﬁll

staff; stakeholders; UB; Council:
ed changes to Utility Rules. ﬁnd .
S (URRs) and Clty Cod v

TBD; cost of process plus
limited forgone revenues
T ’b!y augmented by induced

1) Phase 1 cﬁ@ge
[implemented; 2) potenti;
further changes implemented|

Limited transfer option
included in 2016 CSU rat
|case; addmonnl apucn
ndmg

{Short Term

 |most inactive meters tend to be associated with older or

disinvested areas

(CSU, UPAC, UB, Council

, T‘BD; cost of mocéiss plus
e

ited

of a revised policy

(possibly byi
[demand)

URRs

Abbreviated CSU rate case
in process; should be
lapproved by early 2016

Acﬁve{ continte (o u; stmegc

dent on staffing

 |Standing team is now
avmlahle for Downtown nd .

can b for any.

Iproject; Establishe

: mveloprmm Revww ‘eam

in 2015

. gﬁ'wuvg:mfmcmm &

Enforcement including both whunceﬂ

Proactive “full spectrum” code enforcement is

- |important supporting element of an mﬁ]l strategy,
|Champion and support proactive (;ode .

[particularly for disi

outreach and p

ML applw,ab]c City staff; ery
Commumcau&ms

pw&lble additional mnrke(mg
and communications costs;

passiblecusts of additional
resources for either stafl or

|2) community {eedbacki 3
f new

1) Positive media coveraéc;

Organizational shift ld .
Planmng & Dcvelopmﬂxt :

initiatives and reports

;cps could oceur; Iirmfed
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 [Revise codes and processes to enhance
{effectiveness of Code Enforcement

Ahhough Lhelnge majority of all Code Enforcement
cases are abated without the need for a protracted process,
there can be a frustration with the time it takes for the

process. tomll in eﬁocuvc xbnemmtﬁu mnpu:mau

Medium Term

PlannmgICode Enforcement, whh

- Mlomey

. lcouneil

Oplims genm!ed by staff with Attorney; - (I ool (e oot
shkeholda input including CONO, business
: win. ity (7%

formorepmaclwe enforcement

. |the most serious cases

1) Code and process changes
implemented, 2) Increased
"effective clearance rate” for

[Not initiated




4B1

[Public Property Care
Mlinhgnmce? -

[Maintain existing infrastructure in the.
most cost-effective manner in order to
support infill

Suminahlc mmmunu of pubbc mﬁrunuetme such
roads, si

their case by school districts) is an in of
infill support because these systems function as both the
skele(mandl.beﬁ«ndoor M:mmummmlihel

|Ongoing, inclnﬂing but not

to have higher
and less likely to have mechanisms such as districts and

in poor condition {ini

ited to 2016 proposed ballot

(Citywide (pnmlﬂly Public Wefks.
Parks and CSU)

Mhl(ipl: strategies

’mnhmsmeﬁmd\eqmlityofnxphmmdcmm
land the presence or ab of sidewalks. It Ve
I:ecpmxmckofthctypemdqnnmyotw .

entities (besides the City and
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the immediate property owner) that have a role in takin;
care of them. Having more of this information in an
integrated system will allow a better undamdmg of
gaps, needs and the best choices for pnonuu and
strategies.

ITBD, Medium Term+

Staff level

|and TBD; 201
 |maintenance cost

for induced revenues
offset

[Multiple measures. mo;ﬁy
tied to asset management
systems

Update after 11/15 ball
issue ;

mprorvemcnts sponsored

Slgnxﬁca;nk cross departmental

Proportion of City included

| Asset management

£ system

in asset system
by feature

in place, but not
fully initiated. -

~ [Need 1o confer with
|Parks and Public Works,

this was
recommendation of the
Streetscape Solutions
Team also

The current PLDO is pnmnlyntmcmred around

Jihood of increased
but also different

3 |1) Process, structure and

staff/committee charge
completed; 2) Changes ;

i adopted

process;
l‘kehh\x)d of increased

1) Process, structure and.
staff/committee charge
[completed; 2) Changes
adopted




6.A.1

* Himditionat TiSs f

traffic
dcmnd cremd by a pm;ect. pmjecung its distribution on
ing the level of

mcc (LOS) impacm to tbosn faumm. including
and then
as ldded lanes and signals to maintain a desn'ed LOS.
¢

such

|Prep:

adopt new Ei
Criteria Manual xundafdi allowmg for!
the elimination or reds

0 prepare. For some infill
mem the mulls will be fmrly well known and

requirements for formal TISs (Traffic
Impact Studies) for most infill projects.

thout being done. if
pm[owphy for some mﬁl} ansas and comdors isto
accept
[behaviors and multi-modal lys(ems to adapt) these studies
imited positive application. For projects where the
traffic impacts will clearly remain below traditionally
accepted LOSs, the results can end up primarily being
used as an argument against mcmmfﬁc rather than one
pertaining to capwclly

(Ongoing and Continuing

Public Works. Tm’flc Bngmoenng
Section

Public Works and Planning; largely related to
the development review and public hearing
processes

INo direct City costs; potential
for case-by-case long term costs
and benefits

Large infill projects with

" Irequirement waived Criteria Manual

savings can be more than

ame !

of the rep

Develop, adapt and adopt
transportation facility, access and
irelated standards specific to infill areas

Although it allows for substantial flexibility in some cases,
the City's ECM, including its Traffic Criteria Manual ,
have a suburban and greenfield development orientation,
that make it difficult to accommodate infill conditions and
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 |timited current land use, transportation or parks and open

ipace plans to work from. For still others such as North
[Nevada Avenue, the existing roadway plan requfret &
updating, and not land use plan exists. Needs for land use,
leon and l’ucilhy vlnm vary' fo{ diffcmnt pnomy areas,

and resources. Per plan costs of

rough rule of thumb

$50,000-100,0000 .provides a

~ ‘ / g"?"“".‘;‘gm ;";ﬁ‘; (Tt [Fes. Although waivers of these standards e a Staff-generated (Planning/Public Works): 1) S¥stématic Codé and .
6.A2 |[Transportation mgm M; ual) Address multi and i opimn in some cases, the Medium to Long Term Planning and Public Works [CSC input and review; PC; possible DRB;  |Staff and processing time TBD  |manual review completed; 2){Not initiated
- eacioes o ~ Selidine trainit > j can be aﬁ hall (City Council [ Amendments approved
G i . ” [Improved alignment of these Manuals with infill
b'cy'.:!ﬁ," Tovemeats Ol sile | uions snd vilies will reduce uncertainty risk
pat_kmg, Adopt clear criteria of S s
Bl do not address certain modes such as transit and bicycles
Continued d and of Dx =
is an identified cornerstone of the City's infill plan and |various options including|
. o strategy. Structured and on-street spaces controlled by the Ongcing 1o some extént (e icoordination and .
Strategically involve the Parking Parking Enterprise account for a significant share of the ki aterielio, Plasotny Fotonte i o Vit & |partnering on location
6A3 | Enterprise as a tool for redevelopment, |parking demand associated with Downtown land uses. As B and Ongoin, Daking Btkeirisd Vitalit l’)ownlo‘w; Pt erfhn 7 'TBD; financial implications for 8D [ vermgom Seinive and timing of facilities,
Vi including leveraging its potential for snch the role of the Enterprise will be critical to BOI0E Lt by ity W Parking Enterprise i of(hl:! SIS Iparking fee in lieu of
oublic/pe ; e role has not been d eovidiing park i/
longoing alignment of capital programs moving forward st allocation of parking
with options to support Downtown residential garage spaces a cost
development.
A primary recommendation and focus of the Infill Chapter
centers on the importance of evolving the land uses along
. o designated high frequency transit corridors to both take 1) Infill activity in priority .
[Focus infill strategies to support ~ Jadvantage of this transit capacity and create the land use ¢ areas: 2) Transit Status vanes by inikatoe Density must be part of
(designated high frequency transit conditions necessary to result in demand for a more robust [Ongoing Transit and Planning Multiple strategies. Varies by strategy investments, service, d Gt . Ithis conversation in order|
corridors (see also 2.B.2)  |ransit system. The zoning options in 2.B.2 represent one demand and productivity in ma m extent- OngOINg fe v success.
G fof these but others p ially include ali corridors
ces includi transit imp an
street improvements. o
o o lmagme])owntownl’lan
Priority areas need p-to-date and community- update funded (by the DDA)
mﬁwxwe land use and transportation phms in order to o o and actively underway as of
 |have a vision to focus on and framework to build toward. Kb iy late 2015; Some impetus is
- |Desired and w:eptabic land uses need to be understood |l whither hiplins. occurring with the North
 land identified, and multi-modal street and public area : e weiyfhe oot in bk wP of with |1) Puniding and suceesstol Nevada land use planning
|plans need to be in place. For some areas such as i Staff, stakeholders including neighborhoods birvioad oty icnmiedanl Taaspitsn :} a2y efforts. Funding hasbeen |
 [Downtown overall plans are in place strategic upd-lu are |Short to Long Term Planning and impacted property owners, consultants f {owem thereiokiaie s ikiniits de-imu;a_ud secured for an amendment of|
 [need. For others such as South Nevada Avenue, there are | i and URA as applicable, PC, Council B e vt v . ;‘fplans

- [Downtown transit termil
~ |study. Fundingnot
~ [identified for a number of
other key plans or updates




~ |Proactively dcv-:lop and M zomng

’l‘he need fcrmvxxedu additional zoning smmhrdn has

Priority Area Plans and

pnority inﬁn, pmcnhtly
erial North and

Staff, mxkehuldm includin; mxpamed
: pmpcﬂy owners, PC, Council

|1 Adoption ofﬁcWof,
revised

No major initia

underwi

Includes standards for

A4

 |Priority Area Plans and Strategies

ighest priority
in priority infill areas, including

mmumprojecu(aenlwﬂA \)

streetscape plans i in lace). Public or quasi publlc ﬁmdmg
needs to be identified, and then programmed and spent for
at least a part of the required infrastructure

Mediom to Long Term

| Varies by source of funds but often
 [staff of various departments, stakeholders,

 |possibly special districts CTAB, PPACG,
PPRTA and Council

P!
resources, and typically
requiring a lot of lead time

schedules -m!l need tobe.
maintained

TAS5

Strategically designate urban renewal

Priority Area Plans and

infill (

priority i

8.A3)

o

iprojects can be very mpomm to "kick mﬁ"or lay the

e

in infill areas. 'nmenuy be "first m”pubﬁc mpnme
. key |

wiiown
For large areas such as lhe
Sonlh Acndmycundot catalyst project and area
provide phoes to focus and start.

Vnnadependem on projects. For

[ Varies by project

Varies by project but typically

1) Progress and success

al on the puns of

/. [catalyst projects: Evide ced
 linduced or related mpacm of]

with identified

the projects

Status varies by priority area
and project; and area-

specific setof identified

important for a number of infill areas and projects. For
exnnple the cnm:m mmauve to designate part of the

[Decisions lEgildlhg use of urban renewal ‘at’x!homy' will be

Short to Long Term

Plnnnir;g with URA

' Stafl, stakeholders including property owners
land neighbors, URA, PC, Council

~ nrhan tenewal ares plans and

City direct budget implication
may be small unless there was
shift to advancing City funds for

1) progress on URA

|designations, plans and

financing; 2) ultimate
success of redevelopment in

 fand around urban renewal

areas

renewal areas bifurcated in
2015, to maximize their
utility. South Nevada urban
renewal area in final stages
of designation in late 2015.

Coadinmwi!.ﬁmgimal partners

Pmn&:hipn with outside agencies will be critical in
achieving infill success, especially i in securing resources

Clly duacx budgnt implications
small, although this
some a!locmfon of |

. |funding decisions.

1) identified coordination -

PPACG transportat

with a_ direct tie to infill; 2) |

BAL

Tools and Incentives

 |progress needs to inélnae the status of phnned and
 |committed public investments.

nwlup]e depaﬁmenu

direction from Mayor and Council

1) Accounting of locations /

4 m‘d values of improvements

commonly used

depictions cfpm)ecmure o

8.A2

[ Tools and Incentives
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: mtagtc use of City it
priority infill projects (including those
)

adopt
developmenlplecythnnllymﬂn

- development
ccmbm-uon ofslgmﬁcml primary emp]oymm! sales tax

for high

utilities use. Some important
infill pm_lects. may not contribute as dnecllym uwu -

sﬁ‘m 10 Long Term

[ Community Vitality: Plas

Case-by-case; §ta‘ﬁ and developer; a’jipmvei
by Council

Ongoing and as needed

1) Overall and area

 [success of infill. 2) Number

of projects incentivized, 3)
Some. analym of commumly




I Tools and Incentives

8A4 [Tools and Incentives

w and adopt an adaptable City

Urban Renewal Policy aligned with
this Infill Chapter

framework of priorities for areas and ¢ outcomes, Wi
Cuy.nmmu potentially qualify than can be lugmlly

in a fiscally prud Therefore, if one

of the recommended strategies is to effectively use urban
renewal to promote infill, it would be beneficial to have an
. adcpwd policy, aligned wnh infill gmls.cmcomea d

 [Medium Term

~ JURA; ﬁlinning: Mayor; Council

Staff: URA:EV; stakeholders ; Council
process 2

Costs limited (o staff time and

1) Adaptable and
updateable policy adopted
and in place

[Not formally initiated

~ |not 1o actually designate

. i?rovide fee waivers and staff suppm

» create special districts to install or

in public infrastructure in ‘mﬁl{

Special distmts (pﬁmarity metropnhtm

[BIDs) are routinely used by developers.

 |City to shift a portion of the public imymvemeu
future : property ownm. ohmn tax-exempt finan
- Waivin;

the care and maintenance of existing.

{reasonably objective system and
8.A.5 |Tools and Incentives

jand areas, especially for

fees for infill ares devclopss could provide a mmor cost
for smaller proje  Districts

jcan also provide an option to upgrade or maintain
streetscapes in already developed areas.

Short to Medium Term

Process fee waiver resoluti i Limited 1
| Attorney; other departments: Council

f City General

Fund revenue, and staff cost

waiver 2) creation of new
district in infill arcas

Not initiated

[ minimal compared with
 |the life-cycle costs of

[More Tikelihood of

lareas until projects are
identified and ready- due
to 25-year clock

e
pmliferation of distriets.
Additionally, this cost is

operating the district.

success in business
areas. Some concern
with equity impacts.

cate, Bdop( and implement a

ptm for evaluating and scoring
private infill P

ity and y for their pzovi;im
with the Guiding Principles and Goals of the

projects for
-~ |the purpose of providing incentives

Infill Plan should be one of the key criteria used in this
system along with the economic development and urban -
renewal policies recommended in this Action Plan.

Short to Medium Term

 |Planning and Fconomic Vitality

stakeholders including RBA; Council process

~|Create and adopt system and process; staff;  |Costs limited to staff time and

1) Creation and adoption of -
process and system; 2) ;
lexperience with
implementation

Not initiated

(e.g. primary job
attraction and retention).
| The evaluation/scoring
systems needs to reflect
all of the desired goals
and outcomes

'8.A6 [Tools and ncentives

. [Develop, adopt and proactively apply
 [eriteria for evaluating and potentially
3 zdlpung public, civic, and

facilities) have a particularly strong nexus wi infill goals
land City services and infrastructure. “Therefore, criteria

projects for
with the Infill Plan.

 [should be developed to assure that these projects and uses

are reasonably aligned with the goals of the Infill Plan,
including their location and demgn

(Medium Term

_ {Planning; City Departments

Y)epmm‘ ents; Council ' ¢

(Costs limited fo staff time and

1) Creation and adop!
process and system; 2)
experience with
implementation

Not initiated

Tools and Tncentives

i priority infill pmj .

elopment (i.¢. primary jobs
«Thup:mlwiuvalid i bmw

. numberoﬁn(llpmjem ﬂmxnppearwhe}nveahlghlevd

jof consistency with priorities, gonl» and oumof the
inill Chaper.

 Multi-departmental team

Oould eaaily be phascd

! Some infill pro]ecls

lify based on

reasoning. Some

(wnh some

 |focused attention less

formally.

The mi construction defects Jay

[Short Term i possible)

1ty Comml coordmnuon with other |

¥ (o staff time

1) Council ordinance

 [adopted 2) Effective State -

legistation pnssed or other
ted

constructed

al fof successof
iched units with
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Last Updated 1/20/16

S ]

Short Term- Within 12 Months

Longer Term- 3+ Years

|Intermediate Term- Within 3 years

Notes

D

1) Overall Action Plan project management assumed to reside with Planning & Ce ity T
departments and other entities assuming " i ignati

of appli actions

important public communications role.
2) All Utilities related recommendations have unique processes and accountabilities related to the CSU enterprise.

Abbreviations

Attorne

Council

CPD
CSuU
CTAB
DDA
DRB
DRE
72
P
Infill Plan
LUR

Parks

PC
Planning
PLDO
PPACG
PPRBD
PPRTA

3) With the exception of the basic recommendations,
actions could be added and completed or no-longer-viable actions could be moved to another sheet

City Attorney's Office RONI SO
Council of Neighbors and Organizations
City Council

Comprehensive Planning Division
Colorado Springs Utilities [
Citizen's Transportation Advisory Board
Colorado Springs Downtown [

and C Planning Division; with various

a liaison for some of the others; For many of these recommendations, there is an assumed

is assumed this table will be regularly updated in order to keep it viable and current. New or amended recommended

Authority

Downtown Design Review Board |
Development Review Enterprise
form based zoning

t

Imagine Downtown Plan

Land Use Review Division |
Parks, Recreation and Cultural Services Department
Planning Commission |
Planning & C ity D D

City of Colorado Springs Infill meprefwnsive Plan Supplement

Park Lands Dedication Ordinance |
Pikes Peak Area Council of Governments
Pikes Peak Regional Building I

Pikes Peak Rural Transportation Authority
Public Works Department |
Colorado Springs Regional Business Alliance
Transit Services Division |
Utilities Board

Utilities Policy Advisory Committee

Urban Renewal Authority
CSU Utilities Rules and Regulations
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