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City of Colorado Springs

Meeting Minutes - Draft

Planning Commission

8:30 AM Open to the Public

720-617-3426 Conf ID: 181 325 870# 

Blue River Board Room

Thursday, June 16, 2022

1.  Call to Order and Roll Call

Commissioner Wilson, Chair Hente, Commissioner Slattery, Commissioner 

Almy, Commissioner Rickett and Alternate Griggs

Present: 6 - 

Commissioner Raughton, Vice Chair McMurray and Commissioner GrahamExcused: 3 - 

2.  Changes to Agenda/Postponements

3.  Communications

Peter Wysocki - Director of Planning & Community Development

4.  CONSENT CALENDAR

These items will be acted upon as a whole, unless a specific item is called for discussion 

by a Commissioner/Board Member or a citizen wishing to address the Commission or 

Board. (Any items called up for separate consideration shall be acted upon following the 

Consent Vote.)

120 N 34th St

4.A. A development plan for Thomas Subdivision to subdivide an existing 

lot into two single-family lots.  This site is zoned R1-6/HS 

(Single-family residential with Hillside Overlay), consists of 15,750 

square feet, and located at 120 N. 34th Street.  

(Quasi-Judicial)

  Presenter:  

Kerri Schott, Planner II, Planning & Community Development

CPC DP 

21-00055
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120 N 34th St CPC Staff report REVISED

Development Plan

Project Statement

Subdivision Waiver

Thomas Subdivision Map Sheet

Thomas Subdivision Revocable License

Public Comments

Plan COS Vibrant Neighborhoods Map

Ordinance 79-16 - Princeton Rd

7.5.502.E Development Plan Review

Attachments:

This Planning Case was approved on the Consent Calendar.

4.B. A subdivision waiver to allow access through an alley instead of 

direct access to a public street.  The site is zoned R1-6/HS 

(Single-family residential with Hillside Overlay) and located at 120 N 

34th Street.

(Quasi-Judicial)

  Presenter:  

Kerri Schott, Planner II, Planning & Community Development

CPC SW 

21-00056

Subdivision Waiver

Thomas Subdivision Map Sheet

Thomas Subdivision Revocable License

7.7.1302 Waiver of Subdivision Dev

Attachments:

This Planning Case was approved on the Consent Calendar.

Academy Park Loop

4.C. A conditional use development plan for the Academy Park Loop 

Apartments for a 48-unit townhome development. The site is zoned 

PBC (Planned Business Center), is located at 1125 Academy Park 

Loop, and consists of 3.31 acres

(QUASI-JUDICIAL)

  Presenter:  

Tasha Brackin, Senior Planner, Planning & Community Development

CPC CU 

20-00046
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CPC Academy Park Use CUDP

DP PLAN SET

Academy Park Loop Townhomes - Project Statement & Nonuse 

Variance

plancos_ch1_areas_of_change

plancos_strong connections map

7.5.704 Conditional Use Review

7.5.502.E Development Plan Review

Attachments:

This Planning Case was approved on the Consent Calendar.

4.D. A non-use variance for the rear yard setback of the Academy Park 

Loop townhomes to allow a 15-foot rear yard setback where a 

25-foot setback is required per City Code Section 7.3.104.  The site 

is zoned PBC (Planned Business Center), is located at 1125 

Academy Park Loop, and consists of 3.31 acres

(QUASI-JUDICIAL)

  Presenter:  

Tasha Brackin, Senior Planner, Planning & Community Development

AR NV 

21-00083

7.5.802.E GuidelinesforReview_NonuseVariance

7.5.802.B Nonuse Variance Criteria

Attachments:

This Planning Case was approved on the Consent Calendar.

Seven Arrows Home Daycare

4.E. A conditional use development plan for a licensed large daycare 

home with attendance of seven (7) to twelve (12) children.  The site is 

zoned R-1 6000/AO (Single-family residential with Airport Overlay) is 

0.21 acres in size and located at 1970 Seven Arrow Drive.

(Quasi-Judicial)

  Presenter:  

William Gray, Senior Planner, Planning and Community Development

CPC CU 

22-00072

Page 3City of Colorado Springs Printed on 9/7/2022

http://coloradosprings.legistar.com/gateway.aspx?M=F&ID=fb37eeda-4cdc-4b61-8c5b-0ce302a8728b.doc
http://coloradosprings.legistar.com/gateway.aspx?M=F&ID=16293dc5-497e-43d2-aad3-8fb37aba242b.pdf
http://coloradosprings.legistar.com/gateway.aspx?M=F&ID=e8b59bfc-6343-4969-9ad3-78f37f535bf4.pdf
http://coloradosprings.legistar.com/gateway.aspx?M=F&ID=0197750f-a29d-4911-b4a3-ac02b0507423.pdf
http://coloradosprings.legistar.com/gateway.aspx?M=F&ID=353dc9d4-f1ff-4f38-b148-fc038be950d3.pdf
http://coloradosprings.legistar.com/gateway.aspx?M=F&ID=88e2d240-0c54-4972-b923-4431939bcfc6.pdf
http://coloradosprings.legistar.com/gateway.aspx?M=F&ID=601c1a9a-c712-4783-9fe5-3a140fe74603.pdf
http://coloradosprings.legistar.com/gateway.aspx?m=l&id=/matter.aspx?key=9934
http://coloradosprings.legistar.com/gateway.aspx?M=F&ID=04ff9dff-bad4-445b-ace0-c1bcc10a7554.pdf
http://coloradosprings.legistar.com/gateway.aspx?M=F&ID=3d4714ee-cb52-4c81-8cfd-24ca943e5657.pdf
http://coloradosprings.legistar.com/gateway.aspx?m=l&id=/matter.aspx?key=9936


June 16, 2022Planning Commission Meeting Minutes - Draft

CPC Staff Report_Seven Arrow Large In-home Daycare

Conditional Use Development Plan

Project Statement

Project Statement Supplemental

Public Comment

Public Comment Response

Context Map

Vicinity Map

PlanCOS Vision Map

7.5.704 Conditional Use Review

7.5.502.E Development Plan Review

Attachments:

This Planning Case was approved on the Consent Calendar.

Avenida Senior Living

4.F. A conditional use development plan for Avenida Senior Living 

located at 55 Grand Cordera Parkway and consisting of 6.06 acres.

(QUASI-JUDICIAL)

  Presenter:  

Daniel Besinaiz, Senior Planner, Planning & Community 

Development

CPC CU 

21-00158

Avenida - CPC Report - Final

Conditional Use Development Plan_ltr

Project Statement

PlanCOS Vision Map

PublicComments

7.5.502.E Development Plan Review

7.5.704 Conditional Use Review

Attachments:

This Planning Case was approved on the Consent Calendar.

4.G. A non-use variance for a reduction in the minimum required parking 

spaces at a site located at 55 Grand Cordera Parkway consisting of 

6.06 acres.

(QUASI-JUDICIAL)

  Presenter:  

Daniel Besinaiz, Senior Planner, Planning & Community 

Development

CPC NV 

21-00159
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7.5.802.B Nonuse Variance Criteria

7.4.203.A Parking Space Req by Use

7.5.802.E GuidelinesforReview_NonuseVariance

Attachments:

This Planning Case was approved on the Consent Calendar.

518 & 520 W Brookside

4.H. Ordinance No. 22-54 amending the zoning map of the City of 

Colorado Springs relating to 0.38-acre located at 518-520 West 

Brookside Street from R-1 6000 (Single-Family Residential) to R-2 

(Two-Family Residential) to August 9, 2022. 

(Quasi-Judicial)

  Presenter:  

Austin Cooper, Planner II, Planning & Community Development

Peter Wysocki, Director, Planning & Community Development

CPC ZC 

22-00055

ORD_ZC_518-520WBrooksideSt

Exhibit A - Legal Description

Exhibit B - Zone Change Depiction

Signed Ordinance No. 22-54

Attachments:

This Ordinance was recommended for approval on the Consent Calendar to 

the City Council.

4.I. A concept plan for 518-520 West Brookside Street to bring the 

existing duplexes into compliance.

(Quasi-Judicial)

Related Files: CPC CP 22-00056

  Presenter:  

Austin Cooper, Planner II, Planning & Community Development

Peter Wysocki, Director, Planning & Community Development

CPC CP 

22-00056

Concept Plan

7.5.501.E Concept Plans

Attachments:

This Planning Case was recommended for approval on the Consent Calendar 

to the City Council

Approval of the Consent Agenda

Approval of the Consent Agenda
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Motion by Commissioner Rickett, seconded by Commissioner Almy, that all 

matters on the Consent Calendar be passed, adopted, and approved by 

unanimous consent of the members present.  The motion passed by a vote of

Aye: Commissioner Wilson, Chair Hente, Commissioner Slattery, Commissioner Almy 

and Commissioner Rickett

5 - 

5.  ITEMS CALLED OFF CONSENT

Dang Daycare - Engleton Home Daycare

4.J. A conditional use development plan to establish a large home 

daycare at 8105 Engleton Court. 

(Quasi-Judicial)

  Presenter:  

Drew Foxx, Planner II, Planning & Community Development

CPC CU 

22-00022

CPC Staff Report_Dang Daycare

Project Statement

Site Plan

Public Comments

Public Response

7.5.704 Conditional Use Review

7.5.502.E Development Plan Review

Attachments:

Staff presentation:

Drew Foxx, City Planning, presented a PowerPoint with the scope and intent of 

this project.  

Questions:

Commissioner Rickett commented that it looked like a portion of the backyard 

was on City property and it is on a revocable permit.  He asked if that permit 

gets revoked, is there enough square footage to meet the state requirement at 

that point?  Mr. Foxx confirmed that there is enough square footage to meet the 

requirements.

Supporters:

John Stephens, homeowner who lives a block away from site

· Expressed his support of this project 

· Strongly support being creative and proactive at providing effective 

daycare for the upcoming generation

Opponents:

None

Questions of Staff:
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None

Rebuttal:

None

DISCUSSION AND DECISION OF PLANNING COMMISSION:

No discussion.

Motion by Commissioner Rickett, seconded by Commissioner Almy, to 

approve the Conditional Use Development Plan for the Dang Daycare Large 

Home Daycare project in the R-1 6000/DF (Single-family residential with 

Design Flex), based upon the finding that the request meets the findings for 

granting a Conditional Use as set forth in City Code Section 7.5.704 and the 

review criteria for granting a Development Plan, as set forth in City Code 

Section 7.5.502(E). The motion passed by a vote of 5:0:3:0

6.  UNFINISHED BUSINESS

Community Development Impact Fees

6.A. Ordinance No. 22-40 creating new Part 19 (Citywide Development 

Impact Fees) of Article 5 (Administration and Procedures) of Chapter 

7 (Planning Development and Building) of the Code of the City of 

Colorado Springs 2001, as amended, pertaining to Citywide 

Development Impact Fees

  Presenter:  

Charae McDaniel, Chief Financial Officer

Peter Wysocki, Planning and Community Development Director

CPC CA 

22-00016

ORD_ImpactFees 22-07-06 - Clean

ORD_ImpactFees 22-07-06 - Redline

Signed Ordinance No. 22-40

Attachments:

Charae McDaniel, Chief Financial Officer for the City of Colorado Springs

Ms. McDaniel gave an extensive PowerPoint presentation discussing the 

scope and intent of the Police and Fire Impact Fees (Capital Expansion 

Fee)

Questions:

Commissioner Rickett stated the public has a concern this in general will 

increase the cost of housing and development and asked for that to be 

addressed.

Peter Wysocki, Director of Planning and Community Development, stated 

the City has worked closely with the Housing Building Association, 

Chamber and the EDC, Apartment Association and several others.  It is 

recognized that any increase in regulatory fees will have an impact on the 
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end price of a home or the rental price of an apartment.  It is also 

recognized that this will have an impact on the cost of affordable housing, 

which is why the Affordable Housing Rebate program is being adopted.  

Adopting the rebate program not just for police and fire impact fees but the 

other fees the city collects such as development plan, review fees or zone 

change fees, parkland dedication ordinance fees where development pays 

the fee because we have to make the money earmarked for those 

improvements whole and at the end, we’ll rebate based on the evaluation 

criteria. 

It’s important to note that new growth creates demand on public services. 

There are comments about how the City addresses all the growth, how do 

we provide more police, more fire protection, transportation, and parks.  

This is one component of growth paying for itself.  The reason this is 

important for the Planning Commission is that the Planning Commission 

holds public hearings on several large projects, and it is important for the 

Planning Commission to understand the City is doing its best to address 

this through impact fees.   There has been a very robust dialogue with 

stakeholders as to what the fees should be, and they have vetted the City’s 

methodology.  The City looked at options to implement this, and that is how 

the 70% cost recovery was set effective January 1.  Projects that are in the 

planning stage or getting ready to submit a development or final plat can 

rely on their business plans and performers based on the current fee 

structure.  The January 1 date gives applicants time to adjust.

Commissioner Rickett commented on the early work that was done. 

Evidence storage for the police, the police academy other projects that 

look as though they would go beyond what would be collected by this fee.  

How will those be paid? Is it a bond element paid off with PSST or paid out 

of the PSST, how will it work?

Ms. McDaniel stated it would be through the General Fund and PSST. We 

look at those two together to fund the Police Department and Fire 

Department. We do as much as we can through the safety sale tax 

dedicated revenue and beyond that we put as much in the PSST fun as we 

can as the revenue allows and the rest in the General Fund.  Since these 

are dedication core municipal services, we have to have they are our 

number one priority. Thus, we go through our annual budget process 

through our five year planning process to prioritize those public safety 

expenses. We have some backlog and need to do some catching up.  This 

will be done through prioritization through our budgeting process.   We did 

part of this through the November 2021 ballot item and the voters agreed to 

allow us to reset our Tabor base to a 2021 level which freed up some funds 

in 2022.  We allocated almost the entirety of that to building the fire station 

and adding police vehicles.  We prioritized that through our budget process 
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but looking at those facilities we would likely put together financing 

scenario to include those and then the repayment would have to prioritized 

with in the General Fund or the PSST or both.   

Commissioner Rickett confirmed it would be a combination of feasibly 

bond or financing of some sort and cover by the PSST or General Fund.  

Commissioner Rickett commented about the increase of the public safety 

out of the General Fund, do you see this helping that come down a little bit 

instead of continuing to increase in using more of the General Fund in lieu 

of PSST or other elements of income.  Ms. McDaniel state yes.  It was what 

brought them to this point today, was the identification that those fees being 

assessed for the capital infrastructure were not sufficient thus making the 

General Fund and PSST have to pay for the majority of those in the end.  

We want good public safety responses for everyone.  So, then who 

becomes responsible for paying for that.  The purpose of a fee is to see 

who is benefitting. If it is a broad base everyone benefits by it. However, if 

there’s a certain segment or it’s specifically spurred by a person or agency 

that’s when you get into the higher cost recovery and the fee becomes 

more specific for that particular service and that’s the reason we built it this 

way to benefit the new development for the extension of those capital 

infrastructures allowing us to extend the service and relieve the General 

Fund and PSST to be directing more of our expenses are revenue toward 

operation of those facilities.

Commissioner Rickett asked if the existing annexation fee go away and is 

this in place of the existing annexation fee.  Ms. McDaniel stated the current 

annexation fee would end when this fee begins. 

Commissioner Slattery clarified the annexation fee covers more than just 

police and fire or is it the police and fire portion of would go away with this 

new ordinance.   Ms. McDaniel stated the current annexation fee is a police 

and fire annexation fee, specific to police and fire physical infrastructure, so 

that would end.

Commissioner Slattery stated Ms. McDaniel mentioned redevelopment 

fees and cost impact for changing land use and intensity.  Will the funds be 

for growth, and will they be able to fund additional capacity and existing 

facilities number one and then number two are they geographically 

restriction?  Is the money defined within a boundary to increase capacity to 

a specific area?  Ms. McDaniel said she would answer the second part 

first.   The way we have defined the services area is the City as a whole. 

Police and fire have been determined to by systems.  So, if a fire station in 

the east is busy with a new development, then units from downtown could 

be pulled upon to cover. The service area is the whole City, it is not 

geographically limited where the dollars are collected.   The fee is eligible 

Page 9City of Colorado Springs Printed on 9/7/2022



June 16, 2022Planning Commission Meeting Minutes - Draft

to be spent on expansion capacity, expansion due to growth. As we bring 

on more police and fire we have to have the infrastructure as well as 

training space capacity.  It could not remodel or update the fee is only for 

new capacity.

Commissioner Almy followed up regarding the last explanation.  Part of the 

growth, particularly   horizontally the infrastructure will be closer to the 

needer.  Ms. McDaniel agreed.  

Commissioner Almy stated the presentation was logical and intuitive.  You 

want services there before the need show up not after you build a new 

community. To have those funds and get the infrastructure build is a great 

idea. He clarified this did not include any system wide improvements due 

to some large change in technology or what might improve efficiency such 

as a new reporting system or alarm system, correct? Ms. McDaniel state 

he was correct.

Commissioner Almy stated as parcels go through a life cycle they change 

density of housing frequently and its market driven and it’s a bit faster than 

long term planning of a 10 year time frame.  Would the fee be adjusted as 

you go along?  Ms. McDaniel stated yes.  That was part of the reason it is 

going to be applied at building permit. Anything that needs a permit you 

would be able to capture the change in density and apply the fee 

accordingly. 

Commissioner Almy asked if they applied that example to a place like 

Cordera or something you’d see how those fees would work in real time.  

Ms. McDaniel stated their attempt to do that was the table they looked at 

and those were more recent history not that far back or over that long of a 

period of times.  So, no she hasn’t do it in that way. They attempted to do it 

on a smaller scale with that table they had included on more recent 

projects.  

Discussion, Comments and motion:

Commissioner Rickett stated he understood the need for this.  However 

with regard to Special Districts which are basically new development, they 

are paying for all the new infrastructure and the new park whereas the City 

doesn’t have to and he understands is a great thing for the City.

Chair Hente stated he was torn about this.  This is not just true for Colorado 

Springs, it is true nationwide for communities and government at every 

level, when elected officials bemoan that housing costs are more, we add 

to it and then they turn around in the very next motion they approve 

additional costs to housing.   I’m torn because I am fairly sure I understand 
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the city budget fairly well and I understand the need, especially when you 

put it in historical perspective. His understanding of the need and the 

budget overwhelms my philosophical comment about adding costs to 

house.  He will be in support and reserves the comments about adding to 

the cost of housing and then comment about the fact we wished the cost of 

housing did not cost so much.  It is his own philosophical thing he’ll get to.  

Motion by Commissioner Rickett, seconded by Commissioner Almy, to 

recommend approval to City Council an ordinance creating new Part 19 

(Citywide Development Impact Fees) of Article 5 (Administration and 

Procedures) of Chapter 7 (Planning Development and Building) of the Code of 

the City of Colorado Springs 2001, as amended, pertaining to Citywide 

Development Impact Fees. The motion passed by a vote of 5:0:3:0

Aye: Commissioner Wilson, Chair Hente, Commissioner Slattery, Commissioner 

Almy and Commissioner Rickett

5 - 

7.  NEW BUSINESS CALENDAR

Flying Horse Parcel 22

7.A. A resolution of the City Council of the City of Colorado Springs, 

Colorado approving a major amendment to the Flying Horse Master 

Plan for 5.6-acres to accommodate the inclusion of residential uses

(Legislative)

Related Files: CPC PUZ 22-00024, CPC PUP 13-00033-A3MJ22

  Presenter:  

Katelynn Wintz, Planning Supervisor, Planning & Community 

Development

Peter Wysocki, Planning Director, Planning & Community 

Development

CPC MP 

06-00219-A1

1MJ22
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RES_FlyingHorseMPA

Exhibit A - FlyingHorseMPA

Flying Horse 22 MJ staff presentation

StaffReport_KAW_FlyingHorse22

Project Statement

Flying Horse Master Plan

Zone Change

Concept Plan Amendment

FIA Below Threshold Flying Horse Parcel 22

Vision Map

7.5.408 Master Plan

Signed Resolution No. 99-22

Attachments:

Staff presentation:

Katelynn Wintz, City Planning, presented a PowerPoint with the scope and 

intent of this project.  

CPC MP 06-00219-A11MJ22

A Major Master Plan Amendment to the Flying Horse Master Plan for parcel 22 

which is currently designated office to establish office, commercial and 

residential land uses at the site located east of the intersection of Silversmith 

Road and Silver Rose Lane.

CPC PUZ 22-00024

A zoning map amendment for 5.915 acres located east of the intersection of 

Silversmith Road and Silver Rose lane from PUD (height maximum is 45 feet 

for all lots west of Silver Rose Lane and 35 feet for all lots east of Silver Rose 

Lane) and A (Agricultural) to PUD (Planned Unit Development: Commercial, 

Office, or Residential, 20 dwelling units per acre, maximum 90,000 square feet 

of non-residential with a maximum building height of 35-feet)

CPC PUP 13-00033-A3MJ22

A PUD concept plan amendment for Flying Horse Parcel 22 located east of the 

intersection of Silversmith Road and Silver Rose Lane.

Background Information

• Vacant Parcel adjacent to Future Powers Road extension

Public Notice

• Site posting and 297 postcards mailed three times: twice at the initial 

review stage and before the Planning Commission Hearing.

• No comments were received by staff expressing support or opposition 

to the project.

• One resident reached out to staff requesting a postponement of today’s 

hearing

PUD Zone - Ord. No. 13-42 Defining PUD uses at the time

• General/Medical Offices 

• Business Park - Including light manufacturing and research and development 

within the current zoning definition of "Business Park" per City Code Section 
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7.2.302 

• Design Center - A business park use where home furnishings are displayed 

for installation off site and where home furnishing products are stored 

• Office/Warehouse 

• Financial Services

Religious Institution 

• Funeral Home/Columbarium 

• Mini-Warehouses 

• Charter School 

• Public/Non-public Schools 

• College/University 

• Community Garden 

• Furniture Store 

• Building Materials and Home Furnishings Supply 

• Retail as an accessory use restricted to 30% of the floor area of the principle 

use

PUD Zone Change

ALL USES CURRENTLY PERMITTED IN THE PUD and the following 

additional uses:

• Multi-Family Residential

• Human Service Facility Assisted Living

• Retirement Home

• Single Family Residential

• Maximum residential density 20 dwelling units per acre

• Maximum non-residential building square footage: 90,000 square feet

PlanCOS

Newer Emerging Neighborhood

Resilient neighborhoods…mixed and integrated land uses

Thriving Economy, typology 6 (critical support), recommends providing 

fundamental services and activities.

Diversity of housing type

Future Neighborhoods have the opportunity to create from the ground up new, 

diverse & smart connected neighborhoods while addressing emerging 

demographics.

Applicant Presentation:

Randy Copeland and Joe Gear with Stone Creek Real Estate Partners 

presented a PowerPoint with the scope and intent of this project.

About the Project

• Proposed Independent Living Community

• Multi-Family Zoning in the Only “District” available to Independent 

Living Communities

• 5.6 Acres Site - 17.85 Units Per Acres

• The Flying Horse Master Plan allows 12-24.99 Units/Acres

• We are below the median allowable DU/A which is 18.49 DU/A

• Buffer to future Powers Blvd.

• 100 Units Maximum
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• This number of units is required to financially support the level of 

amenities demanded by residents in the Flying Horse 

Community.

• Average Age of Residents in our Independent Living Flats is 86

• Limited Traffic Impact

• No Schools Impact

• Outdoor Activities are on the South Side of the Building.

• We are Good Neighbors; we did what we said we were going to do.

• This is a Continuation of our recently completed Assisted Living, 

Memory Care, Independent Living & Active Adult Community 

immediately adjacent to the west.  

Questions:

None

Supporters:

None

Opponents:

Michael Ford

· Mr. Ford was concerned with Lot 1 and asked for a presentation on that 

since it was included in the notice.

o Ms. Wintz explained she included Lots 1 and 2 in the graphic 

specifically due to discussing the change in the master plan.  

o Ms. Wintz said there is currently an administrative application 

under review by staff for what is known as 1756 Silversmith, 

which is Lot 1 on that plan.  

o The development plan application for that project is not part of 

consideration or decision making for today’s hearing, only Lot 3.  

However, Lots 1 and 2 are included in as part of the Master Plan 

amendment but they are not included as part of the physical 

development of that site.

· Mr. Ford said he was concerned about the 55 foot limit, which is 

basically 3-stories, and since Lots 1 and 2 are included in the Master 

Plan change, that would the same height in those lots.  

Maureen Kozak, resident of Flying Horse

· Ms. Kozak said she thought this discussion was about Lot 1 and wanted 

to know when she could make her comments for that.  

· Flying Horse around Lot 1 is very quiet, and it will have a great impact on 

the quality of life.  

· Traffic will be worse on Silversmith

· People from multi-family will be parking on the street

· Both developments will completely change the phase and safety of the 

area

· Would like to know when Lot 1 will be heard

Staff Reply to Public Comment:

Katelynn Wintz
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· Ms. Wintz reiterated that it was Lot 3 that was being discussed today 

that’s requesting the zone change and the concept plan amendment to 

accommodate future land use

· The intention is to expand the assisted living facility that had been 

developed in Lot 2

· Staff does not have a development plan application for Lot 3, but the 

applicant said that is what they are proposing to do

· Lot 1 (property address 1756 Silversmith Rd) currently has an 

administrative application under review for a major development plan 

amendment where multifamily residential was previously approved on 

Lot 1 in 2019.  A new developer is interested in redeveloping that site 

and reconfiguring the approved entitlement to create a different 

configuration of multifamily use.  That is Ms. Kozack and Mr. Ford’s 

concerns.  

o Ms. Wintz said this is an administrative item and there is an 

element of quasi-judicial action that could happen through an 

appeal process; therefore she did not want to get into the details 

of the application

o Staff has committed to have a neighborhood meeting on Lot 1 to 

allow citizens to participate 

· As for height, Ms. Wintz explained all three of the parcels have different 

PUDs established for each of them or would be should Lot 3 get 

approved.

· The PUDs establish a maximum building height of 45 feet for all 

properties that would be to the west of the intersection of Silversmith 

and Silver Rose, so that would include the entirety of Lot 1 and the 

western portion of Lot 2 

· Where the properties are east of that intersection, the second half of Lot 

2 and all of Lot 3, would only allow for a 35 foot maximum building 

height.  That is what is being proposed in the PUD zoning ordinance and 

those are the maximum allowable heights per the zone district

Chair Hente directed his comment to Mr. Ford and Ms. Kozak, that they will 

have an opportunity to ask questions and comment on Lot 1 when a 

neighborhood meeting is set up.

Questions of Staff:

None

Rebuttal:

Randy Copeland

· Clarified that they have nothing to do with Lot 1, and they are just 

expanding their facility on Lot 2 with Lot 3.

· The assisted living building, which is entirely east of Silver Rose, meets 

the 25 foot building height

· There was a neighborhood meeting in January on this parcel where the 

conceptual ideas were presented to the neighborhood to get their input
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DISCUSSION AND DECISION OF PLANNING COMMISSION:

Commissioner Rickett asked for Ms. Wintz to bring up the graphic and help the 

public understand where Silver Rose Lane is in relationship to the three parcels.  

Motion by Commissioner Rickett, seconded by Commissioner Almy, to 

recommend approval to the City Council the Flying Horse Master Plan 

amendment from Office to Office/Commercial/Residential, based on the 

findings that the master plan amendment request complies with the review 

criteria for master plans as set forth in City Code Section 7.5.408. The motion 

passed by a vote of 5:0:3:0

Aye: Commissioner Wilson, Chair Hente, Commissioner Slattery, Commissioner 

Almy and Commissioner Rickett

5 - 

7.B. Ordinance No. 22-47 amending the zoning map of the City of 

Colorado Springs relating to 5.9-acres located at the intersection of 

Silver Rose Lane and Silversmith Road from PUD (Planned Unit 

Development) to PUD (Planned Unit Development: commercial, 

office, and residential, 20 dwelling units per acre, maximum 90,000 

square feet for nonresidential uses, maximum building height of 35 

feet east of the Silversmith Road and Silver Rose Lane intersection) 

(Quasi-Judicial)

Related Files: CPC MP 06-00219-A11MJ22, CPC PUP 

13-00033-A3MJ22

  Presenter:  

Katelynn Wintz, Planning Supervisor, Planning & Community 

Development

Peter Wysocki, Planning Director, Planning & Community 

Development

CPC PUZ 

22-00024

ORD_ZC_FlyingHorseParcel22

Exhibit A - Legal Desc

Exhibit B - Zone Change

Signed Ordinance No. 22-47

Attachments:

See Item 7.A. (CPC MP 06-00219-A11MJ22)

Motion by Commissioner Rickett, seconded by Commissioner Almy, to 

recommend approval to the City Council a zoning map amendment for 5.915 

acres located east of the intersection of Silversmith Road and Silver Rose 

Lane from PUD (Planned Unit Development: height maximum is 45 feet for all 

lots west of Silver Rose Lane and 35 feet for all lots east of Silver Rose Lane) 

and A (Agriculture) to PUD (Planned Unit Development: Commercial, Office, 

or Residential, 20 dwelling units per acre, maximum 90,000 square feet of 

non-residential uses with a maximum building height of 35-feet), based upon 

the findings that the request meets the review criteria for establishing a PUD 

zone, as set forth in City Code Section 7.3.603, and the review criteria for a 
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zone change, as set forth in City Code Section 7.5.603. The motion passed by 

a vote of 5:0:3:0

Aye: Commissioner Wilson, Chair Hente, Commissioner Slattery, Commissioner 

Almy and Commissioner Rickett

5 - 

7.C. A PUD concept plan amendment for Flying Horse Parcel 22 located 

east of the intersection of Silversmith Road and Silver Rose Lane.

(Quasi-Judicial)

Related Files: CPC MP 06-00219-A11MJ22, CPC PUZ 22-00024

  Presenter:  

Katelynn Wintz, Planning Supervisor, Planning & Community 

Development

Peter Wysocki, Planning Director, Planning & Community 

Development

CPC PUP 

13-00033-A3

MJ22

Concept Plan Amendment

7.3.605 PUD Concept Plan

7.5.501.E Concept Plans

Attachments:

See Item 7.A. (CPC MP 06-00219-A11MJ22)

Motion by Commissioner Rickett, seconded by Commissioner Almy, to 

recommend approval to the City Council the PUD concept plan amendment 

for Flying Horse Parcel 22, based upon the findings that the request meets the 

review criteria for establishing a PUD concept plan, as set forth in City Code 

Section 7.3.605, and the review criteria for establishing a concept plan, as set 

forth in City Code Section 7.5.501(E). The motion passed by a vote of 5:0:3:0

Aye: Commissioner Wilson, Chair Hente, Commissioner Slattery, Commissioner 

Almy and Commissioner Rickett

5 - 

Pike View

7.D. A resolution of the City Council of the City of Colorado Springs, 

Colorado approving a major amendment to Hill Properties Master 

Plan relating to 22 acres located at the southwest corner of W 

Fillmore St and Centennial Blvd.

(Legislative)

Related Files: CPC PUZ 22-00052, CPC PUP 22-00053

  Presenter:  

Caleb Jackson, AICP, Senior Planner, Planning and Community 

Development

Peter Wysocki, Director, Planning and Community Development

CPC MPA 

04-00043-A9

MJ22
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RES_HillPropertiesMPA

Exhibit A - HillPropertiesMPA

Pike View STAFF

ppt_PikeView_APPLICANT

CPC Staff Report Pike View

Project Statement

Master Plan Amendment_Hill Properties

FIA

Zone Change

Concept Plan

Public Comment

Pike View Additional Public Comment

Public Comment - Applicant Response

Vicinity Map

PlanCOS Vision Map

PlanCOS Vibrant Neighborhoods Framework

PlanCOS Unique Places Framework

PlanCOS Majestic Landscapes Framework

PlanCOS Areas of Capacity and Change

7.5.408 Master Plan

Signed Resolution No. 100-22

Attachments:

Staff presentation:

Caleb Jackson, City Planning, presented a PowerPoint with the scope and 

intent of this project.  

Background Information

• Annexed in 1971, remains undeveloped

• Hill Properties Master Plan (2004)

• 17 ac Community Commercial, 5 ac Office, 14.1 ac Private 

Open Space

• 35 ac zoned PUD: Commercial (2004), 11 ac zoned Office Complex 

(2015)

Public Notice

• Site posting and 121 postcards mailed twice: for initial review and 

Planning Commission Hearing.

• Staff has received comments from three individuals.

Master Plan Amendment

17 ac Community Commercial & 5 ac Office 

to 22 ac Residential 12-16.99 du/ac

Zone Change
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A Zone Change of 35.65 acres from PUD/SS (Planned Unit Development: 

Commercial with Streamside Overlay) and 11.18 acres zoned OC (Office 

Complex) to PUD/SS (Planned Unit Development: Residential, maximum 

density of 8 du/ac, maximum height of 55’, with Streamside Overlay) located at 

the southwest corner of W Fillmore St at Centennial Blvd.

Concept Plan

A PUD Concept Plan for 46.83 acres located at the southwest corner of W 

Fillmore St at Centennial Blvd for a multi-family development. 

Applicant Presentation:

Andrea Barlow with N.E.S representing Convergence Rental Housing presented 

a PowerPoint with the scope and intent of this project.

HILL PROPERTIES MASTER PLAN AMENDMENT

17 Ac from Community Commercial to Residential (12-16.99 DU/AC)

5 Ac from Office to Residential (12-16.99 DU/AC)

Project Area In Master Plan: 36.1 Ac

Current Land Use: 17 Ac Community Commercial, 5 Ac Office, 14.1 

Ac Private Open Space

Proposed Land Use: 22 Ac Residential (12-16.99 DU/AC) and 14.1 Ac 

Private Open space

DENSITY RANGE: 12-16.99 DU/AC

(Approximately 330 Units in 22 Ac Master Plan Area)

ZONE CHANGE

Current Zoning: PUD/SS North and OC South

Proposed Zoning: PUD/SS-Residential

Proposed Use: Residential

MAXIMUM DENSITY:     8 DU/AC (Gross)

MAXIMUM BUILDING HEIGHT:  55’ 

PROPOSED CONCEPT PLAN

Gross Density: 8 DU/AC

Net Density: 15 DU/AC

Proposed Community 

 46.8 Ac

· Approximately 23 Ac Open Space (Preserved-14.1 in Master Plan) 

· Approximately 360-unit                                                                                                                                                    

multi-family community with a mix of Apartments and Townhomes for 

Rent

· Mix of 1, 2 and 3 bedroom units designed for modern lifestyles

· Clubhouse, pool, and amenity spaces 

· Adequate Surface and Garage On-Site Parking

· Two Full Movement Access Points on Centennial Blvd

· One Right-out Only Access on W. Fillmore St

· Access to Trail, Bus, and Bike Facilities on Centennial and Fillmore
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Open Space and Buffer

• Approximately 23 Ac of Open Space

• Protection of Mesa Creek Streamside

• Amenities

• Avoids much of the Slope (70’ of fall to creek)

• Landscape Buffers

• 20’ along Centennial Blvd

• 25’ along Fillmore St

• Landscaping will meet City buffer requirements

Questions:

None

Supporters:

None

Opponents:

None

Questions of Staff:

None

Rebuttal:

None

DISCUSSION AND DECISION OF PLANNING COMMISSION:

Commissioner Rickett addressed the public comments that were submitted, as 

well as the rebuttal, and said he understood the folks who have lived in that 

neighborhood for a long time, but the owners of the property in this area have 

the right to develop on it.   

Chair Hente pointed out that on Ms. Barlow’s presentation, she showed some 

proposed developments but several of those developments are already under 

construction, so it is not like this project is going in the middle of nowhere.  

Commissioner Almy agreed with Chair Hente and said this project is consistent 

with projects that are currently being built and the area is growing up and we are 

getting denser.  That is part of being in a thriving and growing city.  There was a 

comment that talked about the transportation areas, and this area does have 

bus service today, and it would be unwise if our transportation system did not 

respond to the new Centennial route down to Fontanero.  That would be a 

shortcut for a lot of things.  Also, it looks like there is plenty of biking 

opportunities for commuting both downtown and to Old Colorado City, so 

alternate transportation is pretty good there too.    

Motion by Commissioner Rickett, seconded by Commissioner Almy, to 

recommend approval to the City Council the major amendment to the Hill 

Properties Master Plan for 17 acres from Community Commercial and 5 acres 

from Office to Residential (12-16.99 du/ac) based on the findings that the 

master plan amendment request complies with the review criteria for master 

plans as set forth in City Code Section 7.5.408. The motion passed by a vote 
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of 5:0:3:0

Aye: Commissioner Wilson, Chair Hente, Commissioner Slattery, Commissioner 

Almy and Commissioner Rickett

5 - 

7.E. Ordinance No. 22-48 amending the zoning map of the City of 

Colorado Springs pertaining to 46.754 acres located at the 

southwest corner of West Fillmore Street and Centennial Boulevard 

from PUD/SS (Planned Unit Development: Commercial with 

Streamside Overlay) and OC (Office Commercial) to PUD/SS 

(Planned Unit Development: Residential, maximum density of 8 

dwelling units per acre, maximum height of 55 feet, with Streamside 

Overlay)

(Quasi-judicial)

Related Files: CPC MPA 04-00043-A9MJ22, CPC PUP 22-00053

  Presenter:  

Caleb Jackson, AICP, Senior Planner, Planning and Community 

Development

Peter Wysocki, Director, Planning and Community Development

CPC PUZ 

22-00052

ORD_ZC_PikeView

Exhibit A - Legal Desc

Exhibit B Zone Change

Signed Ordinance No. 22-48

Attachments:

See Item 7.D. (CPC MPA 04-00043-A9MJ22)

Motion by Commissioner Rickett, seconded by Commissioner Almy, to 

recommend approval to the City Council, the zone change of 35.65 acres 

from PUD/SS (Planned Unit Development: Commercial with Streamside 

Overlay) and 11.18 acres zoned OC (Office Complex) to PUD/SS (Planned Unit 

Development: Residential, maximum density of 8 du/ac, maximum height of 

55', with Streamside Overlay) based upon the findings that the zone change 

request complies with the three (3) criteria for granting of zone changes as 

set forth in City Code Section 7.5.603(B) as well as the criteria for 

establishment of a PUD zone district as set for in City Code Section 7.3.603. 

The motion passed by a vote of 5:0:3:0

Aye: Commissioner Wilson, Chair Hente, Commissioner Slattery, Commissioner 

Almy and Commissioner Rickett

5 - 

7.F. A PUD concept plan for 46.754 acres located at the southwest 

corner of W Fillmore St and Centennial Blvd for a multi-family 

development.

(Quasi-judicial)

CPC PUP 

22-00053
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Related Files: CPC MPA 04-00043-A9MJ22, CPC PUZ 22-00052

  Presenter:  

Caleb Jackson, AICP, Senior Planner, Planning and Community 

Development

Peter Wysocki, Director, Planning and Community Development

Concept Plan

7.3.605 PUD Concept Plan

7.5.501.E Concept Plans

Attachments:

See Item 7.D. (CPC MPA 04-00043-A9MJ22)

Motion by Commissioner Rickett, seconded by Commissioner Almy, to 

recommend approval to the City Council, the PUD Concept Plan for 46.83 

acres for a multi-family development based upon the findings the proposal 

meets the review criteria for concept plans as set forth in City Code Section 

7.5.501(E) and criteria for PUD concept plans set forth in City Code Section 

7.3.605. The motion passed by a vote of 5:0:3:0

Aye: Commissioner Wilson, Chair Hente, Commissioner Slattery, Commissioner 

Almy and Commissioner Rickett

5 - 

Kum & Go Appeal

7.G. An appeal of the Planning Commission’s decision to deny a 

Development Plan (AR DP 21-00813) for a Kum & Go gas station, 

convenience store and associated parking and landscaping on a 

1.04-acre site located at the southeast corner of south 8th street and 

West Brookside Street. 

(Quasi-Judicial)

Related File: AR FP 21-00814

  Presenter:  

Matthew Alcuran, Planner II, Planning and Community Development 

Department

Peter Wysocki, Planning and Community Development Director, 

Planning and Community Development Department

AR DP 

21-00813
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CC_AppealStatement_Kum&Go

Staff Presentation_Kum & Go Gas Station Appeal CC_MDA 080922

Kum&GoCCPresentation

CC_LetterUrbanStrategies

CPC_StaffReport_Kum&GoGasStationAppeal

Approval Letter Development Plan

Approved Plan Set

CPC_Appeal Statement_Urban Strategies

CPC_kum&goappellantexhibit

CPC_Appeal Statement_Severson

CPC_Applicant Appeal Response

CPC_PublicComments

Additional Public Comments

BrooksideGardens_JanelleWalters

Map of known nearby gas stations

Context Map

Vicinity Map

PlanCOS Vision Map

CPC_Minutes_Kum&Go_draft

7.5.906 (B) Appeal of Commission-Board

7.5.502.E Development Plan Review

CC_PostponementRequest_Kum&Go

Attachments:

Staff presentation:

Matthew Alcuran, City Planning, presented a PowerPoint with the scope and 

intent of this project.  

• Site located on the SE corner of S. 8th St. and W. Brookside St.

• 1.04-acre site

• Zoned C5

• Not within a master plan area.

• Commercial uses to the north and south

• Residential uses to the east

• Vacant land and the Center for Creative Leadership to the west

Applications:

• Reviewed/approved administratively according to City Code on May 18, 

2022

• Consistent with all standards and criteria

• Consistent with PlanCOS

• Establishes 1 lot

• Reviewed/approved administratively according to Code on May 18, 2022

• Complies with all subdivision standards

• Supported by accepted drainage report
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Stakeholder Notice:

• Standard notice: poster and postcards at submittal and prior to appeal 

hearing

• A virtual neighborhood meeting was held on February 28, 2022

• An in-person neighborhood meeting was held on April 12, 2022, due to 

technical issues outside of the planning staff, the call-in feature was not 

functional

• The fourth notice was for the appeal to City Planning Commission

Appeal No. 1

• “Urban Strategies, Inc.” on behalf of 352, LLC. filed an appeal of both 

applications on May 27, 2022

• Appeal Statement included as Appeal Statement Urban Strategies

• Numerous concerns

- Intensity, hours of operation, traffic, noise, light pollution, 

drainage, and property values

Appeal No. 2

• Eric and Anna Nicole and Jon Severson an appeal of the development 

plan application on May 31, 2022

• Appeal Statement included as Appeal Statement Severson

• Numerous concerns

- Traffic, light pollution, increased crime, transient problem, Ivywild 

neighborhood compliance and property values

Analysis

• The appeal statements are largely focused on meeting City code 

sections

- Neighborhood Historic Ivywild neighborhood

- Intensity of use of the site for traffic concerns

- Consistency with PlanCOS

• Argue that adverse impacts outweigh benefits

Staff contends that

- All required standards are met

- All required criteria are addressed

- Drainage report correctly accepted by Stormwater Staff

- Appeal criteria are NOT met

• Appeal should be denied, upholding Staff’s administrative approvals

Applicant Presentation:

Christa Houchens with Entitlements and Engineering Solutions 

Michael Drago from EES

Robert Fiebig, Real Estate Development Manager, Kum & Go

Dan Garneau, Site Development Manager, Kum & Go

Ms. Houchens presented a PowerPoint with the scope and intent of this project. 

· Kum & Go spent the past several months working closely with the city 

and community to identify areas of concern with this project

· This process included two neighborhood meetings, presentations, direct 
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contact with neighborhood groups and other community members

· Outside of those meetings, written comment responses, offers to attend 

phone calls to answer the distributional questions and multiple calls and 

emails with various jurisdictional agencies

· Significant modifications were made to this project because of the 

feedback received

Response to Appeals:

· The existing site contains several nonconforming, some dangerous 

items, that will be improved at this proposed development

o Lack of sidewalks and pedestrian ADA route along Brookside 

Street

o Dangerous traffic conditions along both 8th Street and Brookside 

Street, which require cars to back up directly into the public 

right-of-way

o This presents a safety hazard for cars and pedestrians and is 

not allowed in the City under current code

o Abandoned construction activity on the eastern parcel 

o Minimal landscaping throughout all the lots 

o Drainage concerns because the entire site, as well as the portion 

of the public right-of-way drains towards the residential 

properties to the southeast corner

Proposed Site Plan:

· 3,968 sq. ft. convenience store with 6MPD fuel and canopy, and it is 

associated drives, parking, and landscaping

· There are three restricted accesses being proposed

o Right in, right out off 8th Street

o Two restricted access points onto Brookside that prohibit 

semi-trucks from going east towards the residential area

· The proposed gas station/convenient food sales use is an allowed use 

by right in the existing C5 zone district

o The proposed building exterior materials are compatible and 

harmonious with the rest of the 8th Street corridor

Modifications Kum & Go made as a result of concerns:

· Use and Property Size

o Gas station use is an allowed use within the existing C5 zone 

district

o Currently, the site contains five separate parcels adding to 

approximately one acre; any development of this lot would 

require a replat as the five small parcels would not meet current 

city requirements

o A four foot administrative relief was requested to accommodate 

the concern related to traffic congestion, noise, light pollution, 

and drainage issue

§ Reduction in landscape buffer allows improved site 

circulation and screening from canopy

§ Additional trees are proposed

§ Landscape buffer reduction on the eastern property line 

(15 feet to 11 feet) 
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o The drainage was rerouted towards the public road

o Traffic congestion was minimized between delivery and 

pedestrian vehicles

· Building setback along Brookside Street

o Development plan was modified after the second neighborhood 

meeting to shift the building and eliminate the nonuse variance, 

thus meeting code

· Concerns about the soil and groundwater

o There are no existing, sensitive, or hazardous natural features 

associated with the site

o Kum & Go has safety as its top priority and adheres to strict 

state and federal guidelines

o The dual walled fiberglass underground storage tank, fueling 

systems, and fuel base provide 24-hour monitoring as well as 

leak detection

o An overfill alarm, vapor recovery equipment, emergency shutoff 

links, and automatic shutoff dispensing nozzles limit any gas 

spillage

o The proposed ADS underground storm sewer system will be 

wrapped with an isolator row plus for water quality treatment of 

any storm runoff 

o As a final precaution, all inlets on site will include inlet filter bags 

for any runoff or spillage that may occur 

o Some of these items exceed city code and provided based on 

community feedback

· Drainage

o This development would reroute the existing drainage patterns to 

direct runoff from the residential parcels

o Rerouting this existing drainage was not a requirement of the 

development, as code allows runoff to flow in its historic pattern, 

nor was Kum & Go required to enlarge the detention basin to 

provide water quality and detention for the public city right-of-way

o The proposed development will now provide water quality and 

detention, holding the runoff on site.  It will be released to S 8th 

Street at a lower rate than it currently does

o There is a water quality isolation row within the detention basin 

and all inlets will have filter bags, which is above and beyond city 

code requirements, to capture any runoff prior to discharging into 

the city system 

· Protecting the Air

o Stage 1 Vapor Recovery and Equalization Vents

o Vapor is trapped in the fueling truck or is contained within the 

vehicle during fueling

o There is no exhaust out the roof vents

o Kum & Go is conducting further modeling to evaluate particulate 

emissions and additional ways to reduce these emissions

o Will be held to City regulated noise pollution standards

· Will minimize noise pollution

o Lighting exceeds industry standards and meets or exceeds local 
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lighting requirements

o Will utilize downcast lighting and shielding on all lights

o No light-candles over 1.0 will extend over the property boundary

o Canopy will be shielded from residential properties to the east by 

the building

· Traffic Concerns

o Traffic consultant prepared a traffic report based on City design 

standards.  Data concluded there are no adverse impacts, and 

City Traffic confirmed those findings

o Traffic safety improved due to removing non-compliant existing 

conditions where parking backs into the public ROW

o Restricted access points

o Internal access drive removes conflicts with large trucks and 

passenger vehicles

o Pedestrian circulation will be improved

· Addressing Crime

o Kum & God will continue to work with CSPD to implement extra 

safety measures

o Redevelopment will improve safety

o Kum & Go provides amenities that bring positive attributes to the 

community

PRESENTATION INSTRUCTIONS

Chair Hente informed the appellants of the process the hearing would follow:

· Each appellant will be allowed a 15 minute presentation

· Public Comment - each speaker has 3 minutes 

· Applicant Rebuttal

· Back up to the dais for Commissioner Discussion

After the instructions were read by Chair Hente outlining the order in which the 

presentations would be presented, along with public comment and applicant 

rebuttal, Mr. Gruen objected that he would not have the right of rebuttal, as he 

was told he would be able to have that right.  Mr. Gruen asked for that to be 

confirmed.   

Lisa O’Boyle with the City Attorney’s Office explained the rebuttal period is 

typically available when you are rebutting something from the applicant, and 

here, you have heard the applicant’s arguments and statements, and so you 

can include your statements in rebuttal to what they said already because you 

have that information.  It is appropriate for the applicant to have the rebuttal 

opportunity and the last say in this case.  

Mr. Gruen said that was different than what he was notified and said he was not 

asking for the last say, he was asking for the opportunity to rebut.  Mr. Gruen 

wanted to make it clear that It appeared that the applicant was going to have 

that opportunity to rebut, and he would not as the appellant.

Elena Lobato, Planning Department, said that usually the commission hears the 
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appellant before the applicant, and that she erred in not specifying that on Chair 

Hente’s script.  However, in the past, we have allowed rebuttals by both the 

applicant and the appellant.  

Ms. O’Boyle explained further to Mr. Gruen that the purpose of a rebuttal is to 

rebut arguments from the party that went first here.  As Elena noted, the order 

was switched, and Mr. Gruen heard all the arguments from the applicant at this 

point, so could loop anything that would be said in a rebuttal into this primary 

statement.

Chair Hente said they have always given the applicant the final word to anything 

that may be said, especially by the general public, because the general public 

could make misstatements of fact.  That is why the applicant is allowed to have 

the final word in order to correct those misstatements.  

Appellant #1 Presentation:

Les Gruen with Urban Strategies spoke on behalf of Clay Taylor, the owner of 

the 10-unit Brookside Garden apartment property located behind the proposed 

Kum & Go.

· The intent of the proposed use is not compatible with the site and 

surrounding neighborhood

o Similar use in Ivywild that makes sense from a land use 

standpoint is the Maverick gas station on Tejon and Motor City

o Kum & Go at Garden of the Gods across for the County Service 

Center is a great location that is buffered by nonresidential uses 

and there is a tremendous amount of traffic that flows by 

everyday

· Mr. Gruen said there was nothing fundamentally wrong with staff’s 

review and that Mr. Alcuran was very courteous and responsive to every 

question

· Applicant and Staff’s justification for this approval

o This is a use by right within the C5 zone

o The applicant was doing all they needed to do with respect to 

infrastructure development

§ Putting in a curb and gutter

§ Sidewalks

§ Drainage

§ Addressing noncompliant parking

o By virtue of these things, they were somehow meeting the goals 

and objectives of the City’s Comprehensive Plan and enhancing 

and approving the area

· This conclusion does not consider that the improvements they are being 

asked to do would have to be done by anyone that is doing a final plat on 

those five lots

· Staff’s justification of its approval made a big deal about sidewalks

o There is already a sidewalk in place and ADA accessibility 

available along 8th Street

o Any new sidewalk would be along the northern portion of that lot, 

but it would be a sidewalk to nowhere because there is no 
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sidewalk that it connects to on the other side

o The whole notion that by putting in a sidewalk, we are going to be 

encouraging pedestrian traffic is somewhat disingenuous

· Put yourselves in the place of the people that live adjacent to where this 

Kum & Go would go if it were approved

· The final plat and development plan review criteria require compliance 

and consistency with all requirements of the subdivision code and any 

other applicable city policy standards and ordinances.  In addition, the 

development plan must be consistent with the intent and purpose of the 

zoning code and compatible with the land uses surrounding the site

o Overwhelming testimony and evidence that will be presented by 

citizens will tell you an entirely different story

o There are multiple concerns 

§ Increased criminal activities

§ Potential for increased noise 

§ Potential for increased light

§ Potential for increased truck traffic

§ Potential for environmental pollution

§ Potential for increased blight due to the failure of nearby 

competitors

· The applicant’s request to receive the landscape variance on the most 

sensitive portion of the site adjacent to the apartment on the east does 

not make much sense

o The adverse impacts this proposed use would have on the 

adjacent residential property will be obvious after listening to 

testimony

· For all these reasons, this development project, if approved, would not 

be consistent with the intent and purpose of the zoning code, not would 

it be compatible with the land uses surrounding the site as required by 

section 7.4.502.E. which relates to development plan review criteria

· Final plat review criteria require appropriate development of the 

community through the implementation of the goals and policies of the 

comprehensive plan according to city ordinances 96-44 and 01-42

· Mr. Gruen provided a list of PlanCOS goals and policies that he believed 

the final plat and development plan violates

o City Staff focused on one policy (VN-3-C)

§ Disagreed that this proposal meets that policy

§ It does not meet the traditional neighborhood 

recommendation to enhance walkability features because 

of the new off-site street improvements

§ It was already discussed that there are no sidewalks on 

Brookside, so that does not make any sense

o Staff talked about the addition of the convenience store with 

different options for healthy food within walking distance as a way 

of promoting neighborhood level shopping makes no sense

§ There is a tremendous amount of neighborhood dining 

options in that neighborhood

· Burrowing Owl

· Little Nepal
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· Sushi place

· Hamburger place

· Egg place

§ It is hard to imagine neighbors are going to be running to 

Kum & Go for their dining

· Neighbors do not have issues with commercial use on the site.  The 

issue is with:

o The intensity of use changing from low traffic

o Normal business hours to 24-hours per day

o Intensity use creates substantial difference in noise and light

o Substantial difference in truck traffic and associated noxious 

fumes

o Substantial difference in automotive traffic activity at Brookside 

and 8th Street

· It comes to the Planning Commission to be the guardians of the public 

interest with respect to making these tough land use decisions.  While 

staff assures that the submittal is technically compliant, the 

Commission ultimately must decide whether there is consistency with 

the intent and purpose of the zoning code and compatibility issues 

· The final plat does not meet all requirements of the subdivision code in 

other applicable city policies, standards, and ordinances

· The development plan is not consistent with the intent and/or purpose of 

the zoning code and is incompatible with the land uses surrounding the 

site

Mr. Gruen said something he was planning on discussing in rebuttal, but will just 

do now, is when he looks back 100 years ago to the dominant city in the 

country, it was Detroit.  The decisions that decision makers make within cities 

play a huge, huge role in where cities end up.  Cities that want to stay atop of 

the most desired cities in the country list probably do not put a Kum & Go at the 

entrance of their most historic neighborhoods.  

Appellant #2 Presentation:

Eric Nichol and Severson

Eric Nichol, 1427 Avenue A Street, right across the street from the proposed 

location

· Concerns

o Traffic and concerned with Brookside already having hard traffic

o Seems to violate the final plat requirements under A. and D.

o There were great recommendations as far as recommending 

that no trucks turn right onto Brookside, but where there is a lot 

of traffic in certain areas, people make their own decisions

o Has an immense amount of concern that Brookside will still be 

utilized as a heavy entrance and exit

o There is also only one entrance and exit on 8th Street and there 

are two off Brookside in the proposed plan

o Increased noise, light, traffic, and people that are moving through 
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a space that is quiet after 9:00 PM, and now it would be 

somewhat of a bustling area between 10:00 PM and 5:00 AM

o Increase of potential crime, vagrancy, and trespassing

§ At a neighborhood meeting in Ivywild, they received 

information from Officer Wilkerson on gas stations 

around the City

· The average number of calls was about 133 

· 50% or more were for trespassing

· Kum & Go on Nevada had 452 calls in 2021

· Kum & Go on Wooten had 319 calls in 2021

§ On average (every three nights), something would 

happen approximately 50 feet away from his residence 

and is concerned with his and his wife’s safety

o Development Review Criteria and Final Plat Criteria

§ Final Plat criteria F - to ensure the appropriate 

development of the community through the 

implementation of goals and policies of the 

comprehensive plan

§ Development Plan criteria - the development plan 

substantially complies with any city adopted plans that 

are applicable to this site, such as Master Plans, 

Neighborhood Plans, Corridor Plans, Facility Plans, 

Urban Plans, etcetera, but nowhere on there when 

connecting to neighborhoods does it say gas station, but 

it says multiple times how we want to increase 

walkability, safety, unique places

§ There is a need for gas stations, but not so close to so 

many neighbors

John Severson, lived in Ivywild neighborhood for 20 years (background in gas 

stations)

· Concerns

o Nobody is really going to use the 8th Street entry and exit.  

Everybody that is going to use the station who lives south of 

there and will exit on Brookside, and everyone else will be 

making a left onto Brookside to the controlled intersection instead 

of trying to go out on 8th Street

o Traffic on Brookside will double

o Gas stations with less than six pumps will go out of business in 3 

to 5 years because they cannot compete (Everyday store on 

Tejon and 7-11 on 8th)

o We do not need more gas stations

o Healthy Food - the cheapest food because it gets thrown away; 

highest disposal of any food industry; so healthy food is a lie

o Noise - 

§ A diesel truck idles at 119 decibels (thought that city 

ordinance limited to 50 decibels), and they will come to 

Kum & Go at least 12 to 15 times a month

§ They cannot control semi’s to not go down Brookside 

Street
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§ Coca-Cola, Pepsi, etcetera all use small semi-trucks to 

deliver to gas stations

o Intersection of 8th & Brookside - already has traffic that backs up 

past Avenue A on a regular basis

§ There will be cars pulling up that are inconsistent with the 

light

§ There will be heavy traffic issues on Brookside all day 

long

o This is inconsistent with what makes a great neighborhood

o Kum & Go will not maintain the charm of the Ivywild 

neighborhood

Questions:

Supporters:

None

Opponents:

Clay Taylor, owner of Brookside Gardens Apartments, Appellant #1

· Never would have purchased the apartments if it were next to a large 

gas stations convenience store development

· Today, it is a safe, quiet, 10-unit, affordable apartment community with 

an atmosphere of respect and caring for others

o Have intentionally kept rental rates below market value to house 

people with low incomes

o Average length of tenancy is 7 years

o Tenants live on a fixed income and do not have very good 

housing options

o 9 out of 10 tenants have expressed very strong concern over 

increases in crime, traffic, litter, and compromised personal 

safety if the Kum & Go was built

· Currently, there is very little crime at Brookside Gardens, there are no 

break ins or bars on windows, and the police have only been called 

once.  In contrast, the police data given for eight convenience stores and 

gas stations in Colorado Springs averaged 133 calls

· Kum & Go is a magnet for behaviors requiring calls to the police and 

threatens the safety of the tenants

· The landscape variance from 15 feet to 11 feet puts the Kum & Go 4 

feet closer to the tenants’ bedroom and bathroom windows 

· Noise, diesel exhaust and traffic will have a severe impact on the rest, 

sleep, healthy air quality, and peaceful living environment of the tenants

· The administrative approval did not meet final plat review criteria that 

required this application to promote the health, safety, convenience, and 

general welfare of the citizens of Colorado Springs, nor does it create a 

healthy living environment for the residents

Gregory Kopelow, tenant of Brookside Gardens

· Bedroom is 100 feet away from the proposed station
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· Very few cars after 9:00 PM and it is very peaceful and quiet

· Having a 24/7 gas station open in the midst of the bedrooms will affect 

sleep, health and well being

· Will harm ability to function the next day at work

· A gas station will bring crime according to the crime data made available 

by the police, which will affect the desirability and the property values

· Stats on the gas station on Nevada within a 500 foot buffer zone

o 2013 before Kum & Go opened there were 279 events

o 2014 after they opened there were 680 events

o 2019 and 2020 there were over 1000 events

o Gas stations do affect crime

· Traffic - ability to leave the driveway and not have a stream of traffic and 

trucks coming and going makes it desirable and relaxed living

· Affordable rent in the City is sorely lacking, even more so in this part of 

town

o The landlord makes the rent affordable, and all the neighbors are 

decent folks and it is quite peaceful and clean

o Building a gas station will affect this in a negative way

· Would you live next to a gas station?

o Listen to the neighbors who are saying no to this because if this 

were beneficial to the neighborhood, it would pass quietly and 

with open arms

Reverend Kat Gaya, tenant of Brookside Gardens 

· Likes Kum & Go very much, but just does not want to live next to one

· Clay Taylor has made this apartment affordable, but if it becomes 

untenable because of Kum & Go, she would essentially become 

homeless because there is no affordable housing in the City

· Right now, she is safe, has access to a bus, but added traffic on 

Brookside will be dangerous with a change of getting run over since the 

bus stop is right by the street

· As a senior with mobility issues, she would be at risk from the less than 

desirable elements that collect around a 24-hour convenience store

· With the construction there would be noise, pollution, and upheaval, 

which would make it unbearable

· Would you want this right next to you?

Janelle Walter, tenant of Brookside Gardens 

· Showed pictures of Brookside Gardens and said it was a very nice place 

to live.  

· At the end of our driveway there is a utility easement that can give easy 

access to any vagrants that could go right down in here and camp out, 

make campfires, smoke, drink, leave trash. 

· Behind my building is someone’s backyard where children play back all 

the time 

· Ms. Walter’s bedroom and bathroom is five feet to the property line

· Last year when they were doing construction, the noise was 

horrendous. It went on for 2-3 weeks, I think. And the dust got kicked up. 
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We were breathing dust and dirt and listening to this noise, it was nerve 

wracking. That is what we would have to tolerate from construction all 

the way through the operation of building the store itself

· Ms. Walter said she was just asking you to please listen to the people 

that live in this area, their views, and their desires to not, have this there

· Our health and safety are at risk, and it would ruin our neighborhood for 

a Kum & Go to come right there. 

Steve Carlson, tenant of Brookside Gardens for 9 years

· Will be greatly impacted by all the pollutions 

· There is no air conditioner and windows have to be left open for cooling

· Mr. Carlson’s daughter started a petition with 308 signatures to prevent 

Kum & Go from building on that property

· Will ruin quality of life and security

· All the tenants will be placed in jeopardy

Julie Nedrow, President of Ivywild Improvement Society

· Ivywild neighborhood has around 1200 homes within its boundaries

· The compelling statements from the residents that are directly impacted 

by the Kum & Go proposal also are mirrored throughout the 

neighborhood

· The Ivywild Improvement Society is in opposition of the Kum & Go 

proposal and support the two appeals submitted to the Planning 

Commission 

· The applicant’s property is located within the boundaries of the Ivywild 

Historic neighborhood

· The Ivywild Improvement Society believes the administrative approval of 

the proposed Kum & Go was incorrect and was against the expressed 

intent of the zoning ordinance, specifically, 7.5.502.E(1)(2) and (7)

· Project is incompatible with the neighborhood

· The City classified Ivywild as a traditional neighborhood, but in reality it is 

a historic neighborhood

· One of the unique characters of Ivywild is the stability of the 

neighborhood

· The applicant’s proposal does not preserve nor enhance Ivywild’s unique 

character, but rather threatens the neighborhoods vitality and 

environment

· The proposed site threatens Ivywild’s residents, safety, increases 

neighborhood noise and disturbances

· Traffic congestion creates another location for vagrancy, inappropriate 

development, and loss of identity

· Streets of Ivywild are narrow and do not support large fuel trucks and 

vendor trucks 

· There is limited sight lines and lack of continuous sidewalks

· We have already had a lot of trickling of different individuals and cars 

coming through the neighborhood due to the increased development on 

the east side of our neighborhood

· The intensity of the use of the proposed site creates a substantial 
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change

· Through PlanCOS, there is a vibrant neighborhood initiative which 

promotes a shared planning problem solving process while addressing 

the individual needs and desires of neighborhoods

· We challenge the Planning Commission to really justify how a large 

corporation such as Kum & Go meets the priority needs and desires of 

the Ivywild neighborhood

Joanne Lucy, Vice President of Ivywild Improvement Society, mechanical 

engineer with a master’s degree in process safety

· Gasoline is a complex mixture of multiple substance that contains 

harmful compounds, including benzene, which is a carcinogen with no 

safe level

· The higher the exposure to benzene and the longer the exposure, the 

more likely it is to cause health effects. These can be increased cancer 

risk, blood disorders, reproductive or development issues, kidney 

problems, and issues with the nervous, respiratory, or endocrine 

systems

· Benzene levels will be higher closer to the source and reduce over 

distance

· There are several reputable national and International Studies, some in 

the past few years, which show that similar gas stations to this one with 

similar controls and protections, still produce harmful levels of 

emissions over several hundred feet

· Since there are existing homes within 100 feet or less this is going to 

lead to unacceptable risk levels for the many years that people will live in 

those homes

· Does not feel these have been addressed by Kum & Go. In fact, they are 

representatives have used the same wording for the past three 

submissions since March, which basically state that there really are not 

concerns with the emissions

· Gas stations have several sources where emissions could occur during 

loading of delivery tanks, tank breathing, customer fueling and spills

· Kum & Go has a delivery vapor collection system; however, these are 

not completely closed systems because they cannot be designed to be 

100% effective

· Maybe the seals will not be properly maintained, and the delivery drivers 

will not hook things up correctly. The bottom line is they do not work 

100% of the time.

· The fact is those systems which protect from emissions while customer 

cars are being filled up, those do not work 100% of the time, even if 

those systems are on board. 

· The issue is how close the Kum & Go will be to neighboring homes and 

the long term health risks for people living there. I feel people have a right 

to live safely in their homes 

Sally Pieta, lives three blocks from site

· Does not lock her door, does not lock her truck, and keeps windows 

open at night

Page 35City of Colorado Springs Printed on 9/7/2022



June 16, 2022Planning Commission Meeting Minutes - Draft

· There are so many bears in the neighborhood that they have named 

them

· There are deer that are in our neighborhood and visitors stop to take 

pictures

· Please do not build here

Leigh Westin, Vice President of the Skyway Association

· Regularly communicates with more than 300 residents and every 

person who has written to her is vehemently opposed to this 24/7 crime 

target for a myriad of reasons

· Kum & Go has not heard the residents.  No matter how many changes 

they make, the project does not fit into, nor preserve, the historic 

neighborhoods of Ivywild and Skyway

· 7.5.502.A (1) and (2) says the decision was against the express 

language of the zoning ordinance and the project is unreasonable.  It 

says it is necessary to require a development plan in order to review the 

specific impacts of the proposed land use and site design on the 

adjacent properties, neighborhood, schools, parks, road systems and 

existing and planned infrastructure and wildlife safety.  This project 

comes nowhere near that

· No site design solutions at this location would alleviate the numerous 

potential problems associated with this project

· Asked the Planning Commission to empathize and reject this project in 

this historic preservation neighborhood

Sandra Matthews, (most was inaudible over the phone)

· Does not fit in the neighborhood

· No one will go to Kum & Go to eat

Karen Harvey, lives on West Brookside

· Opposed to the project as it does not fit in with the neighborhood

· This is a quiet area

· This will affect ability to walk places

· Urges to not approve

· Would be happy with apartment or a restaurant

Joyce Hicks, resident of Ivywild

· Walks the neighborhood frequently

· Traffic is a concern

· Concerned about the daycare on Brookside 

· People are speeding on Brookside

· The corner could use some help, but this project does not fit the 

community

Denise Carlson, Father is a tenant of Brookside Gardens

· Started a petition through Change.org to oppose the building of Kum & 

Go

· Concerned about father’s safety, quality of life, and health
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· Father is a senior living on a fixed income and there are very few 

affordable apartments in Colorado Springs

Paula Miller, lives on Cheyenne Blvd

· Shared what the consequences would be when businesses like this are 

put into the wrong communities

o 2016 a hallway house for sex offenders located at 24 Cheyenne 

Blvd

o A man who was there broke into her house and assaulted her

· With the number of calls that gas stations have, it will affect people

 Mary Sue Wildman, resident on the west side of 8th Street

· Frequently goes down Brookside and 8th Street

· Traffic study does not reflect the reality of the day

· This is not a good choice of a business for the corner

· Safety is important 

· Neighborhoods should be enhanced by new developments 

Tom Howarth, lives a block from the site

· Opposed to this project

· Adding another gas station does not seem to be useful

· Concerned about increased traffic on Brookside

Rebuttal:

Christa Houchens, Civil Engineer for the project

· Pedestrian Access and sidewalk along Brookside

o The addition of the sidewalk does connect to a bus stop on the 

northeast corner of the site

o The bus stop will be improved as part of that to help with safety 

along that street for pedestrians where there is currently not a 

sidewalk

· Truck Deliveries

o 8th Street is a right-in/right-out only access

· Site Orientation

o The reason the site is laid o

Motion by Commissioner Rickett, seconded by Commissioner Slattery, to 

Uphold the appeal and deny the underlying administrative approval of the 

Kum & Go and C-Store Development Plan, based upon the finding that the 

application does not comply with the review criteria in City Code Section 

7.5.502.E, and that the applicant has substantiated the appeal criteria found 

in City Code Section 7.5.906.A.4. The motion passed by a vote of 4:1:3:0

Aye: Chair Hente, Commissioner Slattery, Commissioner Almy and Commissioner 

Rickett

4 - 

No: Commissioner Wilson1 - 

7.H. An appeal of the Planning Commission’s decision to deny a Final 

Plat (AR FP 21-00814) for a K & G Subdivision combining 5 parcels 

into one single parcel on a 1.04-acre site located at the southeast 

AR FP 

21-00814
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corner of south 8th street and West Brookside Street.

(Quasi-Judicial)

Related File: AR DP 21-00813 

  Presenter:  

Matthew Alcuran, Planner II, Planning and Community Development 

Department

Peter Wysocki, Planning and Community Development Director, 

Planning and Community Development Department

Approved Final Plat

7.5.906 (B) Appeal of Commission-Board

7.5.906 (A)(4) Administrative Appeal

7.7.303 Final Plat Requirements

7.7.305 Replat Requirements

Attachments:

Continued from 7.G. (AR DP 21-00813)

Rebuttal:

Christa Houchens, Civil Engineer for the project

· Pedestrian Access and sidewalk along Brookside

o The addition of the sidewalk does connect to a bus stop on the 

northeast corner of the site

o The bus stop will be improved as part of that to help with safety 

along that street for pedestrians where there is currently not a 

sidewalk

· Truck Deliveries

o 8th Street is a right-in/right-out only access

· Site Orientation

o The reason the site is laid out this way it is to block the fuel and 

components away from the residences

o The building is over 45 feet away from that neighboring property 

to the east

o The building is screening fuel deliveries and fuel pumping for 

vehicles away from any of the residences

Robert Fiebig, Real Estate Manager for Kum & Go

· Truck Deliveries

o Mr. Fiebig explained that for deliveries, Kum & Go owns the 

company that delivers the fuel, and they can control when and 

where the delivery trucks go

o Per the development plan, deliveries will be entering from 8th 

Street and exiting out either on 8th Street or exiting around the 

back of the store and then exiting left onto Brookside towards 8th 

Street and not heading east on Brookside

· Noise Buffer

o There will be a retaining wall with landscaping on the top for 
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those residents right behind the building

o The store will be 45 feet off the real property line

o Landscaping will be on the lower side of that wall that will screen 

some of the areas as well

o The view will actually improve from where it is sitting today

· General Statement

o New Kum & Go store has a positive impact on the community

o Local store associates and subcontractors to build the store

o This is a current vacant lot with abandoned construction, which 

will most likely decrease the value of neighboring properties

o Former landowner indicated there was criminal activity on the 

site before including break ins, dumpster fires, overnight 

camping, graffiti, and most happened after the business hours

o Kum & Go will be 24 hours and staffed continuously which would 

improve the safety of this parcel

o The development will eliminate the existing dark hiding spots that 

are also conducive to crime

o Extras features such as security cameras, locks on exterior 

items and no loitering signs

o Continually work with local law enforcement after the building 

opens

Questions of Staff:

DISCUSSION AND DECISION OF PLANNING COMMISSION:

Commissioner Rickett asked besides fuel sales, what else does C5 zoning 

allow?  Mr. Alcuran listed some of the allowed uses in the C5 zone including 

dormitory house, call centers, hotel, automotive service repair, light industrial, 

private parking structure, transit center, commercial greenhouse, etcetera.  

Commissioner Rickett said he asked the question because the commission is 

there to uphold code, and part of that is the criteria that has to be met in that 

code.  There are a couple of those criteria that he was unsure were met in this 

application.  The appellants have done a very good job of using the code to 

provide that information of why they felt this did not meet the criteria.  

Commissioner Rickett said he would be in support of the appeals and deny the 

development plan and subdivision plat.

Commissioner Almy thanked the citizens of the area for their good input, as it 

actually just might sway his opinion.  Commissioner Almy asked if Ivywild was a 

in a historic district.  Mr. Alcuran confirmed that it was not in a historic district, 

nor is the project in the Ivywild Improvement Master Plan, and that is why it was 

not considered in this process.  

Commissioner Almy asked for Ms. Nedrow what the rationale was for saying 

the Ivywild neighborhood is a historic district.  Ms. Nedrow said the map 

provided by Mr. Gruen was a newer map that the one that was being referred to 

by Mr. Alcuran, and it is inclusive of that particular property and area.  It is true 

that that the Ivywild Master Plan does not include that area, but they are in our 

neighborhood.  Ms. Nedrow also confirmed that they are not actually classified 
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as a historic district.  Commissioner Almy asked the questions to understand 

the standing Ivywild Improvement Society had in this situation.  It was clarified 

that this area is not within the Ivywild Master Plan.

Commissioner Almy said the development plan criteria that has been alluded to 

and talked to is that the project has to be compatible and harmonious with the 

surrounding neighborhood.  He said his takeaway from is this is not harmonious 

because a good chunk of the neighborhood came and said how it was not.  

Commissioner Almy said he was not saying this was irretrievable,, but Kum & 

Go needs to do a better job of interfacing with the neighborhood to prove that 

this in fact will be compatible with the neighborhood and not just a good site.  

Commissioner Almy said from a neighborhood perspective, he was not sure 

why we are not out looking for more buyers for that plot that are consistent with 

what the neighborhood goals are.  Commissioner Almy said he would be in 

favor of the appeal.

Commissioner Slattery said public process can be arduous and overall, she 

agreed with Commissioner Rickett in looking at the criteria, land use rights of 

business owners to develop on sites.  Understanding the City was acting in 

good faith to approve this application to meet code and criteria with the zoning, 

she is sympathetic to the neighbors’ concerns based on the intensity of use 

from a daytime retail to a 24/7 gas station.  It is a lot to ask of the neighboring 

community, who are not in favor of this project.  Commissioner Slattery said 

she would be upholding the appeal.

Commissioner Wilson said she was torn on this one, and normally she would 

have said this was compatible with the neighborhood because it is in the 

commercial area, and it is the appropriate location for something like this.  The 

neighborhood has made some good points, and she thought Kum & Go could 

make some changes in terms of traffic flow, noise, light, and maybe creating 

more of a buffer space between themselves and the neighborhood.  However, 

Commissioner Wilson said she was not sure that is enough to say no.  Kum & 

Go has tried to make those changes and tried to improve the area, and she will 

be voting to deny the appeal.  She said she was very empathetic to the 

neighborhood and understood where they were coming from, but in terms of the 

code, the Planning Department was right in approving this project.  

Chair Hente said he heard a lot of compelling arguments and agreed with the 

other commissioners.  In the review criteria, he believed this is against the 

express intent of the zoning ordinance.  In other words, this is not harmonious 

with the neighborhood and was swayed by the arguments heard.  We just do 

not follow the letter of the law, we look at this with what we think is right, what 

we think is harmonious, we think it does not follow the criteria, and we learn that 

we can make decisions based on what we feel is the best thing for the City as 

well as for the neighborhood.  Chair Hente said he would be in support of 

upholding the appeals.  

Commissioner Rickett said he does feel the commission is following the 

guidelines and it is not an opinion. He said he does not believe this project 

meets the review criteria in City Code Section 7.5.502.E, and that the City did 

not substantiate that it met the code for 7.5.906.A.4.  
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Commissioner Rickett proposed a motion to uphold the appeal and deny the 

development plan.

Peter Wysocki, Director of Planning and Community Development, said as a 

point of clarification in case this goes to City Council, the commission is saying 

that this is really an issue of compatibility of land uses of a gas station 

convenience store in close proximity to single family residential uses.  

Commissioner Rickett said that was one of the criterions, but there are several.  

He did not feel that it met 7.5.502.E (1)(7) and (13).  

Appeal instructions were read.

Motion by Commissioner Rickett, seconded by Commissioner Slattery, to 

Uphold the appeal, denying Staff's administrative approval of the K & G 

Subdivision Plat, based upon the finding that the application does not comply 

with all standards and procedures within Article 7 (Subdivision Regulations), 

of Chapter 7 of City Code, and that the appeal criteria found in City Code 

Section 7.5.906.A.4. are met. The motion passed by a vote of 4:1:3:0

Aye: Chair Hente, Commissioner Slattery, Commissioner Almy and Commissioner 

Rickett

4 - 

No: Commissioner Wilson1 - 

8.  PRESENTATIONS/UPDATES - None

9.  Adjourn
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