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								      		 6901 South Pierce Street, Suite 315 Littleton, Colorado 80128     303-232-8088

June 25, 2018

Colorado Department of Transportation 
Region 1 Traffic and Safety
2000 South Holly Street
Denver, Colorado 80222


SUBJECT:	Parker Pointe Response to Comments Hwy 83 Mile 56.846

Below I have reproduced your comment letter on the above project and added responses in red.

Drainage Comments:

They need to provide hydraulics/hydrology analysis show any impact to SH83 as a result of the proposed development. See Final Drainage Report prepared for the project.

Provide drainage map to show existing drainage patterns and the proposed patterns. See drainage map in the Final Drainage Report.

Take a closer look at conditions downstream of the development and make sure that the newly concentrated surface flows will be handled properly. See new storm sewer and water quality calculations for the new paved area. New inlets are added at the Parker low point piped to the water quality swale discharging to Kinney Creek.

Environmental Comments:

There is mapped occupied habitat for Preble’s meadow jumping mouse within the portion of the CDOT ROW where the Parker Road widening would take place. Has the applicant received clearance or a permit from the USFWS? An environmental study has been performed and we are currently working with USFWS to obtain permits and approvals.

WQ comments attached. See drainage report for grass swale and grass buffer water quality calculations. Of note, there were no separate water quality comments found.

A Phase I Environmental Site Assessment was prepared for the development by Ground Engineering on October 9, 2017. No Recognized Environmental Conditions were reported in this report. Based on this information, no additional investigation is warranted, and no mitigation is recommended. Therefore hazardous materials is given clearance for the subject permit. Comment noted.

Still need response to comments made on 12/11/2017 and 12/18/2017. It appears these comments are reproduced and responses added above.

Traffic Comments:

No further comments.

Resident Engineer Comments:

· For S. Parker Road, provide the below plans/details once available or once design has advanced:
· Typical Section Complete actual cross sections are provided instead of a typical.
· Pavement Pavement areas and material shown. Thicknesses will be added upon completion of a pavement design.
· Removals See plans for pavement removals
· Roadway (widening for accel/decel) Plans and sections included in the plans.
· Intersection Details (at Stroh and planned access) More detailing is added for both areas.
· Signing/Striping Signage and striping is now included in the plan set.
· Detached sidewalk is preferred as this is a 55mph zone. A detached sidewalk is now presented on the plan.
· Curb ramps within CDOT Right-of-way will be required to follow M&S Standards (M-608-1) (Revised on February 23, 2017) Comment noted.
· Add notation describing curb ramp types. Type 4A ramps are called on the plan.
· Sheet C5.11, Curb ramp Type 4A (Directional) shall be used at proposed access point, as there is no planned sidewalk extending to the east into the development. Type 4A ramps are called on the plan.

Permits Comments:

Extremely imperative that sufficient ROW is reserved for SH 83. Corridor Optimization Plan calls for a 175-ft ROW of SH 83 in this segment. Plans provided to not validate that sufficient ROW is provided. Utility easements abutting CDOT ROW are problematic in the event additional ROW must be obtained. Need to see plans for the ultimate roadway profile showing 3 northbound through lanes, plus the right & left turn auxiliary lanes at Stroh. Illustrations in the TIS (figures 5-12) are unclear if all of this fits within the existing ROW. Existing ROW in the area varies but appears to be substantially larger than 175’. ROW measures more than 200’ and expands as one travels south on Parker Road.

The Access Control Plan for SH 83 shows an A-line extending across the front of this property.  The same plan shows the existing driveway serving the former Secord farm "revise if property redevelops or if safety operations issues occur" Regardless of whether the proposed access is in the same location, a new access permit is required including a request to cross the A-line. It would appear by scaling the plan set provided, only 450-ft of spacing is planned from the proposed new access to the intersection at Stroh. I do not support offering an access with egress in the location proposed of SH 83 for the safety & operational reasons outlined below: It is my understanding that the access location has been resolved and right in right out access will be allowed.
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Thank you for your review and comments. Please contact me if additional revisions or clarifications are required.
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Professionally,





Jerry W. Davidson, P.E.
For and on Behalf of
Perception Design Group, Inc.
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