| would like a new and current update to the drainage plan/evaluation. Christine Mohr

I currently live at 7712 Bannockburn Trail Colorado Springs 80908 and have recently learned of the plans to putin a4 lane
divided highway through my backyard. When we purchased this property, there was a rumor of an expansion road going
through the neighborhood and that this road was going to be a 2 lane non divided road if a road was even going to be
constructed. Before purchasing, many calls were made to planning departments in an attempt to get information and never
were any answers or returned calls placed to give us the information needed to finish the purchase of our property, so we
believed in good faith and moved forward with the purchase. Now moving forward two years, information is circulating
about the road and that the county/city is not showing any care for the citizens of this neighborhood because "they all knew
a road was going in before now." This road is going to increase crime, noise, pollution all within our neighborhood. Walls
will need to be built and speed bumps installed to slow the traffic to a safe speed. The side streets of our neighborhood will
be over flooded with the 2500 plus estimated cars per day using this new expansion road. The road will be mere feet from
our driveway and our land will be taken by this project. | am a disabled veteran and have PTSD. Living with this illness
makes life difficult at times, and | get triggered by noise and being around large numbers of people. This too was a reason
we chose this neighborhood. | do not see anything in the plans relating to ADA accommodation for people like me. Michael
Mohr

Add me to the project mailing list.: Unchecked

First, we appreciate and extend our gratitude to you for your service to our community and our country.

Thank you for connecting with El Paso County through our Briargate-Stapleton Project for Mobility website, by using our
interactive map, and/or via email to share your roadway safety concerns and improvement preferences. Your input, which
has been recorded for review, plays a valuable role in shaping the conceptual design of the roadway, designed to improve
access and enhance safety for the entire community and provide long-term benefits for El Paso County.

Your specific concerns are addressed below:

1. Growth/Urbanization of Rural Areas: Large areas of the corridor are shown as areas of new development and
potential areas for annexation to Colorado Springs in the El Paso County comprehensive plan, Your Master Plan.
The County’s comprehensive plan also shows planned land use along the corridor as a suburban residential “place
type” with a pocket of business/commercial along Vollmer Road. The suburban residential place type is described
as “the county’s traditional residential neighborhoods {single-family detached residential with lots sizes smaller
than 2.5 acres per lot, up to 5 units per acre) with supporting uses (commercial at key intersections, single-family
attached, multifamily, and parks/open space). This is consistent existing land use/development.

2. Drainage/Floodplains: Future environmental clearances and preliminary/final design for the project will be
supported by detailed drainage analysis and design. The analysis will identify potential for drainage, flooding and
erosion impacts and will support inclusion of mitigation and design features in final plans to address identified
drainage requirements and avoid potential impacts that you are concerned about.

3.  Wildlife Displacement: Wildlife in a transportation project footprint is protected by Colorado law under Senate Bill
40. Under SB 40 roadway impacts to three key classifications of fish and wildlife and their habitats must be
assessed and, if impacts are identified, they must be mitigated. An SB40 assessment will be conducted to support
environmental clearances and preliminary and final design for the project. If potential impacts are identified,
sensitive species will be protected. Large game and wildlife crossings and, riparian and aquatic species will be
assessed. Identified mitigation will be included in the preliminary and final design of the project.

4. Congestion/Travel Times: Your travel time to work should not be longer with the project, rather it should be
shorter. This is because you will have a more direct route west and because having an alternative and/or more
direct route to work and City services. Out-of-direction travel that may currently travel through your neighborhood
(to get to Woodman Road, Research Parkway or Briargate Parkway) would also be reduced by the project.

5. Noise: A noise study will be conducted to support environmental clearances and preliminary and final design for
the project. The noise study will include measurement of existing noise levels as a basis for forecasting future noise
levels with and without the project. The study will determine whether noise sensitive receivers (residences,
outdoor active use areas, etc.) will be impacted by noise because of the proposed project. Impacts are defined as
noise levels with the project that approach or exceed 65 dBA at noise sensitive receivers OR noise levels with the
project that are 10 dBA or more greater than existing noise levels, This is true whether noise levels with the project
approach or exceed 65 dBA or not, answering your question about whether existing noise levels are considered. In
the event that the noise study identified noise impacts are identified, noise wall or other mitigation are evaluated
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to determine whether they would provide reasonable (cost versus receivers impacted, e.g. $1 M to build a noise
wall to protect a single residence would not be considered to be reasonable), feasible (e.g., noise wall mitigation is
not feasible if many openings in the noise wall [through which noise could travel] are required to provide frequent
access to properties OR if noise sensitive receivers are located high above the roadway so that an excessively tall
wall would be required), and effective (a noise wall that will achieve a noise reduction of 5 dBA or more is
considered to be effective).

6. Lighting: The El Pasu Counly design criterla limlt full access to a Major Arterial to half-mile spacing, thus there are a
minimum number of signals that wilt be required throughout the corridor. Additionally, traffic signals can be
installed only when warrants for a signal are met which are primarily volume based, and signalized intersections
and roundabouts are two options to handle higher traffic volumes (when signal warrants are met). Any other
lighting would be very limited and would be implemented, as you note for safety reasons only. Signals do offer
some safety benefits for pedestrians over roundabouts that are afforded by pedestrian crossing signal phases for
which conflicting vehicle movements are stopped. While vehicles slow when approaching a roundabout,
roundabouts are predominately free flow, allowing them to process high intersection volumes, and there is
potential for vehicles to fail to yield to pedestrians particularly in low-light conditions. This means that
roundabouts would need to be lighted even if not signalized.

7. Speeds: The conceptual roadway design incorporates design features including curb and cutter, medians, and lane
geometry consistent with a 45-mph design speed. Typically, this type of design context is matched to the “design
speed” and discourages speeding. As you note, roundabouts are not truly “traffic calming” configurations; rather
they are high-capacity intersections that can be used in lieu of a signalized intersection. It may be that a signalized
intersection is safer for pedestrians and may “calm” traffic more because a certain percentage of the traffic flow
(that hits the signal on red) must come to a full stop at the intersection and otherwise may slow on approach to be
able to stop.

8. Air Pollution/GHG Emissions: All projects are evaluated for air quality impacts at the environmental
clearances/preliminary design stage. At a regional level, air quality planning is ongoing in the Pikes Peak Region.
The Region attained standards for criteria pollutants several years ago to move form Non-Attainment to
Maintenance status. Ongoing sampling tracks potential for violation of the ozone standard. The Colorado GHG
Policy has added new requirements to develop plans of specific projects to achieve region-specific GHG reduction
targets. The PPACG is embarking on this with their 2050 Regional Transportation Plan. When this project is funded,
it will be included in the required GHG modeling.

9. Annexation to Colorado Springs: There is currently significant development activity in this rapidly developing area
of the City and the County. While most of the project area is currently within the jurisdiction of the County, at the
time the study began, it was expected that with development, areas within the corridor that are contiguous with
the City would be annexed into the City as development progressed. This area was included in the City’s
annexation planning, however, the City has paused annexations, including this area in northeastern El Paso
County, for the foreseeable future.

10. Transparency/Communications: We regret that you have not been able to access information about the study. We
hope that the following information will be helpful to you:

Planning for the Briargate Parkway connection to Stapleton Road began many years ago, and consistent with that
planning, a 120" wide right-of-way reservation, with 30-foot utility corridors on both sides is included in the
subdivision filing for the Highland Park development. This study was undertaken in 2020 to preserve right-of-way
for the corridor and establish a plan to manage access to the future roadway consistent with its planned major
arterial function. At the outset of the project the County added this project on its “projects” webpage, together
with a link to a project-specific website that was deployed in the spring of 2020. The website provides extensive,
detailed information about the project, including how it will fit into a timeline for the planned future extension of
Briargate Parkway. The project website includes both a comment form and interactive comment map, and
comment map responses have been posted on the website. The County held an Online Open House — still
accessible on the website - and a 30-day public comment period on the study in the Spring and Fall of 2022,
respectively.

As requested, you have been added to the project mailing list.

Since the 30-day public comment period closed in September 2022, the project encountered some delay, but is now ready
to progress in earnest. It is anticipated that both the Corridor Preservation Plan and the Access Control Plan will be
presented to the Planning Commission and the Board of County Commissioners in mid to late summer for review and
adoption, respectively. Presentation to the Planning Commission will occur at two regular meetings, the first as a public
hearing. The County will advertise the specific dates of these meetings and meeting notices will also be posted on the
project website.



Stay up to date by accessing our comprehensive website: https://www.briargate-stapleton.com/.

We appreciate your continued participation!

Maureen Paz de Araujo, FAICP CTP CEP
Senior Transportation Planner



82

From: Pam McManus <reply-to+66ae63543738@crm.wix.com>
Sent: Friday, September 16, 2022, 12:32 PM

To: Paz de Araujo, Maureen <Maureen.PazdeAraujo@wilsonco.com>;
briargatestapleton@gmail.com

Subject: [briargate-stapleton] Contacts Form - hew submission

Pam McManus just submitted your form: Contacts Form
on briargate-stapleton

Message Details:
Name: Pam McManus

Email: pamelaj.mcmanus@gmail.com

Subject: Wilson & Company Briargate plan

Message: | understood there would eventually be a road to extend Briargate, however, it was never presented as major
thoroughfare through a neighborhood. The land that would have to take from the residence is beyond reasonable and the
demand is not suggest a need for a major thoroughfare if other roads are used appropriately. Will there be a public hearing?
Add me to the project mailing list.: Checked

Dear Pam McManus:

Thank you for connecting with El Paso County through our Briargate-Stapleton Project for Mohility website, by using our
interactive map, and/or via email to share your roadway safety concerns and improvement preferences, including your
concerns related to the Briargate-Stapleton extension through neighborhoods, the unreasonable amount of land taken
from residents, whether travel demands warrants the need for the project, and whether there will be a public hearing. Your
input, which has been recorded for review, plays a valuable role in shaping the conceptual design of the roadway, designed
to improve access and enhance safety for the entire community and provide long-term benefits for El Paso County.

Your specific concerns are addressed below:

1. The Briargate-Stapleton extension through neighborhoods was never presented as a major thoroughfare:

The extension and connection of Briargate and Stapleton as a principal arterial has been a part of local and regional
plans for many years. To determine a recommended alignment and provide a framework for corridor preservation and
access management, research was conducted on plats that had been approved and development plans that had been
submitted to either El Paso County or the City of Colorado Springs. Two alternative alignments were developed and
screened. Both alternatives begin on the west at Black Forest Road and follow the same alignment to Vollmer Road and
neither alignment goes through existing or planned neighborhoods. At Vollmer Road, the northern alternative connects
existing roadway segments and follows a direct route between Volimer Road and Meridian Road. The southern
alternative follows the northern alignment and continues to an alignment approximate The southern alternative was
selected as the preferred alignment due to right-of-way constraints (a commitment not to “take” private property) and
its conformance with the submitted plats.

2. The amount of land taken from residents is unreasonable: Existing platting, as well as right-of-way reservations and
utility easements were considered in laying out the proposed roadway alignment and typica section. As a result, the
need to acquire right-of-way was avoided or minimized. If additional right-of-way is required, property acquisition will
comply with federal and state requirements, including the Uniform Relocation assistance and real Property Acquisitions
Policy Act of 1970 (Uniform Act). The Unifarm Act is a federal law that was enacted to assure fair and equitable
treatment of property owners and persons displaced by project that utilize federal funds for any part of the project

3. Travel demand does not show a need for a major thoroughfare if other roads are used appropriately: The available
alternative route, Woodmen Road, is heavily congested in the peak periods, congestion that has increased with
buildout of approved development in northeast E| Paso County.

4. Will there be a public hearing? Yes, Planning Commission review will take place in two sessions: the first will be
conducted in public hearing format. After Planning Commission review, the Corridor Preservation Plan and Access
Control Plan will be forwarded to the Board of County Commissioners for adoption.
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As requested, you have been added to the project mailing list.

Since the 30-day public comment period closed in September 2022, the project encountered some delay, but is now ready
to progress in earnest. It is anticipated that both the Corridor Preservation Plan and the Access Control Plan will be
presented to the Planning Commission and the Board of County Commissioners in mid to late summer for review and
adoption, respectively. Presentation to the Planning Commission will occur at two regular meetings, the first as a public
hearing. The County will advertise the specific dates of these meetings and meeting notices will also be posted on the
project website.

Stay up to date by accessing our comprehensive website: https://www.briargate-stapleton.com/.
We appreciate your continued participation!

Maureen Paz de Araujo, FAICP CTP CEP
Senior Transportation Planner



From: Silas Shaw <reply-to+fce282e7b3be@crm.wix.com>

Sent: Friday, September 16, 2022, 4:04 PM

To: Paz de Araujo, Maureen <Maureen.PazdeAraujo@wilsonco.com>;
briargatestapleton@gmail.com

Subject: [briargate-stapleton] Contacts Form - new submission

Silas Shaw just submitted your form: Contacts Form
on briargate-stapleton

Message Details:
Name: Silas Shaw

Email: silasshaw4@egmail.com

Subject: Briargate widening

Message: I'm totally opposed to it. This once quiet area next to Black Forrest is being maxed out by Wolf Ranch and building
projects. Take Research Blvd. north if you must. Don’t ruin every neighbourhood in town. I've never once seen a patrol
officer in my HOA. More traffic means more crime and noise. | really hate this idea.

Add me to the project mailing list.: Checked

Der Silas Shaw:
Thank you for connecting with El Paso County through our Briargate-Stapleton Project for Mobility website, by using our
interactive map, and/or via email to share your roadway safety concerns and improvement preferences, including your
strong opposition to the project due to increased traffic and noise and the potential for crime. Your input, which has been

recorded for review, plays a valuable role in shaping the conceptual design of the roadway, designed to improve access and
enhance safety for the entire community and provide long-term benefits for El Paso County.

The Briargate Parkway-Stapleton Road (in some locations referred to as Stapleton Drive) corridor is an integral part of a
larger transportation corridor system providing connectivity with [-25 to the north and south of the greater Colorado
Springs area. Stapleton Road continues easterly from this project area to connect with US 24 and with Judge Orr Road and
Curtis Road to the east of the City. Curtis Road provides connection to Bradley Road and ultimately to 1-25 south of
Colorado Springs.

The corridor study section under consideration as part of this project is mostly undeveloped at this time with some portions
containing existing roadways of various types and phases of construction associated with adjacent developments that have
occurred over time. The project area begins at Black Forest Road, which is the eastern boundary of the Wolf Ranch
subdivision currently under development and is also currently the eastern boundary of the City of Colorado Springs. The
terminus of the project area is along the Stapleton Road right-of-way at Meridian Road. Planning for this segment of the
corridor began many years ago, and consistent with that planning, a 120’ wide right-of-way reservation, with 30-foot utility
corridors on both sides is included in the subdivision filing for the Highland Park development. This study was undertaken in
2020 to preserve right-of-way for the corridor and establish a plan to manage access to the future roadway consistent with
its planned major arterial function. '

The future corridor is needed to serve travel demand in the highest growth county in the state. To support future
environmental clearance and preliminary and final design, detailed assessment of impacts to environmental impacts
(including noise, air quality, wildlife, drainage/floodplains, etc.)

As requested, you have been added to the project mailing list.

Since the 30-day public comment period closed in September 2022, the project encountered some delay, but is now ready
to progress in earnest. It is anticipated that both the Corridor Preservation Plan and the Access Control Plan will be
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presented to the Planning Commission and the Board of County Commissioners in mid to late summer for review and
adoption, respectively. Presentation to the Planning Commission will occur at two regular meetings, the first as a public
hearing. The County will advertise the specific dates of these meetings and meeting notices will also be posted on the
project website.

Stay up to date by accessing our comprehensive website: https://www.briargate-stapleton.com/.

We appreciate your continued participation!

Maureen Paz de Araujo, FAICP CTP CEP
Senior Transportation Planner
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From: Jody Papa <reply-to+bbd5065a6620@crm.wix.com>

Sent: Friday, September 16, 2022, 1:29 PM

To: Paz de Araujo, Maureen <Maureen.PazdeAraujo@wilsonco.com>;
briargatestapleton@gmail.com

Subject: [briargate-stapleton] Contacts Form - new submission

Jody Papa just submitted your form: Contacts Form
on briargate-stapleton

Message Details:
Name: Jody Papa

Email: jodypapa@gmail.com
Subject: Concern for Highland Park Neighborhood

Message: | have concern that my street will become a major street to cut through the neighborhood. We moved here to get
away from heavy traffic that was behind our previous home. I have already seen some cars cut through to get from Vollmer
to Black Forest Rd. We are already disappointed that there are going to be homes built on small lots right up to our
development that are 2.5 acre lots. Is it possible for our community of Highland Park to become a gated community.

Add me to the project mailing list.: Checked

Dear lody Papa:

Thank you for connecting with El Paso County through our Briargate-Stapleton Project for Mobility website, by using our
interactive map, and/or via email to share your roadway safety concerns and improvement preferences, particularly your
concerns related to increased traffic and whether Highland Park could become a gated community. Your input, which has
been recorded for review, plays a valuable roie in shaping the conceptual design of the roadway, designed to improve
access and enhance safety for the entire community and provide long-term benefits for E| Paso County.

The Briargate-Stapleton corridor is necessary to handle the increased traffic due to growth in the project area and to
provide safe access and emergency routes for both current and planned neighborhoods. Briargate Parkway-Stapleton
Road (classified as a Principal Arterial) has been included in the El Paso County Major Fransportation Corridors Plan
and the Pikes Peak Area Council of Governments Regional Transportation Plan for decades now. These planned
improvements will help with the congestion of new developments in the area and will serve the regional travel
demand.

Your Homeowners Association ((HOA) would be the best contact for exploring the potential to become a gated
community. One potential obstacle could be the maintenance/ownership status of local streets within the
development — the HOA could not unilaterally close public streets.

Zoning is outside the scope of this study. The current zoning in the area stems from actions taken from 2016 through 2021.
There have been no new updates to permitted land uses within the Vollmer Road area since that time. The current uses
and development are within the adopted zoning regulation for El Paso County in the project area. There are several zoning
classifications in the project area that include residential and commercial uses. The conceptual design and access control for
the roadway cortidor is consistent with currently adopted zoning. Please contact El Paso County Planner of the Day at 719-
520-6944 for more information about study area zoning and permitted land uses, The conceptual design follows the
currently adopted zoning regulations. Please contact El Paso County with specific questions at the Planner of the Day at
718-520-6944 for more information about study area zoning and permitted land uses.
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As requested, you have been added to the project mailing list.

Since the 30-day public comment period closed in September 2022, the project was paused, restarting in May 2023. Itis
anticipated that both the Corridor Preservation Plan and the Access Control Plan will be presented to the Planning
Commission and the Board of County Commissioners in mid to late summer for review and adoption, respectively.
Presentation to the Planning Commission will occur at two regular meetings, the first as a public hearing. The County will
advertise the specific dates of these meetings and meeting notices will also be posted on the project website.

Stay up to date by accessing our comprehensive website: https://www.briargate-stapleton.com/.

We appreciate your continued participation!

Maureen Paz de Araujo, FAICP CTP CEP
Senior Transportation Planner
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From: Thomas Bartlett <reply-to+abb71273ff71@crm.wix.com>

Sent: Friday, September 16, 2022, 9:13 PM

To: Paz de Araujo, Maureen <Maureen.PazdeAraujo@wilsonco.com>;
briargatestapleton@gmail.com

Subject: [briargate-stapleton] Contacts Form - new submission

Thomas Bartlett just submitted your form: Contacts Form
on briargate-stapleton

Message Details:
Name: Thomas Bartlett

Email: checkup touchOi@icloud.com

Subject: Briargate-Stapleton alignment

Message: Keep me posted on this as it affects my neighborhood

Add me to the project mailing list.: Checked

ear Thomas Bartlett:

Thank you for connecting with us through our Briargate-Stapleton Project for Mobility website, by using our interactive
map, and/or via email. As requested, you have been added to the project mailing list.

Since the 30-day public comment period closed in September 2022, the project encountered some delay, but is now ready
to progress in earnest. it is anticipated that both the Corridor Preservation Plan and the Access Control Plan will be
presented to the Planning Commission and the Board of County Commissioners in mid to late summer for review and
adopticn, respectively. Presentation to the Planning Commission will occur at two regular meetings, the first as a public
hearing. The County will advertise the specific dates of these meetings and meeting notices will also be posted on the
project website.

Stay up to date by accessing our comprehensive website: https://www.briargate-stapleton.com/.
We appreciate your continued participation!

Maureen Paz de Araujo, FAICP CTP CEP
Senior Transportation Planner
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From: Mark VanHanehan <reply-to+37f76a2251b2@crm.wix.com>
Sent: Friday, September 16, 2022, 9:37 PM

To: Paz de Araujo, Maureen <Maureen.PazdeAraujo@wilsonco.com>;
briargatestapleton@gmail.com

Subject: [briargate-stapleton] Contacts Form - new submission

Mark VanHanehan just submitted your form: Contacts Form
on briargate-stapleton

Message Details:
Name: Mark VanHanehan

Email: mvanhanehan@hotmail.com

Subject: This plan does not consider the Highland Park community Message: As a property owner of a corner lot directly
adjacent to this proposed Briargate-Stapleton project at Lochwinnoch and Briargate, all I can do is vehemently echo all my
fellow homeowners’ concerns, their extremely appropriate comments, and proposed remediations. As a disabled veteran, |
spent most of my adult life serving this country. All we wanted was to finally put down roots where there is some peace and
quiet. We bought and are building in Highland Park to avoid the sprawl, people, and traffic that now appears throughout
Colorado Springs. The rural feeing is why we bought in Highland Park; the noise, the light pollution caused by the stop-and-
go traffic, and the obviously excessive speed limit {which we all know will not be observed) will destroy this quiet, dark-sky
covenanted community. This study’s plans do not adequately address any of those issues (Highland Park’s neighborhood
covenant) or the associated environmental impacts, safety concerns and traffic pressure on Lochwinnoch, Poco, or
Forrestgate. It appears from this proposal that there will be no impacts. And not just post- completion, but no impacts from
the entire process, from implementation, to construction through completion and beyond. This does not seem to consider
the Highland Park community at all; this plan is proposing major construction in an existing, established, mature
community. The bottom line is this will negatively impact so much mare than any proposed benefits it supposedly will
accomplish. Looking at this plan objectively, an appropriate comparison to the Briargate- Stapleton stretch of proposed
road from Black Forest Rd to Vollmer through Highland Park is Research Parkway from Powers Blvd to Black Forest Road.
That stretch of road is: four lanes; larger in width with large setbacks from the properties that border it; has a speed limit of
35 mph (which people do not observe); has traffic circles; and appears to have been properly planned/integrated into the
surrounding development/community. | confidently state that very few observe these speed limits as | currently live in the
Forest Meadows subdivision and travel the road every day. As proposed, the B-S stretch of road through Highland Park does
not in any way resemble the stretch of Research Pwy. This plan tries to place a ‘solution’ on top of an existing, established
community with little integration to the existing community or regard for those that live there and will have to live with the
consequences of this plan. Extending the ROW 48 feet as this study proposes, involves “Eminent Domain takings” from all
affected owners in this proposed corridor. This is fundamentally wrong as there are other alternatives to this plan pointed
out by others’ comments (not completing this is a viable alternative), and the Highland Park Subdivision was formed and
built based on the planning and platting outlined by the local government. Others have pointed out, this isn’t vacant land;
owners have matured property (trees, etc.), there's existing infrastructure, and there is wildlife that lives here and roams
freely.

Additionally, there is no need for sidewalks or bike lanes along the proposed road; there are already trails located
throughout Highland Park that support foot and bike traffic which also reflect the residential (non-commercial) nature of
this community. Introducing sidewalks/bike lanes along a stretch of road with a speed limit of 45mph, no traffic circles, and
the amount of traffic that this study anticipates is inherently dangerous. As Cathy Lane stated, “with proper mitigation of
safety, noise, light, air and water pollution problems created by principal arterial roadways,” the current 120' ROW is
acceptable. However, this plan, as presented, is not acceptable. Also unacceptable is finding out about this plan in this
manner- only through the due diligence of a concerned HOA member. It's as if the local government is trying to sneak
something past those that this plan affects the most- the property owners of the community directly impacted by it. As the
government moves forward, | request (and sincerely hope) that they communicate with the Highland Park community
directly and transparently, informing us of updates, timelines, public meetings, pretty much anything associated with this
project. This is not too much to ask of our public servants considering the extreme impacts and the number of people
affected by this project in Highland Park.
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Add me to the project mailing list.: Checked

Dear Mark VanHanehan:

First, we appreciate and extend our gratitude to you for your service to our country,

Thank you for connecting with El Paso County through our Briargate-Stapleton Project for Mobility website, by using our
interactive map, and/or via email to share your roadway safety concerns and improvement preferences. Your input, which
has been recorded for review, plays a valuable role in shaping the conceptual design of the roadway, designed to improve
access and enhance safety for the entire community and provide long-term benefits for El Paso County.

Your specific concerns are addressed below:

1.

Right-of-way: The subdivision filing documents for Highland Park and Eagle Rising show a 120" wide right-of-way
(ROW) for Briargate Parkway and two thirty-foot-wide public utility easements located adjacent to the platted
ROW on the north and the south for a total of 180'. This total width is twelve feet more than the 168’ total width
shown in the report exhibits. Although the exhibits are labeled as ROW, the full width shown in the illustrative
typical sections includes both roadway infrastructure and public utility easements. All typical section exhibits are
conceptual and illustrate a progression of the roadway from a rural setting to a potential future urban setting. The
illustrative ultimate (future) typical section includes urban drainage infrastructure (curb & gutter to replace the
drainage swales), four 11-foot-wide trave! lanes, two 6-foot-wide shoulders (a carryover from El Paso County
standards), a six-foot-wide detached sidewalk that is separated from the travel lanes by a seven-foot-wide buffer,
a 12-foot-wide bike trail (to be located in the utility corridor on one side), and two 25-foot-wide utility corridors.
The back-of-curb to back-of-curb roadway width in the illustrative ultimate typical section is 92. The detached
sidewalk and seven-foot-wide buffer bring the total typical section width to 105’. Were a detached sidewalk added
to the other side of the roadway as an alternative to a bike trail, the roadway section width would increase to 118’
Were the trail relocated, adjacent to the travel lanes in lieu of a second detached sidewalk, the roadway section
would increase to 124, four feet wider than the platted ROW as documented in the subdivision filing — no taking
of private property is required/proposed.

Speeds: Per the El Paso County Engineering Design Criteria, a major arterial class roadway is designed to operate
safely with an 85" percentile operating speed of 45 mph. The conceptual roadway design will incorporate design
features including curb and cutter, medians, and lane geometry consistent with a 45-mph design speed. Typically,
this type of design context is matched to the “design speed” and discourages speeding. This is supported by data
from local speed studies for existing roadways of similar configuration.

Lights: The El Paso County design criteria limit full access to a Major Arterial to half-mile spacing, thus there are a
minimum number of signals that will be required throughout the corridor. Additionally, traffic signals can be
installed only when warrants for a signal are met which are primarily volume based, and signalized intersections
and roundabouts are two options to handle higher traffic volumes (when signal warrants are met). Any other
lighting would be very limited and would be implemented, as you note for safety reasons only. Signals do offer
some safety benefits for pedestrians over roundabouts that are afforded by pedestrian crossing signal phases for
which conflicting vehicle movements are stopped. While vehicles slow when approaching a roundabout,
roundabouts are predominately free flow, allowing therm to process high intersection volumes, and there is
potential for vehicles to fail to yield to pedestrians particularly in low-light conditions. This means that
roundabouts would need to be lighted even if not signalized.

Noise: A noise study will be required to support environmental clearances and preliminary and final design for the
project. The noise study will include measurement of existing noise levels as a basis for forecasting future noise
levels with and without the project. The study will determine whether noise sensitive receivers (residences,
outdoor active use areas, etc.) will be impacted by noise because of the proposed project. Impacts are defined as
noise levels with the project that approach or exceed 65 dBA at noise sensitive receivers OR noise levels with the
project that are 10 dBA or more greater than existing noise levels. This is true whether noise levels with the project
approach or exceed 65 dBA or not, answering your question about whether existing noise levels are considered. In
the event that the noise study identified noise impacts are identified, noise wall or other mitigation are evaluated
to determine whether they would provide reasonable (cost versus receivers impacted, e.g., $1 M to build a noise
wall to protect a single residence would not be considered to be reasonable), feasible (e.g., noise wall mitigation is
not feasible if many openings in the noise wall (through which noise could travel) are required to provide frequent
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access to properties OR if noise sensitive receivers are located high above the roadway so that an excessively tall
wall would be required), and effective (a noise wall that will achieve a noise reduction of 5 dBA or more is
considered to be effective).

5. Transparency/Communications: We regret that you have not been able to access information about the study. We
hope that the following information will be helpful to you:
Planning for the Briargate Parkway connection to Stapleton Road began many years ago, and consistent with that
planning, a 120’ wide right-of-way reservation, with 30-foot utility corridors on both sides is included in the
subdivision filing for the Highland Park development. This study was undertaken in 2020 to preserve right-of-way
for the corridor and establish a plan to manage access to the future roadway consistent with its planned major
arterial function. At the outset of the project the County added this project on its “projects” webpage, together
with a link to a project-specific website that was deployed in the spring of 2020. The website provides extensive,
detailed information about the project, including how it will fit into a timeline for the planned future extension of
Briargate Parkway. The project website includes both a comment form and interactive comment map, and
comment map responses have been posted on the website. The Home Page also have Project News, including
notices of meetings, comment periods, etc. The County held an Online Open House — still accessible on the website
- and a 30-day public comment period on the study in the Spring and Fall of 2022, respectively.

As requested, you have been added to the project mailing list.

Since the 30-day public comment period closed in September 2022, the project encountered some delay, but is now ready
to progress in earnest. It is anticipated that both the Corridor Preservation Plan and the Access Control Plan will be
presented to the Planning Commission and the Board of County Commissioners in mid to late summer for review and
adoption, respectively. Presentation to the Planning Commission will oceur at two regular meetings, the first as a public
hearing. The County will advertise the specific dates of these meetings and meeting notices will also be posted on the
project website.

Stay up to date by accessing our comprehensive website: https://www.briargate-stapleton.com/.

We appreciate your continued participation!

Maureen Paz de Araujo, FAICP CTP CEP
Senior Transportation Planner
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From: Gary Schinderle <reply-to+5df5bc94999c@crm.wix.com>
Sent: Saturday, September 17, 2022, 12:12 PM

To: Paz de Araujo, Maureen <Maureen.PazdeAraujo@wilsonco.com>;
briargatestapleton@gmail.com

Subject: [briargate-stapleton] Contacts Form - new submission

Gary Schinderle just submitted your form: Contacts Form
on briargate-stapleton

Message Details:
Name: Gary Schinderle

Email: gsschinderle@gmail.com

Subject: Briargate/Stapleton project

Message: Please send me all project plans and details

Add me to the project mailing list.: Checked

Dear Gary Schinderle:

Thank you for connecting with El Paso County through our Briargate-Stapleton Project for Mobility website, by using our
interactive map, and/or via email to share your roadway safety concerns and improvement preferences. Your input, which
has been recorded for review, plays a valuable role in shaping the conceptual design of the roadway, designed to improve
access and enhance safety for the entire community and provide long-term benefits for El Paso County.

Please access our comprehensive website at: https://www.briargate-stapleton.com/. There you will find links to all project
and project-related documents in the following categories:

®  Related Planning Studies: Click “Learn More" to access the studies.
e Briargate Stapleton Project Documents: Click “Learn More” to access the project documents.
e  Study Area Development Plans: Click “Learn More” to access the development plans.

Please note that the roadway design will not be finalized until all public and stakeholder input has been considered, <<OK?>
As requested, you have been added to the project mailing list,

Since the 30-day public comment period closed in September 2022, the project encountered some delay, but is now ready
to progress in earnest. It is anticipated that both the Corridor Preservation Plan and the Access Control Plan will be
presented to the Planning Commission and the Board of County Commissioners in mid to late summer for review and
adoption, respectively, Presentation to the Planning Commission will occur at two regular meetings, the first as a public
hearing. The County will advertise the specific dates of these meetings and meeting notices will also be posted on the
project website,

Stay up to date by accessing our comprehensive website: https://www.briargate-stapleton.com/.

We appreciate your continued participation!

Maureen Paz de Araujo, FAICP CTP CEP
Senior Transportation Planner
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From: Herb Marchman <reply-to+45d1f4d77c99@crm.wix.com>
Sent: Tuesday, September 20, 2022, 12:42 PM

To: Paz de Araujo, Maureen <Maureen.PazdeAraujo@wilsonco.com>;
briargatestapleton@gmail.com

Subject: [briargate-stapleton] Contacts Form - new submission

Herb Marchman just submitted your form: Contacts Form
on briargate-stapleton

Message Details:
Name: Herb Marchman

Email: hmarchman@gmail.com
Subject: Briargate/Stapleton project

Message: - Add me to the project mailing list.: Checked

Dear Herb Marchman:

Thank you for connecting with us through our Briargate-Stapleton Project for Mobility website, by using our interactive
map, and/or via email. As requested, you have been added to the project mailing list.

Since the 30-day public comment period closed in September 2022, the project encountered some delay, but is now ready
to progress in earnest. It is anticipated that both the Corridor Preservation Plan and the Access Control Plan will be
presented to the Planning Commission and the Board of County Commissioners in mid to late summer for review and
adoption, respectively. Presentation to the Planning Commission will occur at two regular meetings, the first as a public
hearing. The County will advertise the specific dates of these meetings and meeting notices will also be posted on the
project website.

Stay up to date by accessing our comprehensive website: https://www.briargate-stapleton.com/.

We appreciate your continued participation!

Maureen Paz de Araujo, FAICP CTP CEP
Senior Transportation Planner
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From: Ruby Elizabeth Ramirez <reply-to+01bbd945da65@crm.wix.com>
Sent: Sunday, September 25, 2022, 7:06 PM

To: Paz de Araujo, Maureen <Maureen.PazdeAraujo@wilsonco.com>;
briargatestapleton@gmail.com

Subject: [briargate-stapleton] Contacts Form - new submission

Ruby Elizabeth Ramirez just submitted your form: Contacts Form
on briargate-stapleton

Message Details:
Name: Ruby Elizabeth Ramirez

Email: rubylizz1219@gmail.com
Subject: - Briargate/Stapleton projecl

Message: - Add me to the project mailing list.: Checked

Dear Ruby Elizabeth Ramirez:

Thank you for connecting with us through our Briargate-Stapleton Project for Mobility website, by using our interactive
map, and/or via email. As requested, you have been added to the project mailing list.

Since the 30-day public comment perjod closed in September 2022, the project encountered some delay, but is now ready
to progress in earnest. It is anticipated that both the Corridor Preservation Plan and the Access Control Plan will be
presented to the Planning Commission and the Board of County Commissioners in mid to late summer for review and
adoption, respectively. Presentation to the Planning Commission will occur at two regular meetings, the first as a public
hearing. The County will advertise the specific dates of these meetings and meeting notices will also be posted on the

project wehsite,

Stay up to date by accessing our comprehensive website: https://www.briargate-stapleton.com/.

We appreciate your continued participation!

Maureen Paz de Araujo, FAICP CTP CEP
Senior Transportation Planner
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I 5OLICITATION FOR WEBSITE SERVICES

From: James Young <reply-to+4b16700f781b@crm.wix.com>
Sent: Thursday, September 26, 2022, 3:13 AM
To: Paz de Araujo, Maureen <Maureen.PazdeAraujo@wilsonco.com>;

briargatestapleton@gmail.com
Subject: [briargate-stapleton] Contacts Form - new submission

James Young just submitted your form: Contacts Form
on briargate-stapleton

Message Details:
Name: James Young

Email: info@briargate-stapleton.com

Subject: Wix
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From: Michael Breed <reply-to+f3172b6c1fef@crm.wix.com>

Sent: Sunday, October 16, 2022, 8:17 PM

To: Paz de Araujo, Maureen <Maureen.PazdeAraujo@wilsonco.com>;
briargatestapleton@gmail.com

Subject: [briargate-stapleton] Contacts Form - new submission

Michael Breed just submitted your form: Contacts Form
on briargate-stapleton

Message Details:
Name: Michael Breed

Email: breed.michael@gmail.com
Subject: Project Info

Message: Please add me to your list.: Checked

Dear Michael Breed:

Thank you for connecting with us through our Briargate-Stapleton Project for Mobility website, by using our interactive
map, and/or via email. As requested, you have been added to the project mailing list.

Since the 30-day public comment period closed in September 2022, the project encountered some delay, but is now ready
to progress in earnest. It is anticipated that both the Corridor Preservation Plan and the Access Control Plan will be
presented to the Planning Commission and the Board of County Commissioners in mid to late summer for review and
adoption, respectively. Presentation to the Planning Commission will occur at two regular meetings, the first as a public
hearing. The County will advertise the specific dates of these meetings and meeting notices will also be posted on the
project website.

Stay up to date by accessing our comprehensive website: https://www.briargate-stapleton.com/.

We appreciate your continued participation!

Maureen Paz de Araujo, FAICP CTP CEP
Senior Transportation Planner




From: Kevin Szarka <reply-to+b82c03101940@crm.wix.com>

Sent: Monday, September 25, 2022, 4:15 PM

To: Paz de Araujo, Maureen <Maureen.PazdeAraujo@wilsonco.com>;
briargatestapleton@gmail.com

Subject: [briargate-stapleton] Contacts Form - new submission

Kevin Szarka just submitted your form: Contacts Form
on briargate-stapleton

Message Details:
Name: Kevin Szarka

Email: kpszarka@gmail.com
Subject: ETA of Briargate / BF Rd Connection

Message: Hello, | was just curious as to what the ETA date is of the Briargate extending (and connecting) to Black Forest
Road? Thanks, Kevin

Add me to the project mailing list.: Checked

Dear Kevin Szarka:

Thank you for connecting with us through our Briargate-Stapleton Project for Mability website, by using our interactive
map, and/or via email. As requested, you have been added to the project mailing list.

The timeline for construction has not yet been identified. At this point only the study has been funded. The study will set
the alignment, typical roadway section, and access control plan for the corridor that will be used for right-of-way
preservation through the County’s development review process.

Since the 30-day public comment period closed in September 2022, the project encountered some delay, but is now ready
to progress in earnest. It is anticipated that both the Corridor Preservation Plan and the Access Control Plan will be
presented to the Planning Commission and the Board of County Commissioners in mid to late summer for review and
adoption, respectively. Presentation to the Planning Commission will occur at two regular meetings, the first as a public
hearing. The County will advertise the specific dates of these meetings and meeting notices will also be posted on the
project website.

Stay up to date by accessing our comprehensive website: https://www.briargate-stapleton.com/.

We appreciate your continued participation!

Maureen Paz de Araujo, FAICP CTP CEP
Senior Transportation Planner
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From: Brooke <reply-to+94af943cdd45@crm.wix.com>

Sent: Tuesday, June 14, 2022, 6:20 PM

To: Paz de Araujo, Maureen A. <Maureen.PazdeAraujo@wilsonco.com>;
briargatestapleton@gmail rom

Subject: [briargate-stapleton] Contacts Form - new submission

Brooke just submitted your form: Contacts Form
on briargate-stapleton

Message Details:
Name: Brooke

Email: bdgever@vyahoo.com
Subject: -

Message: -

Add me to the project mailing list.: Checked

Dear Brooke:

Thank you for connecting with us through our Briargate-Stapleton Project for Mobility website, by using our interactive
map, and/or via email. As requested, you have been added to the project mailing list.

Since the 30-day public comment period closed in September 2022, the project encountered some delay, but is now ready
to progress in earnest. It is anticipated that both the Corridor Preservation Plan and the Access Control Plan will be
presented to the Planning Commission and the Board of County Commissioners in mid to late summer for review and
adoption;, respsctively. Presentation to the Planning Commission will occtir ot two regular meetings, the first asa public
hearing. The County will advertise the specific dates of these meetings and meeting notices will also be posted on the
project website.

Stay up to date by accessing our comprehensive website: https://www.briargate-stapleton.com/,

We appreciate your continued participation!

Maureen Paz de Araujo, FAICP CTP CEP
Senior Transportation Planner
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From: Brittney Allen <reply-to+ab4759f0f363@crm.wix.com>

Sent: Saturday, April 9, 2022, 11:56 AM

To: Paz de Araujo, Maureen A. <Maureen.PazdeAraujoc@wilsonco.com>;
briargatestapleton@gmail.com

Subject: [briargate-stapleton] Contacts Form - new submission

Brittney Allen just submitted your form: Contacts Form
on briargate-stapleton

Message Details:
Name: Brittney Allen

Email: bs.allen@live.com
Subject: Interested in more information

Message: | would just like to be kept in the loop for future information coming out on this project. What is currently
proposed? It does not look like | can see the “project overview” section of this website. Thank you!

Add me to the project mailing list.: Checked

=y

oo it
Dear Brittney Allen:

Thank you for connecting with EI Paso County through our Briargate-Stapleton Project for Mobility website, by using our
interactive map, and/or via email to share your roadway safety concerns and improvement preferences. We are sorry to
hear you had issues accessing the Project Overview.

Please access our comprehensive website at: https://www briargate-stapleton.com/. On the homepage, scroll down below
the Welcome section to find the following Project Overview:

“As shown by the map, the Briargate Parkway—Stapleton Road (in some locations referred to as Stapleton Drive) corridor is
an integral part of a larger transportation corridor system providing connectivity with 1-25 to the north and south of the
greater Colorado Springs area. Stapleton Road continues easterly from this project area to connect with US 24 and with
Judge Orr Road and Curtis Road to the east of the City. Curtis Road provides connection to Bradley Road and ultimately to
I-25 south of Colorado Springs. The corridor study section under consideration as part of this project is mostly undeveloped
at this time with some portions containing existing roadways of various types and phases of construction associated with
adjacent developments that have occurred over time. The project area begins at Black Forest Road, which is the eastern
boundary of the Wolf Ranch subdivision currently under development and is also currently the eastern boundary of the City
of Colorado Springs. The terminus of the project area is along the Stapleton Road right-of-way at Meridian Road.

There is currently a large amount of development in this rapidly developing area of the City and the County. While a
majority of the project area is currently within the jurisdiction of the County, it is likely that a significant portion of the
currently developing areas within the corridor may be incorporated into the City as development progresses.

One of the primary purposes of this project is to verify and develop the master plan requirements for the roadway. The
County’s 2040 Major Transportation Corridors Plan (MTCP) included specific recommendations regarding functional
classification, transportation modes, and other uses for the Briargate-Stapleton corridor. The MTCP indicates that corridor
is expected to be a four-lane principal arterial from the eastern City Limits of Colorado Springs (Black Forest Road) to Judge
Orr Road. It is anticipated that this project will plan for the ultimate improvements, but that interim phases of capacity and
safety improvements may be warranted based upon the findings of the studies and funding limitations. The corridor will
also be evaluated to determine if additional mobility provisions such as bike route, pedestrian accommodations, and public
transit are necessary.

The preferred alternative will reflect corridor improvements that optimize public safety, needs, and preferences while
balancing enhanced capacity, access management, and development.”

On the project homepage, you also will find links to all project and project-related documents in the following categories:

e Related Planning Studies: Click “Learn More” to access the studies.



92
*  Briargate Stapleton Project Documents: Click “Learn More” to access the project documents.
e  Study Area Development Plans: Click “Learn More” to access the development plans.

You may access the many plans and reports associated with the project by clicking on their links (your cursor will change
from arrow to a hand when you hover over a link).

Please note that the roadway design will not be finalized until all public and stakeholder input has been considered.

Your input, which has been recorded for review, plays a valuable role in shaping the conceptual design of the roadway,
designed to improve access and enhance safety for the entire community and provide long-term benefits for El Paso
County.

As requested, you have been added to the project mailing list.

Since the 30-day public comment period closed in September 2022, the project encountered some delay, but is now ready
to progress in earnest. It is anticipated that both the Corridor Preservation Plan and the Access Control Plan will be
presented to the Planning Commission and the Board of County Commissioners in mid to late summer for review and
adoption, respectively. Presentation to the Planning Commission will occur at two regular meetings, the first as a public
hearing. The County will advertise the specific dates of these meetings and meeting notices will also be posted on the
project website.

Stay up to date by accessing our comprehensive website: https://www.briargate-stapleton.com/.

We appreciate your continued participation!

Maureen Paz de Araujo, FAICP CTP CEP
Senior Transportation Planner
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Needs more added — saved in Drafts

From: Jana Johnson <reply-to+17819e77a70c@crm.wix.com>

Sent: Friday, April 8, 2022, 4:20 PM

To: Paz de Araujo, Maureen A. <Maureen.PazdeAraujo@wilsonco.com>;
briargatestapleton@gmail.com

Subject: [briargate-stapleton] Contacts Form - new submission

Jana Johnson just submitted your form: Contacts Form
on briargate-stapleton

Message Details:
Name: Jana Johnson
Email: janalynjohnson@gmail.com

Subject: Briargate Pkwy through Highland Park

Message: Hello! Our lot in Highland Park backs to the proposed future Briargate Pkwy so information about this project is
very important to us. We are wondering particularly at this stage if there will be a wall constructed along the property lines
of those lots that butt up against the road. The markers indicating the roadway in between our lot and the one behind us
are not very wide, it doesn't appear there is enough room for a 4 lane thoroughfare and any kind of greenspace. Can you
provide more insight on what this will look like? Thank you.

Add me to the project mailing list.: Checked

Dear Jana Johnson: .

Thank you for connecting with El Paso County through our Briargate-Stapleton Project for Mobility website, by using our
interactive map, and/or via email to share your roadway safety concerns and improvement preferences, including your
concerns related to whether a wall will be constructed along properties directly adjacent to the roadway, whether there is
enough room to accommodate a four-lane roadway and greenspace, and additional insight/project information. Your input,
which has been recorded for review, plays a valuable role in shaping the conceptual design of the roadway, designed to
improve access and enhance safety for the entire community and provide long-term benefits for El Paso County.

Your specific concerns are addressed below:

Will a wall be constructed along properties directly adjacent to the roadway in Highland Park? The inclusion of buffering
walls, whether noise walls or privacy walls, as part of the corridor improvements will be evaluated and finalized as part of
future preliminary/final design for the corridor. Additional input on the inclusion of walls will be sought from
residents/property owners at that time.

Is there enough room for a four-lane thoroughfare and any kind of greenspace through Highland Park? Yes. A total of 120’
of right-of-way for the future corridor, plus 30’ utility easements on either side were dedicated along the roadway
alignment through the Highland Park subdivision per the final platting. Thus, including right-of-way and utilities easements
this is a total of 180’ feet. The back of curb to back of curb for the conceptual ultimate section is only 92". The illustrative
ultimate section as shown in the Corridor Preservation Plan report for the roadway includes a buffer and sidewalk on one
side of the roadway (13’ wide) and a 12’ bike trail that is located outside the interim drainage swale on the opposite side
from the sidewalk. All this fits within 180" with 12’ to spare.

For further insight, please access to the project plan and map:

a. To access the interactive map, please go to Interactive Map | briargate-stapleton. To the left of the map, you can check
or uncheck the affected subdivision layers to see only what you choose. You can also use the plus and minus signs in
the upper right-hand corner of the map to zoom in and out for greater/less detail.

b. To access project information, including project documents and plans, please go to the project homepage Corridor
Study | Briargate-Stapleton Project for Mobility and click “Project Resources” along the top banner. This will bring you
to links to all project and project-related documents in the following categories: .
1. Related Planning Studies: Click “Learn More” to access the studies.
2. Briargate Stapleton Project Documents: Click “Learn More” to access the project documents.




3. Study Area Development Plans: Click “Learn More” to access the development plans.
As requested, you have been added to the project mailing list.

Since the 30-day public comment period closed in September 2022, the project encountered some delay, but is now ready
to progress in earnest. It is anticipated that both the Corridor Preservation Plan and the Access Control Plan will be
presented to the Planning Commission and the Board of County Commissioners in mid to late summer for review and
adoption, respectively. Presentation to the Planning Commission will occur at two regular meetings, the first as a public
hearing. The County will advertise the specific dates of these meetings and meeting notices will also be posted on the
project website.

Stay up to date by accessing our comprehensive website: https://www.briargate-stapleton.com/.

We appreciate your continued participation!

Maureen Paz de Araujo, FAICP CTP CEP
Senior Transportation Planner
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From: Allyssa Waskewicz <reply-to+08616f498717@crm.wix.com>
Sent: Friday, April 8, 2022, 3:09 PM

To: Paz de Araujo, Maureen A. <Maureen.PazdeAraujo@wilsonco.com>;
briargatestapleton@gmail.com

Subject: [briargate-stapleton] Contacts Form - new submission

Allyssa Waskewicz just submitted your form: Contacts Form
on briargate-stapleton

Message Details:
Name: Allyssa Waskewicz

Email: allwaske@gmail.com

Subject -

Message: -

Add me to the project mailing list.: Checked

Dear Allyssa Waskewicz:

Thank you for connecting with us through our Briargate-Stapleton Project for Mobility website, by using our interactive
map, and/or via email.

As requested, you have been added to the project mailing list.

Since the 30-day public comment period closed in September 2022, the project encountered some delay, but is now ready
to progress in earnest. It is anticipated that both the Corridor Preservation Plan and the Access Control Plan will be
presented to the Planning Commission and the Board of County Commissioners in mid to late summer for review and
adoption, respectively. Presentation to the Planning Commission will occur at two regular meetings, the first as a public
hearing. The County will advertise the specific dates of these meetings and meeting notices will also be posted on the
project website.

Stay up to date by accessing our comprehensive website: https://www.briargate-stapleton.com/.
We appreciate your continued participation!

Maureen Paz de Araujo, FAICP CTP CEP
Senior Transportation Planner
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Message Details:

Message Details:

Name: Megan Lundberg

Email: meg.lundberg@gmail.com
Subject: Mailing list

Message: Hi just doing a contact form to be added ta the mailing list Fxcited ahout this project!

Add me to the project mailing list.: Checked

Dear Megan Lundberg:

Thank you for connecting with us through our Briargate-Stapleton Project for Mobility website, by using our interactive
map, and/or via email to share your enthusiasm about the project.

As requested, you have been added to the project mailing list.

Since the 30-day public comment period closed in September 2022, the project encountered some delay, but is now ready
to progress in earnest. It is anticipated that both the Corridor Preservation Plan and the Access Control Plan will be
presented to the Planning Commission and the Board of County Commissioners in mid to late summer for review and
adoption, respectively. Presentation to the Planning Commission will occur at two regular meetings, the first as a public
hearing. The County will advertise the specific dates of these meetings and meeting notices will also be posted on the
project website.

Stay up to date by accessing our comprehensive website: https://www.briargate-stapleton.com/.
We appreciate your continued participation!

Maureen Paz de Araujo, FAICP CTP CEP
Senior Transportation Planner
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From: Robert <reply-to+73befb526b84 @crm.wix.com>

Sent: Monday, February 20, 2022, 6:27 PM

To: Paz de Araujo, Maureen A. <Maureen.PazdeAraujo@wilsonco.com>;
briargatestapleton@gmail.com

Subject: [briargate-stapleton] Contacts Form - new submission

Robert just submitted your form: Contacts Form
on briargate-stapleton

Message Details:
Name: Robert

Email: rockymtnhpsp@gmail.com
Subject: Plans

Message: Looking for a set of plans for this running right behind my house and need to know how to plan landscaping and if
I need to move my well.

Add me to the project mailing list.: Checked

Dear Robert:

Thank you for connecting with us through our Briargate-Stapleton Project for Mobility website, by using our interactive
map, and/or via email.

As requested, you have been added to the project mailing list.

Since the 30-day public comment period closed in September 2022, the project encountered some delay, but is now ready
to progress in earnest. It is anticipated that both the Corridor Preservation Plan and the Access Control Plan will be
presented to the Planning Commission and the Board of County Commissioners in mid to late summer for review and
adoption, respectively. Presentation to the Planning Commission will occur at two regular meetings, the first as a public
hearing. The County will advertise the specific dates of these meetings and meeting natices will also be posted on the
project website.

Stay up to date by accessing our comprehensive website: https://www.briargate-stapleton.com/.

We appreciate your continued participation!

Maureen Paz de Araujo, FAICP CTP CEP
Senior Transportation Planner
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From: katielage@hotmail.com <reply-to+ab4759f0f369 @crm.wix.com>
Sent: 4/11/2023, 3:10 PM
To: Paz de Araujo, Maureen <Maureen.PazdeAraujo@wilsonco.com>;
briargatestapleton@gmail.com
Subject: [briargate-stapleton] Contacts Form - new submission

Katie Lage just submitted your form: Contacts Form

on briargate-stapleton

Message Details:
Name: Katie Lage

Email: katielage@hotmail.com
Subject: -

Message: Hi, we as homeowners in Sterling Ranch are elated to have Briargate connect to our area. We have to drive
around (either north or south) just to get to into town, school, and work. This will expedite so much for us and are excited
for this to take action. Thanks!

Add me to the project mailing list.: Unchecked

Dear Katie Lage:

Thank you for connecting with us through our Briargate-Stapleton Project for Mobility website, by using our interactive
map, and/or via email to share your enthusiasm about the project.

As requested, you have been added to the project mailing list.

Since the 30-day public comment period ciosed in September 2022, the project encountered some delay, but is now ready
to progress in earnest. it is anticipated that both the Corridor Preservation Plan and the Access Control Plan will be
presented to the Planning Commission and the Board of County Commissioners in mid to late summer for review and
adoption, respectively. Presentation to the Planning Commission will occur at two regular meetings, the first as a public
hearing. The County-will-advertise the specific-dates of these meetings and-meeting netices will also be posted-on the
project website.

Stay up to date by accessing our comprehensive website: https://www.briargate-stapleton.com/.

We appreciate your continued participation!

Maureen Paz de Araujo, FAICP CTP CEP
Senior Transportation Planner
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Message Details:
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From: Nale Sparks <reply-to+f406¢953210e@crm.wix.com>

Sent: 4/21/2023, 8:29 AM

To: Paz de Araujo, Maureen <Maureen.PazdeAraljn@wilsonco.coms;
briargatestapleton@gmail.com

Subject: [briargate-stapleton] Contacts Form - new submission

Dale Sparks just submitted your form: Contacts Form
on briargate-stapleton

Message Details:
Name: Dale Sparks

Email: sparkythree@gmail.com
Subject: Information

Message: -

Add me to the project mailing list.: Checked

Dear Dale Sparks:

Thank you for connecting with us through our Briargate-Stapleton Project for Mobility website, by using our interactive
map, and/or via email. As requested, you have been added to the project mailing list.

Since the 30-day public comment period closed in September 2022, the project encountered some delay, but is now ready
to progress in earnest. It is anticipated that both the Corridor Preservation Plan and the Access Control Plan will be
presented to the Planning Commission and the Board of County Commissioners in mid to late summer for review and
adoption, respectively. Presentation to the Planning Commission will occur at two regular meetings, the first as a pubhlic
hearing. The County will advertise the specific dates of these meetings and meeting notices will also be posted on the
project website.

Stay up to date by accessing our comprehensive website: https://www.briargate-stapleton.com/.

We appreciate your continued participation!

Maureen Paz de Araujo, FAICP CTP CEP
Senior Transportation Planner
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From: Roger Beaty <reply-to+6ff73a5b81lef@crm.wix.com>

Sent: 4/22/2023, 8:49 PM

To: Paz de Araujo, Maureen <Maureen.PazdeAraujo@wilsonco.com>;
briargatestapleton@gmail.com

Subject: [briargate-stapleton] Contacts Form - new submission

Roger Beaty just submitted your form: Contacts Form
on briargate-stapleton

Message Details:

Name: Roger Beaty

Email: rogerbeatyl0@yahoo.com
Subject: Request to be added to report

Message: Please include me in future plans in the Briargate - Stapleton corridor

Add me to the project mailing list.: Checked

We appreciate your continued participation!

Maureen Paz de Araujo, FAICP CTP CEP
Senior Transportation Planner
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From: David Colletti <reply-to+fc73ff2527d3@crm.wix.com>

Sent: 4/27/2023, 6:22 PM

To: Paz de Araujo, Maureen <Maureen.PazdeAraujo@wilsonco.com>;
briargatestapleton@gmail.com

Subject: [briargate-stapleton] Contacts Form - new submission

David Colletti just submitted your form: Contacts Form
on briargate-stapleton

Message Details:
Name: David Colletti
Email: condor62@aol.com
Subject: Add me please

Message: -

Add me to the project mailing list.: Checked

Dear David Colletti:

Thank you for connecting with us through our Briargate-Stapleton Project for Mobility website, by using our interactive
map, and/or via email. As requested, you have been added to the project mailing list.

Since the 30-day public comment period closed in September 2022, the project encountered some delay, but is now ready
to progress in earnest. It is anticipated that both the Corridor Preservation Plan and the Access Control Plan will be
presented to the Planning Commission and the Board of County Commissioners in mid to late summer for review and
adoption, respectively. Presentation to the Planning Commission will occur at two regular meetings, the first as a public
hearing. The County will advertise the specific dates of these meetings and meeting notices will also be posted on the
project website.

Stay up to date by accessing our comprehensive website: https://www.briargate-stapleton.com/.
We appreciate your continued participation!

Maureen Paz de Araujo, FAICP CTP CEP
Senior Transportation Planner
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From: Jason <reply-to+0d599502d967 @crm.wix.com>

Sent: 4/28/2023, 3:25 PM

To: Paz de Araujo, Maureen <Maureen.PazdeAraujo@wilsonco.com>;
briargatestapleton@gmail.com

Subject: [briargate-stapleton] Contacts Form - new submission

Jason just submitted your form: Contacts Form
on briargate-stapleton

Message Details:

Name: Jason

Email: ocelectric97@yahoo.com
Subject: Stapleton/briargate

Message: | would like info on this project

Add me to the project mailing list.: Checked

Dear Jason:

Thank you for connecting with us through our Briargate-Stapleton Project for Mobility website, by using our interactive
map, and/or via email. As requested, you have been added to the project mailing list.

Since the 30-day public comment period closed in September 2022, the project encountered some delay, but is now ready
to progress in earnest. It is anticipated that both the Corridor Preservation Plan and the Access Control Plan will be
presented to the Planning Commission and the Board of County Commissioners in mid to late summer for review and
adoption, respectively. Presentation to the Planning Commission will occur at two regular meetings, the first as a public
hearing. The County will advertise the specific dates of these meetings and meeting notices will also be posted on the
project website.

Stay up to date by accessing our comprehensive website: https://www.briargate-stapleton.com/.
We appreciate your continued participation!

Maureen Paz de Araujo, FAICP CTP CEP
Senior Transportation Planner
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From: mharding1981@gmail.com <reply-to+89da780feSb7 @crm.wix.com>
Sent: 5/20/2023, 7:41 AM

To: Paz de Araujo, Maureen <Maureen.PazdeAraujo@wilsonco.com>;
briargatestapleton@gmail.com

Subject: [briargate-stapleton] Contacts Form - new submission

M Harding just submitted your form: Contacts Form
on briargate-stapleton

Message Details:

Name: -

Email: mharding1981@gmail.com
Subject: -

Message: -

Add me to the project mailing list.: Checked

Dear M Harding:

Thank you for connecting with us through our Briargate-Stapleton Project for Mobility website, by using our interactive
map, and/or via email. As requested, you have been added to the project mailing list.

Since the 30-day public comment period closed in September 2022, the project encountered some delay, but is now ready
to progress in earnest. It is anticipated that both the Corridor Preservation Plan and the Access Control Plan will be
presented to the Planning Commission and the Board of County Commissioners in mid to late summer for review and
adoption, respectively. Presentation to the Planning Commission will occur at two regular meetings, the first as a public
hearing. The County will advertise the specific dates of these meetings and meeting notices will also be posted on the
project website.

Stay up to date by accessing our comprehensive website: https://www.briargate-stapleton.com/.

We appreciate your continued participation!

Maureen Paz de Araujo, FAICP CTP CEP
Senior Transportation Planner
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From: Ch <reply-to+fd62b15d3dc6@ crm.wix.com>

Sent: 6/19/2023, 5:46 PM
To: Paz de Araujo, Maureen <Maureen.PazdeAraujo@wilsonco.com>; briargatestapleton@gmail.com
Subject: [briargate-stapleton] Contacts Form - new submission

Ch just submitted your form: Contacts Form
on briargate-stapleton

Message Details:

Name: - Ch

Email: white0703@yahoo.com

Subject: - Stuff

Message: - Ok

Add me to the project mailing list.: Unchecked
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From: Bruce lohnson <reply-to+8a0d01fc7f79@crm.wix.com>
Sent: 6/19/2023, 11:19 PM

To: Paz de Araujo, Maureen <Maureen.PazdeAraujo@wilsonco.com>; briargatestapleton@gmail.com
Subject: [briargate-stapleton] Contacts Form - new submission

Bruce Johnson just submitted your form: Contacts Form
on briargate-stapleton

Message Details:

Name: - Bruce Johnson

Email: bs3johnson@aol.com

Subject: - Just reviewing

Message: - Just reviewing for info, since | don’t remember the scope of the project.

Add me to the project mailing list.: Unchecked

Dear Bruce Johnson:

Thank you for connecting with us and reviewing the project scope through our Briargate-Stapleton Project for Mobility
website, by using our interactive map, and/or via email.

Since the 30-day public comment period closed in September 2022, the project encountered some delay, but is now ready
to progress in earnest. It is anticipated that both the Corridor Preservation Plan and the Access Control Plan will be
presented to the Planning Commission and the Board of County Commissioners in mid to late summer for review and
adoption, respectively. Presentation to the Planning Commission will occur at two regular meetings, the first as a public
hearing. The County will advertise the specific dates of these meetings and meeting notices will also be posted on the
project website.

Stay up to date by accessing our comprehensive website: https://www.briargate-stapleton.com/.

We appreciate your continued participation!

Maurcen Paz de Araujo, FAICP CTP CLP
Senior Transportation Planner
Wilson& Company

Your Comments:
Name: Bruce Johnson
Email: bs3jchnson@aol.com

Subject: Just reviewing
Message: just reviewing for info, since | don’t remember the scope of the project
Add me to the project mailing list.: Unchecked
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From: Kelle LeRoy reply-to+35b73ca55efd @crm.wix.com

Sent: 6/20/2023, 6:24 AM
To: Paz de Araujo, Maureen <Maureen.PazdeAraujo@wilsonco.com>; briargatestapleton@gmail.com
Subject: [briargate-stapleton] Contacts Form - new submission

Kelle LeRoy just submitted your form: Contacts Form
on briargate-stapleton

Message Details:

Name: Kelle LeRoy

Email: leroytk@comcast.net

Subject: Briargate Parkway-Stapleton Project

Message: interested in receiving information to review project pian. Thank you

Add me to the project mailing list.: Checked

Dear Kelle Leroy:

Thank you for connecting with us through our Briargate-Stapleton Project for Mobility website, by using our interactive
map, and/or via email. As requested, you have been added to the project mailing list.
Please access our comprehensive website at: https://www.briargate-stapleton.com/. There you will find links to all project
and project-related documents in the following categories:

e Related Planning Studies: Click “Learn More” to access the studies.

e  Briargate Stapleton Project Documents: Click “Learn More” to access the project documents.

e Study Area Development Plans: Click “Learn More” to access the development plans.
Please note that the roadway design will not be finalized until all public and stakeholder input has been considered.
Since the 30-day public comment period closed in September 2022, the project encountered some delay, but is now ready
to progress in earnest. It is anticipated that both the Corridor Preservation Plan and the Access Control Plan will be
presented to the Planning Commission and the Board of County Commissioners in mid to late summer for review and
adoption, respectively. Presentation to the Planning Commission will occur at two regular meetings, the first as a public
hearing. The County will advertise the specific dates of these meetings and meeting notices will also be posted on the
project website.
Stay up to date by accessing our comprehensive website: https://www.briargate-stapleton.com/.
We appreciate your continued participation!

Maureen Paz de Araujo, FAICP CTP CEP
Senior Transportation Planner
Wilson & Company

Your Comments:

Name: Kelle LeRoy

Email: leroytk@comcast.net

Subject: Briargate Parkway-Stapleton Project

Message: interested in receiving information to review project plan. Thank you.
Add me to the project mailing list.: Checked

Tracked: Y
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From: Ch <reply-to+fd62b15d3dc6@crm.wix.com>
Sent: 6/19/2023, 5:46 PM

To: Paz de Araujo, Maureen <Maureen.PazdeAraujo@wilsonco.com>; briargatestapleton@gmail.com
Subject: [briargate-stapleton] Contacts Form - new submission

Ch just submitted your form: Contacts Form
on briargate-stapleton

Message Details:

Name: A Stone

Email: Shortrose105@aol.com
Subject: Briargate stapleton project
Message: -

Add me to the project mailing list.: Checked

Dear A Stone:
Thank you for connecting with us through our Briargate-Stapleton Project for Mobility website, by using our interactive
map, and/or via email. As requested, you have been added to the project mailing list.
Please access our comprehensive website at: https://www.briargate-stapleton.com/. There you will find links to all project
and project-related documents in the following categories:

e Related Planning Studies: Click “Learn More” to access the studies.

e Briargate Stapleton Project Documents: Click “Learn More” to access the project documents.

*  Study Area Development Plans: Click “Learn More” to access the development plans.
Please note that the roadway design will not be finalized until all public and stakeholder input has been considered.
Since the 30-day public comment period closed in September 2022, the project encountered some delay, but is now ready
to progress in earnest. It is anticipated that both the Corridor Preservation Plan and the Access Control Plan will be
presented to the Planning Commission and the Board of County Commissioners in mid to late summer for review and
adoption, respectively. Presentation to the Planning Commission will occur at two regular meetings, the first as a public
hearing. The County will advertise the specific dates of these meetings and meeting notices will also be posted on the
project website.
Stay up to date by accessing our comprehensive website: https://www.briargate-stapleton.com/.
We appreciate your continued participation!

Maureen Paz de Araujo, FAICP CTP CEP
Senior Transportation Planner
Wilson & Company

Your Comments:

Name: A Stone

Email: Shortrosel05@aol.com

Subject: Briargate stapleton project
Message: -

Add me to the project mailing list.: Checked

Tracked: Y
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From: Ch <reply-to+fd62b15d3dc6@crm.wix.com>

Sent: 6/19/2023, 5:46 PM

To: Paz de Araujo, Maureen <Maureen.PazdeAraujo@wilsonco.com>; briargatestapleton@gmail.com
Subject: [briargate-stapleton] Contacts Form - new submission

Ch just submitted your form: Contacts Form
on briargate-stapleton

Message Details:
Name: -

Email: fgfff@gmail.com
Subject: -

Message: -

Add me to the project mailing list.: Unchecked

Tracked: Y
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From: Melissa Jeffrey <reply-to+8261280¢3832@crm.wix.com>

Sent: 6/21/2023, 9:42 AM

To: Paz de Araujo, Maureen <Maureen.PazdeAraujo@wilsonco.com>; briargatestapleton@gmail.com
Subject: [briargate-stapleton] Contacts Form - new submission

Melissa Jeffrey just submitted your form: Contacts Form
on briargate-stapleton

Message Details:

Name: Melissa Jeffrey

Email: Mdjeffrey79@yahoo.com
Subject: -

Message: -

Add me to the project mailing list.: Checked

Dear Melissa Jeffrey:
Thank you for connecting with us through our Briargate-Stapleton Project for Mobility website, by using our interactive
map, and/or via email. As requested, you have been added to the project mailing list.
Please access our comprehensive website at: https://www.briargate-stapleton.com/. There you will find links to all project
and project-related documents in the following categories:

* Related Planning Studies: Click “Learn More” to access the studies.

e  Briargate Stapleton Project Documents: Click “Learn More” to access the project documents.

e Study Area Development Plans: Click “Learn More” to access the development plans.
Please note that the roadway design will not be finalized until all public and stakeholder input has been considered.
Since the 30-day public comment period closed in September 2022, the project encountered some delay, but is now ready
to progress in earnest. It is anticipated that both the Corridor Preservation Plan and the Access Control Plan will be
presented to the Planning Commission and the Board of County Commissioners in mid to late summer for review and
adoption, respectively. Presentation to the Planning Commission will occur at two regular meetings, the first as a public
hearing. The County will advertise the specific dates of these meetings and meeting notices will also be posted on the
project website.
Stay up to date by accessing our comprehensive website: https://www.briargate-stapleton.com/.

Woe appreciate your continued participation!

Maureen Paz de Araujo, FAICP CTP CEP
Senior Transportation Planner
Wilson & Company

Your Comments:

Name: Melissa Jeffrey

Email: Mdjeffrey79@yahoa.com

Subject: -

Message: -

Add me to the project mailing list.: Checked

Tracked: Y
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From: Josh <reply-to+501213fd5be0@crm.wix.com>

Sent: 6/22/2023, 9:03 AM

To: Paz de Araujo, Maureen <Maureen.PazdeAraujo@wilsonco.com>; briargatestapleton@gmail.com
Subject: [briargate-stapleton] Contacts Form - new submission

Jose just submitted your form: Contacts Form
on briargate-stapleton

Message Details:
Name: Josh Chese

Email: jjchese@gmail.com
Subject: Mailing list

Message: Add me to the mailing list please.

Add me to the project mailing list.: Checked

Dear Josh Chese:
Thank you for connecting with us through our Briargate-Stapleton Project for Mobility website, by using our interactive
map, and/or via email. As requested, you have been added to the project mailing list.
Please access our comprehensive website at: https://www.briargate-stapleton.com/. There you will find links to all project
and project-related documents in the following categories:

¢ Related Planning Studies: Click “Learn More” to access the studies.

e Briargate Stapleton Project Documents: Click “Learn More” to access the project documents.

e Study Area Development Plans: Click “Learn More” to access the development plans.
Please note that the roadway design will not be finalized until all public and stakeholder input has been considered.
Since the 30-day public comment period closed in September 2022, the project encountered some delay, but is now ready
to progress in earnest. It is anticipated that both the Corridor Preservation Plan and the Access Control Plan will be
presented to the Planning Commission and the Board of County Commissioners in mid to late summer for review and
adoption, respectively. Presentation to the Planning Commission will occur at two regular meetings, the first as a public
hearing. The County will advertise the specific dates of these meetings and meeting notices will also be posted on the
project website.
Stay up to date by accessing our comprehensive website: https://www.briargate-stapleton.com/.
We appreciate your continued participation!

Maureen Paz de Araujo, FAICP CTP CEP
Senior Transportation Planner
Wilson & Company

Your Comments:

Name: Josh

Email: jichese@gmail.com

Subject: Mailing list

Message: Add me to the mailing list please.
Add me to the project mailing list.: Checked

Tracked: Y
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From: ] Derby <reply-to+2b376c145e13@crm.wix.com>

Sent: 6/22/2023, 12:39 PM

To: Paz de Araujo, Maureen <Maureen.PazdeAraujo@wilsonco.com>; briargatestapleton@gmail.com
Subject: [briargate-stapleton] Contacts Form - new submission

J Derby just submitted your form: Contacts Form
on briargate-stapleton

Message Dctails:

Name: J Derby

Email: happyidiot62@hotmail.com
Subject: Interested in following this project

Message: -

Add me to the project mailing list.: Unchecked

Dear J Derby:
Thank you for connecting with us through our Briargate-Stapleton Project for Mobility website, by using our interactive
map, and/or via email.
Please access our comprehensive website at: https://www.briargate-stapleton.com/. There you will find links to all project
and project-related documents in the following categories:

e Related Planning Studies: Click “Learn More” to access the studies.

e Briargate Stapleton Project Documents: Click “Learn More” to access the project documents.

e Study Area Development Plans: Click “Learn More” to access the development plans.
Please note that the roadway design will not be finalized until all public and stakeholder input has been considered.
Since the 30-day public comment period closed in September 2022, the project encountered some delay, but is now ready
to progress in earnest. It is anticipated that both the Corridor Preservation Plan and the Access Control Plan will be
presented to the Planning Commission and the Board of County Commissioners in mid to late summer for review and
adoption, respectively. Presentation to the Planning Commission will occur at two regular meetings, the first as a public
hearing. The County will advertise the specific dates of these meetings and meeting notices will also be posted on the
project website,
Stay up to date by accessing our comprehensive website: https://www.briargate-stapleton.com/.
We appreciate your continued participation!

Maureen Paz de Araujo, FAICP CTP CEP
Senior Transportation Planner
Wilson & Company

Your Comments:

Name: J Derby

Email: happyidiot62@hotmail.com

Subject: Interested in following this project
Message: -

Add me to the project mailing list.: Unchecked

Tracked: Y
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From: Mark Ressel <reply-to+bb13d285bce3@crm.wix.com>

Sent: 6/23/2023, 11:05 AM

To: Paz de Araujo, Maureen <Maureen.PazdeAraujo@wilsonco.com>; briargatestapleton@gmail.com
Subject: [briargate-stapleton] Contacts Form - new submission

Ch just submitted your form: Contacts Form
on briargate-stapleton

Message Details:
Name: Mark Ressel
Email: resselmb6@aol.com
Subject: Just the facts

Message: I’'m trying to get an idea of the project overview.

Add me to the project mailing list.: Unchecked

Dear Mark Ressel:
Thank you for connecting with us through our Briargate-Stapleton Project for Mobility website, by using our interactive
map, and/or via email.
Please access our comprehensive website at: https://www.briargate-stapleton.com/. There you will find links to all project
and project-related documents in the following categories:

e Related Planning Studies: Click “Learn More” to access the studies.

o Briargate Stapleton Project Documents: Click “Learn More” to access the project documents.

o Study Area Development Plans: Click “Learn More” to access the development plans.

Please note that the roadway design will not be finalized until all public and stakeholder input has been considered.

Since the 30-day public comment period closed in September 2022, the project encountered some delay, but is now ready
to progress in earnest. It is anticipated that both the Corridor Preservation Plan and the Access Control Plan will be
presented to the Planning Commission and the Board of County Commissioners in mid to late summer for review and
adoption, respectively. Presentation to the Planning Commission will occur at two regular meetings, the first as a public
hearing. The County will advertise the specific dates of these meetings and meeting notices will also be posted on the
project website.

Stay up to date by accessing our comprehensive website: https://www.briargate-stapleton.com/.

We appreciate your continued participation!

Maureen Paz de Araujo, FAICP CTP CEP
Senior Transportation Planner
Wilson & Company

Your Comments:

Message Details:

Name: Mark Ressel

Email: resselmb@aol.com

Subject: Just the facts

Message: I'm trying to get an idea of the project overview.
Add me to the project mailing list.: Unchecked

Tracked: Y
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From: Kelle LeRoy <reply-to+3e8f3acd856b@crm.wix.com>
Sent: 6/26/2023, 4:59 PM

To: Paz de Araujo, Maureen <Maureen.PazdeAraujo@wilsonco.com>; briargatestapleton@gmail.com
Subject: [briargate-stapleton] Contacts Form - new submission

Kelle LeRoy submitted your form: Contacts Form
on briargate-stapleton

Message Details:

Name: Kelle LeRoy

Email: leroytk@comcast.net

Subject: Briargate-Stapleton Project

Message: | cannot open any of the menu links. I’'m routed back to Contact page.

Add me to the project mailing list.: Unchecked

Kelle LeRoy:

I will have others with EPC and the project team test the website/links, but | am not having any problem on my end,
For now, try these links directly to right to the study reports/documents and the Open House:
https://www.briargate-stapleton.com/briargate-stapleton-documents

Virtual Open House April 2021 (theasys.io)

Maureen Paz de Araujo, FAICP CTP CEP
Senior Transportation Planner
Wilson & Company

Your Comments:

Name: Kelle LeRoy

Email: leroytk@comcast.net

Subject: Briargate=Stapleton Project™

Message: | cannot open any of the menu links. I’'m routed back to Contact page.
Add me to the project mailing list.: Unchecked

Tracked: Y
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From: Tim & Kelle <leroytk@comcast.net>
Sent: 6/26/2023, 7:10 AM
To: Paz de Araujo, Maureen <Maureen.PazdeAraujo@wilsonco.com>; briargatestapleton@gmail.com

Message Details:
Name: Kelle LeRoy

Email: lerovtk@comcast.net

Subject: Briargate-Stapleton Project

Message:

Maureen,

| can open the links embedded in the website link below.
Thank you.

Kelle LeRoy

Add me to the project mailing list.: Unchecked

Your Comments:

Name: Kelle LeRoy

Email: leroytk@comcast.net

Subject: Briargate-Stapleton Project

Message:

Maureen,

| can open the links embedded in the website link below.
Thank you.

Kelle LeRoy

Add me to the project mailing list.: Unchecked

Tracked: Y
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From: Megan Lundberg <meg.lundberg@gmail.com>
Sent: 6/28/2023, 12:51 PM
To: Paz de Araujo, Maureen <Maureen.PazdeAraujo@wilsonco.com>

Message Details:
Name: Megan Lundberg

Email: meg.lundberg@gmail.com

Subject: Response to Briargate Parkway Extension - Response to Comments
Message: Hi Maureen,

Thank you so much for your reply! I live off Raygor, which is lovingly referred to as a "giant cul de sac” as there is anly the
one road (Raygor) in and out of our little neighborhood. While | appreciate that for what it is, it also makes me nervous
when considering forest fires, road damage, and other disasters that could prevent us from leaving or safely evacuating if
needed. A connection would be really, really wonderful for my peace of mind- though other neighbors may disagree- as
well as for convenience to access the stores in Falcon.

Megan

Hello Megan,

It is true that some neighbors opposed the north alignment. Additionally, the south alighment was favored because it is
consistent with approved development plans in this part of the County.

Your concern about emergency access/egress safety, given the single route in/out and the Raygor Road “cul-de-sac” will be
considered and addressed, possibly with emergency access to the new roadway, as a part of final roadway design. |
understand that this will not help to improve access to stores in Falcon. It is always a balance.

Again, we appreciate your continued participation and interest in the project!

Thank you.

Maureen Paz de Araujo, FAICP CTP CEP
Senior Transportation Planner
Wilson & Company

Message Details:

Name: Megan Lundberg

Email: meg.lundberg@gmail.com

Subject: Response to Briargate Parkway Extension - Response to Comments

Message: Hello, With this project will the section of Stapleton (to the east of Arroya where it currently ends) be connected
to the rest of Stapleton (at Towner)? I'm hoping it does!

Thank you,

Megan Lundberg

Tracked: Y
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From: Derek Legg reply-to+3b34d5e04641@crm.wix.com

Sent: 6/19/2023, 5:46 PM
To: Paz de Araujo, Maureen <Maureen.PazdeAraujo@wilsonco.com>; briargatestapleton@gmail.com
Subject: [briargate-stapleton] Contacts Form - new submission

Derek Legger just submitted your form: Contacts Form
on briargate-stapleton

Message Details:

Name: Derek Legger

Email: legger196@gmail.com

Subject: Briargate stapleton project

Message: - Just here for updates on the project. Thanks.

Add me to the project mailing list.: Checked

Dear Derek Legger:
Thank you for connecting with us through our Briargate-Stapleton Project for Mobility website, by using our interactive
map, and/or via email. As requested, you have been added to the project mailing list.
Please access our comprehensive website at: https://www.briargate-stapleton.com/. There you will find links to all project
and project-related documents in the following categories:

« Related Planning Studies: Click “Learn More” to access the studies.

e Briargate Stapleton Project Documents: Click “Learn More” to access the project documents.

o  Study Area Development Plans: Click “Learn More” to access the development plans.
Please note that the roadway design will not be finalized until all public and stakeholder input has been considered.
Since the 30-day public comment period closed in September 2022, the project encountered some delay, but is now ready
to progress in earnest. It is anticipated that both the Corridor Preservation Plan and the Access Control Plan will be
presented to the Planning Commission and the Board of County Commissioners in mid to late summer for review and
adoption, respectively. Presentation to the Planning Commission will occur at two regular meetings, the first as a public
hearing. The County will advertise the specific dates of these meetings and meeting notices will also be posted on the
project website.
Stay up to date by accessing our comprehensive website: https://www.briargate-stapleton.com/.
We appreciate your continued participation!

Maureen Paz de Araujo, FAICP CTP CEP
Senior Transportation Planner
Wilson & Company

Your Comments:

Name: Derek Legger

Email: legger196@gmail.com

Subject: Briargate stapleton project

Message: - Just here for updates on the project. Thanks.
Add me to the project mailing list.: Checked

Tracked: Y
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From: Kyle Knox <reply-to+3e8f3acd856b@crm.wix.com>

Sent: 8/23/2023 8:00 PM

To: Paz de Araujo, Maureen <Maureen.PazdeAraujo@wilsonco.com>; briargatestapleton@gmail.com
Subject: [briargate-stapleton] Contacts Form - new submission

Kyle Knox submitted your form: Contacts Form
on briargate-stapleton

Message Details:
Name: Kyle Knox

Email: knox.154 @osu.edu

Subject:

Message:

Add me to the project mailing list.: Unchecked

Dear Kyle Knox:

Thank you for connecting with us through our Briargate-Stapleton Project for Mobility website, by using our interactive
map, and/or via email.

Please access our comprehensive website at: https://www.briargate-stapleton.com/. There you will find links to all project
and project-related documents in the following categories:

o Related Planning Studies: Click “Learn More” to access the studies.
. Briargate Stapleton Project Documents: Click “Learn More” to access the project documents.
. Study Area Development Plans: Click “Learn More” to access the development plans.

Please note that the roadway design will not be finalized until all public and stakeholder input has been considered.

Both the Corridor Preservation Plan and the Access Control Plan will be presented to the Planning Commission and the
Board of County Commissioners in this fall for review and adoption, respectively. Presentation to the Planning Commission
will occur at two regular meetings, the first as a public hearing. The County will advertise the specific dates of these
meetings and meeting notices wil! also be posted on the project website. The first Planning Commission meeting has been
scheduled for October 5th, 2023.

We appreciate your continded participation! -

Maureen Paz de Araujo, FAICP CTP CEP

Senior Transportation Planner

Wilson & Company

Your Comments:

Name: Kyle Knox

Email: knox.154@osu.edu

Subject:

Message:

Add me to the project mailing list.: Unchecked

Tracked: Y
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From: Mitchell Heath <reply-to+233d3ee5903f@crm.wix.com>

Sent: 6/26/2023, 4:59 PM

To: Paz de Araujo, Maureen <Maureen.PazdeAraujo@wilsonco.com>; briargatestapleton@gmail.com
Subject: [briargate-stapleton] Contacts Form - new submission

Mitchell Heath submitted your form: Contacts Form
on briargate-stapleton

Message Details:
Name: Mitchell Heath

Email: earthen-bee0h@icloud.com

Subject:

Message:

Add me to the project mailing list.: Checked

Dear Mitchell Heath:
Thank you for connecting with us through our Briargate-Stapleton Project for Mobility website, by using our interactive
map, and/or via email.
Please access our comprehensive website at: https://www.briargate-stapleton.com/. There you will find links to all project
and project-related documents in the following categories:

¢ Related Planning Studies: Click “Learn More” to access the studies.

o Briargate Stapleton Project Documents: Click “Learn More” to access the project documents.

e  Study Area Development Plans: Click “Learn More” to access the development plans.
Please note that the roadway design will not be finalized until all public and stakeholder input has been considered.
Both the Corridor Preservation Plan and the Access Control Plan will be presented to the Planning Commission and the
Board of County Commissioners in this fall for review and adoption, respectively. Presentation to the Planning Commission
will occur at two regular meetings, the first as a public hearing. The County will advertise the specific dates of these
meetings and meeting notices will also be posted on the project website. The first Planning Commission meeting has been
scheduled for October 5%, 2023.
We appreciate your continued participation!

Maureen Paz de Araujo, FAICP CTP CEP
Senior Transportation Planner
Wilson & Company

Your Comments:

Name: Mitchell Heath

Email: mailto:earthen-beeOh@icloud.com
Subject:

Message:

Add me to the project mailing list.: Checked

Tracked: Y
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From: Tracy Ellis <reply-to+0fbc90eee856@crm.wix.com>
Sent: 9/7/2023 6:09 PM

To: Paz de Araujo, Maureen <Maureen.PazdeAraujo@wilsonco.com>; briargatestapleton@gmail.com
Subject: [briargate-stapleton] Contacts Form - new submission

Tracy Ellis submitted your form: Contacts Form
on briargate-stapleton

Message Details:
Name: Tracy Ellis

Email: tracyellis3130@gmail.com

Subject: Briargate-Stapleton Corridor

Message: Hi, I'm just attempting to learn more about this project Thank you!

Add me to the project mailing list.: Checked

Dear Tracy Ellis:
Thank you for connecting with us through our Briargate-Stapleton Project for Mobility website, by using our interactive
map, and/or via email.
Please access our comprehensive website at: https://www.briargate-stapleton.com/. There you will find links to all project
and project-related documents in the following categories:

e  Related Planning Studies: Click “Learn More” to access the studies.

e Briargate Stapleton Project Documents: Click “Learn More” to access the project documents.

e Study Area Development Plans: Click “Learn More” to access the development plans.
Please note that the roadway design will not be finalized until all public and stakeholder input has been considered.
Both the Corridor Preservation Plan and the Access Control Plan will be presented to the Planning Commission and the
Board of County Commissioners in this fall for review and adoption, respectively. Presentation to the Planning Commission
will occur at two regular meetings, the first as a public hearing. The County will advertise the specific dates of these
meetings and meeting notices will also be posted on the project website. The first Planning Commission meeting has been
scheduled for October 5, 2023.
We appreciate your continued participation!

Maureen Paz de Araujo, FAICP CTP CEP
Senior Transportation Planner
Wilson & Company

Your Comments:

Name: Tracy Ellis

Email: mailto:tracyellis3130@gmail.com

Subject: Briargate-Stapleton Corridor

Message: Hi, I'm just attempting to learn more about this project Thank you!
Add me to the project mailing list.: Checked

Tracked: Y
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From: Steve Coco <reply-to+e18c62¢1554b@crm.wix.com>

Sent: 9/21/2023 6:44 PM

To: Paz de Araujo, Maureen <Maureen.PazdeAraujo@wilsonco.com>; briargatestapleton@gmail.com
Subject: [briargate-stapleton] Contacts Form - new submission

Steve Coco submitted your form: Contacts Form
on briargate-stapleton

Message Details:
Name: Steve Coco

Email: scocoman@gmail.com

Subject: Briargate-Stapleton Corridor

Message: Has the study been conducted? How far off is getting the money and beginning construction especially beginning
at the blackforest briargate section? Thank you.

Add me to the project mailing list.: Checked

Response 06/26/23 T=ELTE o ' Sl

Dear Steve Coco:

Thank you for connecting with El Paso County through our Briargate-Stapleton Project for Mobility website, by using our
interactive map, and/or via email to share your support of the overall project and specific support for the addition of a bike
path and pedestrian walkway.

The timeline for construction has not yet been identified. At this point only the study has been funded. The study will set
the alignment, typical roadway section, and access control plan for the corridor that will be used for right-of-way
preservation through the County’s development review process.

It is anticipated that both the Corridor Preservation Plan and the Access Control Plan will be presented to the Planning
Commission and the Board of County Commissioners this fall for review and adoption, respectively. Presentation to the
Planning Commission will occur at two regular meetings, the first as a public hearing. The County will advertise the specific
dates of these meetings and meeting notices will also be posted on the project website. The first Planning Commission
meeting has been scheduled for October 5, 2023.

Your input, which has been recorded for review, plays a valuable role in shaping the conceptual design of the roadway,
designed to improve access and enhance safety for the entire community and provide long-term benefits for El Paso
County.

As requested, you have been added to the project mailing list.

Stay up to date by accessing our comprehensive website: https://www.briargate-stapleton.com/.

We appreciate your continued participation!

Maureen Paz de Araujo, FAICP CTP CEP
Senior Transportation Planning Manager

Your Comments:

Name: Steve Coco

Email: scocoman@gmail.com

Subject: Briargate-Stapleton Corridor

Message: Has the study been conducted? How far off is getting the money and beginning construction especially beginning
at the blackforest briargate section? Thank you.

Add me to the project mailing list.: Checked

Tracked: Y
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From: Stephen Jacobs <striplejacobs@gmail.com>

Sent: 10/19/2023 10:19 AM

To: Paz de Araujo, Maureen <Maureen.PazdeAraujo@wilsonco.com>

Subject: Request for Response to all Briagate-Stapleton Q&A Public Comments on Project
Website

This was a direct email to my Wilson address. Kari Parsons was copied.

Message Details:

Name: Stephen Jacobs Jr.

Email: striplejacobs@gmail.com

Subject: Request for Response to all Briagate-Stapleton Q&A Public Comments on Project Website

Message:
Dear Maureen Paz de Araujo,

When will all of the Public comments from the Briargate-Stapleton website Q&A be responded to by the Project Team on
the project website?
https://www.briargate-stapleton.com/community-g-a

The last "Project Team" comment response on the Q&A portion of the website was on 7/8/2021. Since then, there have
been twenty seven (27) additional public comments, with the last public comment made on 9/26/2021.

See Missing Response Comments attachment with date stamps.

Thank you,

Stephen Jacobs Jr.

mﬁ . oy -

Dear Stephen Jacobs Jr:

As of today, the project team has responded to 145 individual public comments submitted via the website comment formes.
Many of the public comments that used the comment form were submitted after the Public Comment period closed in
September 2022. Many of the comments duplicate comments submitted using the map app or as letters to the Board of
County Commissioners and/or Planning Commission.

The project team has also received 64 public comments via the comment map app on the project website. Reponses for
over half of the map delivered comments, dating through July 2021, were posted on the map app administrative listing that
is linked to the website for viewing. After completing initial map app comment response that were received and posted in
2021, we encountered difficulties in adding the responses to the newer comments from 2022 to map app administration
listing. We are working on a fix to allow us to direct post the remaining responses. As an interim solution, we have created a
PDF document includes all map app public comments and responses that will be posted on the website for download. That
should be uploaded sometime today.

Finally, you and Dana King sent a letter to the Board of County Commissioners on September 16, 2022. The project team
was asked to provide response to be used by staff or the Board to respond to your letter. Per your new letter to the
Planning Commission, it appears that you have received those responses. Responses to your second letter and a letter from
your neighbor Cathy Lane will be submitted to the Planning Commission and posted as part of the PC “packet.”

Thank you.

Maureen Paz de Araujo, FAICP CTP CEP
Senior Transportation Planning Manager

Your Comments:

Name: Stephen lacobs Jr.

Email: striplejacobs@gmail.com

Subject: Request for Response to all Briagate-Stapleton Q&A Public Comments on Project Website

Tracked: Y
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From: Jon Lock <reply-to+1aa07a592dbe@crm.wix.com>

Sent: 10/21/2023 10:22 AM

To: Paz de Araujo, Maureen <Maureen.PazdeAraujo@wilsonco.com>; briargatestapleton@gmail.com
Subject: [briargate-stapleton] Contacts Form - new submission

Jon Lock just submitted your form: Contacts Form
on briargate-stapleton

Message Details:

Name: Jon Lock

Email: vetteviking@gmail.com

Subject: Homeowner

Message: Want to keep informed

Add me to the project mailing list.: Checked

Dear Jon Lock:
Thank you for connecting with us through our Briargate-Stapleton Project for Mobility website, by using our interactive
map, and/or via email.
Please access our comprehensive website at: https://www briargate-stapleton.com/. There you will find links to all project
and project-related documents in the following categories:

e Related Planning Studies: Click “Learn More” to access the studies.

e Briargate Stapleton Project Documents: Click “Learn More” to access the project documents.

e  Study Area Development Plans: Click “Learn More” to access the development plans.
Please note that the roadway design will not be finalized until all public and stakeholder input has been considered.
Both the Corridor Preservation Plan and the Access Control Plan will be presented to the Planning Commission and the
Board of County Commissioners this fall for review and adoption, respectively. Planning Commissions presentations, action
and recommendations to the Board of County Commissioners will be heard at two regular meetings, the first as a public
hearing. The County will provide notice of these meetings and meeting notices will also be posted on the project website.
The first Planning Commission meeting took place on October 5, 2023, and the second meeting is scheduled for November
2,2023.
As requested, you have been added to the project mailing list.
Stay up to date by accessing our comprehensive website: https://www.briargate-stapleton.com/.
We appreciate your continued participation!

Maureen Paz de Araujo, FAICP CTP CEP
Senior Transportation Planning Manager

Your Comments:

Name: Jon Lock

Email: vetteviking@gmail.com

Subject: Homeowner

Message: Want to keep informed

Add me to the project mailing list.: Checked

Tracked: Y
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From: Brian Frank <reply-to+a5d03d7f91ac@crm.wix.com>
Sent: 10/23/2023 9:13 PM
To: Paz de Araujo, Maureen <Maureen.PazdeAraujo@wilsonco.com>; briargatestapleton@gmail.com
Subject: [briargate-stapleton] Contacts Form - new submission
Steve Coco submitted your form: Contacts Form
on briargate-stapleton

Message Details:

Name: Brian Frank

Email: bfrank1974@gmail.com

Subject: Briargate-Stapleton Corridor appeal to cease

Message: | wiil add my voice to the growing throngs of residents in this neighborhood that strongly reject the idea of
building a road through an existing quiet neighborhood. Others have illustrated reasons | share about moving away from
the city, eminent domain, and lawsuits involving nuisance law, class action lawsuits, lowering property values, etc. My
question is this: To whom could we make an appeal that has any gravitas, any authority to prevent such a travesty and
destructive action against our community?

Add me to the project mailing list.: Unchecked

Dear Brian Frank:
Thank you for connecting with El Paso County through our Briargate-Stapleton Project for Mobility website, by using our
interactive map, and/or via email to share

Maureen Paz de Araujo, FAICP CTP CEP
Senior Transportation Planning Manager

Your Comments:

Name: Brian Frank

Email: bfrank1974@gmail.com

Subject: Briargate-Stapleton Corridor appealto cease

Message: | will add my voice to the growing throngs of residents in this neighborhood that strongly reject the idea of
building a road through an existing quiet neighborhood. Others have illustrated reasons | share about moving away from
the city, eminent domain, and lawsuits involving nuisance law, class action lawsuits, lowering property values, etc. My
guestion is this: To whom could we make an appeal that has any gravitas, any authority to prevent such a travesty and
destructive action against our community?

Tracked: Y



Miranda Benson2

From: Miranda Benson2

Sent: Thursday, October 19, 2023 9:17 AM

To: PCD Hearings

Subject: FW: EPC Planning Commission rejection of the Wilson Company's Briargate-Stapleton Corridor Alignment Plan and Access Control Plan
without modifications

Attachments: Briargate-Stapleton plan rejection letter to Planning Commission 231018.docx; clip_image001 jpeg; clip_image002 jpeg; clip_image003.png;

clip_image004.jpeg; clip_image006.png; clip_image008.png; clip_image010.png; clip_image011.png; clip_image012.png; clip_image013.png;
clip_image014.png; clip_image015.png; clip_image016.png; clip_image017.png

Follow Up Flag: Follow up
Flag Status: Flagged

—————————— Forwarded message ----——--

From: Steve Jacobs <jacobsmd@me.com>

Date: Wed, Oct 18, 2023, 7:58 PM

Subject: EPC Planning Commission rejection of the Wilson Company’s Briargate-Stapleton Corridor Alighment Plan and
Access Control Plan without modifications

Steve Jacobs, MD
P O Box 2076
Colorado Springs, CO 80901

JacobsMD@me.com

719-359-1470

Re: Eagle Rising Subdivision @ Cottonwood Creek and the EPC Planning Commission rejection of the Wilson Company’s
Briargate-Stapleton Corridor Alignment Plan and Access Control Plan without modifications

Dear Vice-Chairman Carlson,

El Paso County represents the Briargate-Stapleton Plan as preserving the Briargate-Stapleton corridor. Instead, the Plan
initiates condemnation and taking twenty-four (24) feet of property from thirty six (36) homeowners plus three (3) other
property owners in the already plated area from Black Forest Road east to the “Jayne’s Subdivision.”

Please, do not approve the Wilson Report on Briargate-Stapleton Corridor as it stands.

Most importantly, your Planning Commission has the authority to limit the width of the Corridor to its current 120 feet
total from Black Forest Road to the recently approved Jayne’s Subdivision, as this ROW cuts through the 5 Subdivisions
that have long counted on this 120 feet access width. Please, don’t start eminent domain condemnation on our
properties.

Number two; eliminate the traffic signal at Loch Linneh Place(is1]. Wilson and the County appear to agree.

Number three; remove the over-reach and errors in the report and send review of this material to the appropriate forums
for resolution.



Following is the September 16, 2022 Letter signed by five HOAs to the BOCC, which was cited in the October 5, 2023 Planning
Commission meeting, howbeit at the last minute. The only response to this letter we received prior to the October 5, 2023
Planning Commission {PC) meeting is from Commissioner Williams, acknowledging receipt without comment. After the PC
meeting, anonymous responses were entered on October 10, 2023 into EDARP as responses to “the letter signed by Dana
King and Stephen Jacobs” without identifying “the letter”. Again, there was no direct notification to the Home Owner
Associations which wrote the letter. The responses are compiled for your convenience following the letter. My response
to the somewhat confusing response from Wilson or the Connty engineers is that taking 24 feet of the 37 foot utility
easement for new right of way access (ROW) requires condemning our properties. ROW and easement access are not
synonyms. EPC will own the ROW. Easements are owned by the current property owners.

Responses:

Contrary to Presenter Ms. Paz de Araujo’s statements during her October 5th presentation regarding Wilson Engineering’s
answers to public comments, and Engineer Schwartz written statement in the PC packet, neither myself nor my family have
ever received responses to our September 15, 2022 comments to Wilson Engineering’s public survey. Our comments can still
be found on the Briargate-Stapleton website. Oddly, our comments are not in the County compilation in e-Darp, nor in your
packet. See the screen shots of our comments which foiiow the EDARP responses. By the way, there are about 30 comments
from other people without responses on the website (for instance, Amy Phillips makes a particularly cogent argument for
upgrading the Woodman Road corridor for your consideration, which also received no response, so | also included her
comment to follow.)

We further note that the spreadsheet of Public Comments-Responses in the Wilson Report in your packet cannot is
illegible. We now see that this document is legible in EDARP and don’t think the public should be expected to be detectives to
find legible documents.

Stakeholder meetings:

Both Ms. Paz de Araujo and Ms. Herrington stated that meetings were held with developer stakeholders in the B-S
corridor. Our developer, MyPad, Inc., for Eagle Rising Subdivision was never contacted even though contact information is
plainly clear in our EDARP file. MyPad is not as large a Classic and Norwood, however MyPad is important because both
Cottonwood Creek and future ROW for Briargate are on our Eagle Rising Subdivision property.

Errors:

The Wilson Report errors in stating there is no history of the presence of Preble's jumping mouse in this area of Cottonwood
Creek and now makes a distinction between habitat and critical habitat. Environmental consultants for our Eagle Rising
Subdivision refer to the floodplain, riparian area south our dam/south of our property as prime mouse habitat. This is not
shown on Wilson documents as such. As we have been planning our subdivision for over ten years, our documents for our
submittal can be publicly accessed in e-Darpps2] . My family is developing our 70 acres impacted by the Corridor, yet we have
never been contacted by anyone with the Wilson Company.

A field study will be required to make the Preble’s mouse determination. When Preble’s mouse is trapped, [s3] a

bridge crossing of Cottonwood Creek south of our property may be required: but the expense of this bridge is not contained
in the Wilson Study cost projections. Furthermore, the proposed 24 feet expansion in the width ROW would encroach upon
the foot of our dam for our pond on Cottonwood Creek to the north of the Briargate crossing. Moving and reconstructing our
dam will bear considerable cost to the County. Please, see comment to follow.

Wilson discusses the ponds on Cottonwood Creek as “stock ponds(is4]”. | think “ponds for fire fighting” is better. Use of
these ponds includes “standing water reservoirs for fire fighting, wildlife habitat, recreation and aesthetics.” The water in our
pond was critical for fire fighting in the 2013 Black Forest Fire as the private wells and Park Forest Water District community
water hydrants deliver limited, small water flows. The Wilson Report states that our pond is part of Park Forest Water
District’s reservoir system. This is not the case.

Regulation by outside consultants:



Wilson states that future upstream development of more than one acre - i.e. our Eagle Rising Subdivision property - will be
required to provide full spectrum water detention. Our MVE Engineer, Inc. engineers have determined that developed
stormwater flows off Eagle Rising Subdivision’s lots which are larger 2 % acre lots in this area, do not require detention of
stormwater flows. The Wilson Report does not refer to our Master Development Drainage Plan performed by MVE
Engineering for our Eagle Rising Subdivision. Is this “corridor and access plan” the place for these policies? This subject does
not seem proper for the stated purpose of the Wilson report.

After more than 10 years of unending process delays and changes in regulations, we have come to believe the legal,
engineering and planning staff and dysfunctional culture of El Paso County Public Works and Planning appear to be
intentionally delaying approvals of our subdivision in order to take our property by regulatory and inverse condemnation and
to require us to become subject to these future requirements that seem to be attempts to compel us to pay for drainage
improvements not required for our proposed Eagle Rising Subdivision project; all to the benefit of the County. As Ms.
Herington gets up to speed as new Director of Planning, we hope it will be possible to resolve these issues.

Please, reject this “outside consultant approach” by County Staff to add new requirements for our subdivision.

Please, distribute this memo to all the other members of Planning Commission[iss] .

Please, do not approve the Wilson Report on Briargate-Stapleton Corridor as it stands.

Thanks for your interest in this matter and for your service,

Regards,

Steve Jacobs, MD

For unsigned responses entered on October 10, 2023 into EDARP without direct notification to Home Owner
Associations that wrote the letter above to the EPC BOCC see the following pages.

us1)Not mentioned above

us21Reference SP205 (Preliminary) and or SP2225 (Final)
s3]Funny comment

ps4]Provide reference

ussjSeems randomly placed



October 18, 2023

Steve Jacobs, MD

P O Box 2076

Colorado Springs, CO 80901
JacobsMDi@me.com
719-359-1470

Vice-Chairman Jay Carlson
El Paso County Planning Commission
Via email attachment

Re: Eagle Rising Subdivision @ Cottonwood Creek and the EPC Planning Commission rejection of
the Wilson Company’s Briargate-Stapleton Corridor Alignment Plan and Access Control Plan without
modifications

Dear Vice-Chairman Carlson,

El Paso County represents the Briargate-Stapleton Plan as preserving the Briargate-Stapleton
corridor. Instead, the Plan initiates condemnation and taking twenty-four (24) feet of property from
thirty six (36) homeowners plus three (3) other property owners in the already plated area from Black
Forest Road east to the “Jayne’s Subdivision.”

Please, do not approve the Wilson Report on Briargate-Stapleton Corridor as it stands.

Most importantly, your Planning Commission has the authority to limit the width of the
Corridor to its current 120 feet total from Black Forest Road to the recently approved Jayne’s
Subdivision, as this ROW cuts through the 5 Subdivisions that have long counted on this 120
feet access width. Please, don’t start eminent domain condemnation on our properties.

Number two; eliminate the traffic signal at Loch Linneh|Place. Wilson and the County appear
to agree.

Number three; remove the over-reach and errors in the report and send review of this
material to the appropriate forums for resolution.

Following is the September 16, 2022 Letter signed by five HOAs to the BOCC, which was cited in
the October 5, 2023 Planning Commission meeting, howbeit at the last minute. The only response
to this letter we received prior to the October 5, 2023 Planning Commission (PC) meeting is from
Commissioner Williams, acknowledging receipt without comment. After the PC meeting, anonymous
responses were entered on October 10, 2023 into EDARP as responses to “the letter signed by
Dana King and Stephen Jacobs” without identifying “the letter”. Again, there was no direct
notification to the Home Owner Associations which wrote the letter. The responses are
compiled for your convenience following the letter. My response to the somewhat confusing
response from Wilson or the County engineers is that taking 24 feet of the 32 foot utility
easement for new right of way access (ROW) requires condemning our properties. ROW and
cascment access are not synonyms. EPC will own the ROW. Easements are owned by the
current property owners.

[ Commented [JS1]: Not mentioned above




Responses:

Contrary to Presenter Ms. Paz de Araujo's statements during her October 5th presentation regarding
Wilson Engineering's answers to public comments, and Engineer Schwartz written statement in the
PC packet, neither myself nor my family have ever received responses to our September 15, 2022
comments to Wilson Engineering's public survey. Our comments can still be found an the Briargate-
Stapleton website. Oddly, our comments are not in the County compilation in e-Darp, nor in your
packel. See the screen shots of our comments which follow the EDARP responses. By the way,
there are about 30 comments from other people without responses on the website (for instance,
Amy Phillips makes a particularly cogent argument for upgrading the Woodman Road corridor for
your consideration, which also received no response, so | also included her comment to follow.)

We further note that the spreadsheet of Public Comments-Responses in the Wilson Report in your
packet cannot is illegible. We now see that this document is legible in EDARP and don't think the
public should be expected lo be detectives to find legible documents.

Stakeholder meetings:

Both Ms. Paz de Araujo and Ms. Herrington stated that meetings were held with developer
stakehalders in the B-S corridor. Our developer, MyPad, Inc., for Eagle Rising Subdivision was
never contacted even though contact information is plainly clear in our EDARP file. MyPad is not as
large a Classic and Norwood, however MyPad is important because both Cottonwood Creek and
future ROW for Briargate are on our Eagle Rising Subdivision property.

Errors:

The Wilsen Report errars in stating there is no history of the presence of Preble’s jumping mouse

in this area of Cottonwood Creek and now makes a distinction between habitat and critical

habitat. Environmental consultants for our Eagle Rising Subdivision refer to the floodplain, riparian

area south our dam/south of our property as prime mouse habitat. This is not shown on Wilson
documents as such. As we have been planning our subdivision for over ten years, our documents for

our submittal can be publicly accessed in e-Darp. My family is developing our 70 acres impacted by
the Corridor, yet we have never been contacted by anyone with the Wilson Company.

Commented [J52]: Reference SP205 {Preliminary} and or
SP2225 (Final) ‘

A field study will be required to make the Preble's mouse determination. When Preble's mouse is
trapped, a bridge crossing of Cottonwood Creek south of our property may be required: but the -[E,mmented [JS3]: Funny comment |
expense of this bridge is not contained in the Wilson Study cost projections. Furthermore, the
proposed 24 feet expansion in the width ROW would encroach upon the foot of our dam for our
pond on Cottonwood Creek to the north of the Briargate crossing. Moving and reconstructing our
dam will bear considerable cost to the County. Please, see comment to follow.

Wilson discusses the ponds on Cottonwood Creek as "stock ponds”. | think "ponds for fire fighting” Commented [JS4]: Provide reference ]
is better. Use of these ponds includes “standing water reservoirs for fire fighting, wildiife habitat,
recreation and aesthetics." The water in our pond was critical for fire fighting in the 2013 Black
Forest Fire as the private wells and Park Forest Water District community water hydrants deliver
limited, small water flows. The Wilson Report states that our pond is part of Park Foresl Water
District's reservoir system. This is not the case.

Regulation by outside consultants:

Wilson states that future upstream development of more than one acre - i.e. our Eagle Rising
Subdivision property - will be required to provide full spectrum water detention. Our MVE Engineer,
Inc. engineers have determined that developed stormwater flows off Eagle Rising Subdivision's lots
which are larger 2 ¥ acre lots in this area, do not require detention of stormwater flows. The
Wilson Report does not refer to our Master Development Drainage Plan performed by MVE
Engineering for our Eagle Rising Subdivision. Is this “corridor and access plan” the place for these
policies? This subject does not seem proper for the stated purpose of the Wilson report.



After more than 10 years of unending process delays and changes in regulations, we have come to
believe the legal, engineering and planning staff and dysfunctional culture of El Paso County Public
Works and Planning appear to be intentionally delaying approvals of our subdivision in order to take
our property by regulatory and inverse condemnation and to require us to become subject to these
future requirements that seem to be attempts to compel us to pay for drainage improvements not
required for our proposed Eagle Rising Subdivision project; all to the benefit of the County. As Ms.
Herington gels up to speed as new Director of Planning, we hope it will be possible to resolve these
issues.

Please, reject this “outside consultant approach” by County Staff to add new requirements for our
subdivision.

Please, distribute this memo to all the other members of Planning (Commission]. [r ted [JS5]: Seems randomly placed

Please, do not approve the Wilson Report on Briargate-Stapleton Corridor as it stands.
Thanks for your interest in this matter and for your service,
Regards,

Steve Jacobs, MD
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Eagle Rising Owners Associalion

Eagle Wing Eslates Homeowner's Association. Inc.

El Paso County Board of County Commissioners
Centennial Hall

200 South Cascade Ave.. Suite 100

Colorado Springs. CO 80903

Re: Extending Briargate Parkway from Black Forest Road to Vollmer Road / Wilson and Company
Dear Commissioners;

Wa five Home Owner Associations (HOAs) directly affected by the extension of Briargale Parkway, want lo
bring 1o your aftention several errors and problems with the Wilsan & Company plan for g
Briargate Parkway through our neighborhood from Black Forest Rd. to the underdeveloped Jaynes
proparty further east extending to Vollmear Rd. We urge you to not accept the Wilson & Company
Briargate-Stapleton Studies without reducing the right-of-way (ROW) design 10 the currenl 120 feet
adjacen! to our homes, eliminaling the interchange at Loch Linneh PI. and adding 2 major Colorado
Springs Ulilities water main through the Briargate Parkway corridor.

A

Many of our homes are immediately adjacent to the Briargate Parkway y and were pl d and
canstructed relying on the current platted120" ROW. In the 1990°s El Paso County accepled the
Preliminary Plan and Final Plat for Highland Park Subdivision submitted by Ken and Doug Barber's
development company, Rawhide Real Estate. Al thal time the 120 fool right of way (ROW) was platted for
fulure Briargate Blvd. This 120 ft ROW met the Engineering Crileria for the four lane principal arterial
roadway planned for the fulure specified in the 2040 Major Transportation Cerridor Plan (MTCP). This is
\he same ROW that exists loday, yet Wilson & Company plan lo increase the ROW to 168 ft. by taking an
additional 24 ft. {rom properties on each side of the current 120 ft ROW. Our neighborhood of 2 122 acre
lots, while larger than many urban cily lots, are more akin 1o urban city lots Ihan to large rural parcels

without homes adjacent to the roadway. The current Engineering Criteria M | (ECM) specifies 130" for
an urban lour lane principle arterial roadway so the 120 It ROW still serves its purpose. We wanl to
emphasize that the 168° ROW conlemplated by the Wiisen enginears is not appropri dj to our

homes, nar are 6 lanes in the future. With proper mitigation of noise. light. air and waler poliution problems

d by principle arterial roadways, we can live with the current 120° ROW. 120 ftis the ROW we have
been counting on for over 30 years and residents that have bought properties as recently as this manth
have accounted for only 120 it.

Increasing the current 120° ROW will require Eminent Deomain taking of 24' lrom each of our 40
praperties, Loss of this area renders each property oul of compliance with the ARZ2.5 zoning. There are
many of our septic leach fields that are In this zone of taking. Many of us planted trees 1o mitigate the
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nalse, dust and the view of traffic anticipated when the Briargate roadway is constructed. Many of these
malure trees are in the zone of taking. On ona property, the taking may involve reconstructing a dam. The
expenses to the County from taking our property by Eminent Domain are not warranted. Given the high
value of properties along the Briargate Parkway extension, the cost of taking the 24 feat could be in excess
ol 510 malion. Providing us notica of the County’'s intent in this manner is poor public poiicy.

A roadway that allows traffic to speeds in excess of 70 mph on Briargale is nol safe in our
nelghborhood. While the speed limit is likely to be 45 mph, 70 mph and fastar is commonly observed on
similar roadways. Briargate will separale our now quiet neighborhood. The roadway should not also be
dangerous and deadly. Briargate traffic is not only dangerous for pedestrians crossing to connact with
naighbors, but Cattonwood Cresk is also a significant wildiife corridor. Deer ing Briargate will be
dangerous and deadly to drivers. Please, take strong measures to siow traffic.

Wilson & Company asserts thal there is no Preble’s mouse habitat on Cottonwood Creek in the area of
contemplated construction. Reports 1o the contrary exist and a study will be required by Faderal

officials. Preble's mouse is only one of several reasons why a bridge, not the box culvert Wilson -
Company specify could be required for the Gotlanwood Creek ing, which is within the FEMA flood
zone. The expensa of a bridge designed for future 6 lane raffic is not warranted in our neighborhood.

The traffic signal pl 1 {or the Bri Parkway | tion with Lochlinneh PI. is not justified as
it will never meat the required warrants. There is no reason lo preserve a full movement intersection in this
location, The accepted Development Plan for Eagle Rising, the property to the north, demonstrales no
access lo Briargale Blvd. Very litte traffic will m left from west bound Briargate 1o access three blocks of

Highland Park neighborhood. Very tew Uips from Highland Park will tum left anto westbound Briargate
Parkway. A traffic signal at this location does not justify the more than $350,000 instaliation expense, nor
the light poliution in this dark sky neighborhood, nor the stop-and-go traffic noise in this quiet
neighborhoad, Lech Linneh currently terminates in a cul-de-sac lum angund. This \raffic solution is
superior to a right-infright-out with costly accelaration and deceleration lanes. We ask thal you place this
traffic signal at the inlersectian of Volmer and Burg which ins a very dana: int ion alter
numerous crashes and fatalities.

We thank you for your time and attention to this matiar and appreciate your continued support in protecting
the rights of Homeowners in Colorado Springs. Again we urge you to not accept the Wilson & Company
Briargate-Stapleton product without reducing the ROW design to the current 120 feet adjacent to our
homes, ekiminating the interchange at Lach Linneh and adding a major Golorado Springs Utilities water

_main through the Briargate Parkway Corridor.

Stephen Jacobs, President
Eagle Bi Association

—
R i
Clarence Adams, President
Eagle Wing Estates Homeowner's Association, Inc.

riglia, President
tand Park 3 Neighbarhood Assaciation
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From: Holly Willinma nobywizams @ cipascco.com
Subject: Fe- updated lattor rom 5 HOA rejecting Wilson and Company Report
Dole: Seplember 19, 20220t 4:41 PM
To: Steve Jacobs 21 @me com

Thank you — I have sent this over to the planning department and the Department of Public
Waorks, I think it involves an open application.

Commissioner Holly Williams
200 S Cascade, Suite 100

Colorado Springs, CO 80903

(719) 520-6411 (office)

(719) 374-0856 (cell)

From: Steve Jacobs <s2j1@me.com>

Sent: Sunday, September 18, 2022 8:50 AM

To: Holly Willlams <HollyWilllams@elpasoco.com>

Subject: updated letter from 5 HOA rejecting Wilson and Company Report

CAUTION: This emall originated from oulside the El Paso County technology network. Do not click links
or open attachments unless you recognize the sender and know the contant Ia eafe. Please call IT
Customer Support at 520-6355 if you are unsure of the Integrity of this measage.

Dear Commissioner Waliams,

Plaase. see tha 3 atischments comprising the updaled letter
Thark you,

Steve Jacobs

For unsigned responses entered on October 10, 2023 into EDARP without direct notification to
Home Owner Associations that wrote the letter above to the EPC BOCC see the following pages.



The letter signed by Dana King and Stephen Jacobs regarding the Briargate-Stapleton corridor states the
following:

Comment

Many of our homes were
planned and constructed
relying on the current
platted 120° ROW.

Bualuntion/

The subdivision filing documents for Highland Park and Eagle
Rising show a 120’ wide ROW for Briargate Parkway and two
thirty-foot-wide public utility easements located adjacent to the
platted ROW on the north and the south for a total of 180", This
total width is twelve feet more than the 168’ total width shown in
the report exhibits. Although the exhibits are labeled as ROW, the
full width shown in the illustrative typical sections includes both
roadway infiastructure and public utility easements. All typical
scction exhibits arc conceptual and illustrate a progression of the
roadway from a rural selting Lo a polential future urban sctting,
The illustrative ultimate (future) typical seclion includes urban
drainage infrastructure (curb & gutter to replace the drainage
swalcs), four 11-foot—wide travel lanes, two 6-foot-wide shoulders
(a carryover from H Paso County standards), a six-foot-wide
detached sidewalk that is separated from the travel lancs by a
seven-fool-wide bufler, a 12-foot-wide bike (rail (located in the
utility corridor on one side), and two 25-foot-wide utility corridors.
The back-of-curb to back-of-curb roadway width in the illustrative
ultimate typical section is 92°. The detached sidewalk and seven-
foot-wide buffer bring the total typical section width to 105°. Were
a detached sidewalk added to the other side of the roadway as an
alternative to a bike trail, the roadway section width would
increase to 118”. Were the trailrelocated, adjacent to the travei
lanes in lieu of a second detached sidewalk, the roadway section
would increase to 124, four feet wider than the platted ROW.

‘We want to cmphasize that
the 168’ ROW
contemplated by the
Wilson engincers is not
appropriate adjacent to our
homes. nor are six lanes in
the future.

The ultimate (future) conceptual typical roadway section incladed
in the report is consistent with the platted 120-foot-wide ROW
and lwo adjaccnl Lhirty-fool-wide public utilitics easements.
Widening ol Briargate Parkway (o six lanes is not planned,
Widening ol the illustrative ultimate typical section Lo six lanes
would require additional ROW and significant throw-away and
reconstruction.

Increasing the carrent 120°
ROW will require eminent
domain taking from each of
out 40 properties.

Acquisition of ROW in addition to that already platted is not
needed to accommodate the iffustrative four-lane ultimate typical
section for Briargatc Parkway.

Aroadway thal allows
traffic Lo spceds in excess
ol'70 mph on Briargate is
not safe for our
neighborhood.

Per the Bl Paso County Engincering Design Griteria, a Major
Arterial class roadway is designed Lo operate safely with an 85"
percentile operaling speed ol'45 mph. Data from local speed
studies for existing roadways of similar configuration do not
support the assertion that traffic would reach specds in excess of’
70 mph.




5 | There is no reason to i It was assumed that the existing neighborhoods would desire
preserve a full-movement access at this location. Reducing this access to RIRO or eliminating
| intersection in this location | this is access would be desirable from an access management
{Loch Linneh Place}. standpoint as it would improve access spacing, bringing it into |
| | better compliance with optimal spacing. il
6 | We ask that you place this | The Volimer/Burgess intersection is not part of this study. The |
traffic signal (Loch Linneh County recently completed the El Paso County Roadway Safety
Piace) at the intersection of | Plan (pttns:/fwaww epesaterroads com). The Plan prioritized
Volmer and Burgess, which | intersections and roadway segments for additional analysis and
remains a very dangerous [ identified strategies to improve safety at these locations
intersection after many Signalization the Vollmer/Burgess intersection is one strategy that
crashes. could be implemented to improve safety, but anly if signal
warrants, including traffic volumes through the intersection, are
met. Similarly, a signal at a future Loch Linneh Place/Briargate |
Parkway intersection, or any other future corridor intersection
!____ could only be installed when signal warrants are met.
7 | Wilson & Company asserts | The statement is not true. Perhaps the commenter does not
that there is no Preble’s understand the difference between ordinary habitat and critical
mouse habitat on habitat
:?et;onwood EeeKinthe Page 20 of the report states that there is no habitat designated as
critical by the U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service in the Briargate-
Stapleton corridor. See Federal Register of December 15, 2010, at:
https:/fwww.govinfo gov/content/okg/FR-2010-12-15/pdf/20
| 30571 pdf
For a USFWS description of Designated Critical Habitat, see:
hutps;/fwww fwe gou/sites/default/files/documents/eritical-
| habitai-fact-sheet. pdf
‘ | Apart from the issue of eritical habitat, the report indicates that
the Preble’s Meadow Jumping Mouse (PMJM) uses riparian habitat
{atong streams), and that our biologist identified 13 streams with
riparian habitat that would be crossed by the project. See Figure
5.6 in the report. This means that there IS potential PMIM habitat
in the project area. [
8 | Reports to the contrary | See comment above. The report indicates that there IS potential I
exist and a study will be | PMJM habitat in the project area. So, yes — it is recognized that
| required by Federal | assessment of any PMJM impacts will be needed in order to get |
| officials. environmental clearance for the project.
| 9 | Preble’s mouse is only one | Figure 5.1 of the report indeed shows the FEMA flood designation
of several reasons why a | for Cottonwaod Creek Any new structure over this drainage
bridge, not the box culvert | would be designed in accordance with FEMA requirements.
Wilson & Company specify | Additionally, a bridge generally is more compatible with wildlife
could be required for the needs than a culvert, if the impacts of building the bridge are not |
Cottonwood Creek | highly adverse
crossing, which is within
the FEMA flood zone.




10

The expense of a bridge
designed for the future six
lane traffic is not
warranted in our
neighborhood

A bridge, if built, would not be intended to be used only by any
one neighborhood, but for the benefit of all corridor users of the
roadway.

11

Again, we urge you to not
accept the Wilson&
Company Briargate-
Stapleton product without
reducing the ROW design
to the current 120 feet
adjacent to our homes,
eliminating the interchange
at Loch Linneh and adding
a major Colorado Springs
Utilitles water main
through the Briargate
Parkway corridor.

The conceptual typical roadway sections included in the report are
consistent with the platted 120’-wide ROW and two adjacent
thirty-foot-wide public utilities easements. The future signalized
intersection at Loch Linneh Place was included in the belief that
the existing neighborhoods would want access to Briargate
Parkway at this location; the access will be removed. El Paso
County cannot extend a CSU water main within the county but is
providing a utility carridor as part of the plan ta accommodate
utility extension within the corridor. CSU, as part of stakeholder
coordination has expressed the desire to extend gas in the
corridor.




BRIARGATE-STAPLETON

Project for Mobility

COMMUNITY Q & A ‘
Comments posted on the Interactive Map are posted here along with answers from the Project Team.
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BRIARGATE-STAPLETON

Project for Mobility

COMMUNITY Q & A
Comments posted an the Interactive Map are posted here along with answers from the Project Team.
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BRIARGATE-STAPLETON

Project for Mobility

COMMUNITY Q & A
Comments posted on the Interactive Map are posted here along with answers from the Project Team
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September 16, 2022

Highland Park Neighborhood Association 1
Highland Park Neighborhood Association 2
Highland Park Home Owners Association 3

Eagle Rising Owners Association

Eagle Wing Estates Homeowner’s Association, [nc.

El Paso County Board of County Commissioners
Centennial Hall

200 South Cascade Ave., Suite 100

Colorado Springs, CO 80903

Re: Extending Briargate Parkway from Black Forest Road to Vollmer Road / Wilson and Company

Dear Commissioners;

We five Home Owner Associations (HOAs) directly affected by the extension of Briargate Parkway, want to
bring to your attention several errors and problems with the Wilson & Company plan for extending
Briargate Parkway through our neighborhood from Black Forest Rd. to the underdeveloped Jaynes
property further east extending to Volimer Rd. We urge you to not accept the Wilson & Company
Briargate-Stapleton Studies without reducing the right-of-way (ROW) design to the current 120 feet
adjacent to our homes, eliminating the interchange at Loch Linneh PI. and adding a major Colorado
Springs Utilities water main through the Briargate Parkway corridor.

Many of our homes are immediately adjacent to the Briargate Parkway roadway and were planned and
constructed relying on the current platted120’ ROW. In the 1990's El Paso County accepted the
Preliminary Plan and Final Plat for Highland Park Subdivision submitted by Ken and Doug Barber's
development company, Rawhide Real Estate. At that time the 120 foot right of way (ROW) was platted for
future Briargate Bivd. This 120 ft ROW met the Engineering Criteria for the four lane principal arterial
roadway planned for the future specified in the 2040 Major Transportation Corridor Plan (MTCP). This is
the same ROW that exists today, yet Wilson & Company plan to increase the ROW to 168 ft. by taking an
additional 24 ft. from properties on each side of the current 120 ft ROW. Our neighborhood of 2 1/2 acre
lots, while larger than many urban city lots, are more akin to urban city lots than to large rural parcels
without homes adjacent to the roadway. The current Engineering Criteria Manual (ECM) specifies 130’ for
an urban four lane principle arterial roadway so the 120 ft ROW still serves its purpose. We want to
emphasize that the 168' ROW contemplated by the Wilson engineers is not appropriate adjacent to our
homes, nor are 6 lanes in the future. With proper mitigation of noise, light, air and water pollution problems
created by principle arterial roadways, we can live with the current 120’ ROW. 120 ftis the ROW we have
been counting on for over 30 years and residents that have bought properties as recently as this month

have accounted for only 120 ft.
Increasing the current 120' ROW will require Eminent Domain taking of 24’ from each of our 40

properties. Loss of this area renders each property out of compliance with the RR2.5 zoning. There are
many of our septic leach fields that are in this zone of taking. Many of us planted trees to mitigate the
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noise, dust and the view of traffic anticipated when the Briargate roadway is constructed. Many of these
mature irees are in the zone of taking. On one property, the taking may involve reconstructing a dam. The
expenses to the County from taking our property by Eminent Domain are not warranted. Given the high
value of properties along the Briargate Parkway extension, the cost of taking the 24 feet could be in excess
of $10 million. Providing us notice of the County's intent in this manner is poor public policy.

A roadway that allows traffic to speeds in excess of 70 mph on Briargate is not safe in our
neighborhood. While the speed limit is likely to be 45 mph, 70 mph and faster is commonly observed on
similar roadways. Briargate will separate our now quiet neighborhood. The roadway should not also be
dangerous and deadly. Briargate traffic is not only dangerous for pedestrians crossing to connect with
neighbors, but Cottonwood Creek is also a significant wildlife corridor. Deer crossing Briargate will be
dangerous and deadly to drivers. Please, take strong measures to siow ftraific.

Wilson & Company asserts that there is no Preble’s mouse habitat on Cottonwood Creek in the area of
contemplated construction. Reports to the contrary exist and a study will be required by Federal

officials. Preble’s mouse is only one of several reasons why a bridge, not the box culvert Wilson &
Company specify could be required for the Cottonwood Creek crossing, which is within the FEMA flood
zone. The expense of a bridge designed for future 6 lane traffic is not warranted in our neighborhood.

The traffic signal planned for the Briargate Parkway intersection with Lochlinneh PI. is not justified as
it will never meet the required warrants. There is no reason to preserve a full movement intersection in this
location. The accepted Development Plan for Eagle Rising, the property to the north, demonstrates no
access to Briargate Bivd. Very little traffic will tum left from west bound Briargate to access three blocks of
the Highland Park neighborhood. Very few trips from Highland Park will tum left onto westbound Briargate
Parkway. A traffic signal at this location does not justify the more than $350,000 installation expense, nor
the light poliution in this dark sky neighborhood, nor the stop-and-go traffic noise in this quiet
neighborhood. Loch Linneh cumently terminates in a cul-de-sac tum around. This traffic solution is
superior to a right-in/right-out with costly acceleration and deceleration lanes. We ask that you place this
traffic signal at the intersection of Volmer and Burgess, which remains a very dangerous intersection after
numerous crashes and fatalities.

We thank you for your time and attention to this matter and appreciate your continued support in protecting
the rights of Homeowners in Colorado Springs.  Again we urge you to not accept the Wilson & Company
Briargate-Stapleton product without reducing the ROW design to the current 120 feet adjacent to our
homes, eliminating the interchange at Loch Linneh and adding a major Colorado Springs Utilities water

main through the Briargate Parkway Corridor.

irg; Presiden Stephen Jacobs, President
Highiand Park 1&2 Neighborhood Association ; Association

i = —

Clarence Adams, President
Eagle Wing Estates Homeowner's Association, Inc.  H

Respectfully-submitted,

erniglia, President
land Park 3 Neighborhood Assaociation
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From: Holly Willlams hollywiliams@alpasoco.com
Subject: Re: updated letter from 5 HOA rejecting Wilson and Company Report
Date: September 19, 2022 at 4:41 PM
To: Steve Jacobs s2j1@me.com

Thank you -- I have sent this over to the planning department and the Department of Public
Works, I think it involves an open application.

Commissioner Holly Williams
200 S Cascade, Suite 100

Colorado Springs, CO 80903

(719) 520-6411 (office)

(719) 374-0856 (cell)

From: Steve Jacobs <s2jl@me.com>

Sent: Sunday, September 18, 2022 8:50 AM

To: Holly Williams <HollyWilliams@elpasoco.com>

Subject: updated letter from 5 HOA rejecting Wilson and Company Report

CAUTION: This email originated from outside the El Paso County technology network. Do not click links
or open attachments unless you recognize the sender and know the content is safe. Please call IT
Customer Support at 520-6355 if you are unsure of the integrity of this message.

Dear Commissioner Williams,
Please, see the 3 attachments comprising the updated letter.

Thank you,

Steve Jacobs



The letter signed by Dana Xing and Stephen lacobs regarding the Briargate-Stapleton carndor states the

fodlawing:
| ¥ Comment Evaluation/Response
i wlanyofour homes were The subdivision filing dacuments for Highland Park and Eagle

planned and canstructed
relying an the current
platted 135 RAW.

| Risang show a 1207 wade ROW for Briargate Parkway and two

| thirty-fopt-wide publsc wtility easements kocated adjacent to the

| platted ROW on the north and the south far a tatal of 180" This

| tatal width is twelve Eeet mare than the 168 tatal wadth shown |

; the report exhibits. Although the exhibits are labeled as BOW, the

| full wadth shown i the illusirative typical sections includes bath

| roacway mfrastruguse and public utility eesements. Al by pical

| sectian exhibits are canceptual and illustrate a progression of the

| roachway from a rural setting to a potental futwre urban setteng.

| The dlustratwe ultsnate [future} bypical secsan incledes urban

| drainage sfrastructure [curk & gutter to replace the drainage

| swales|, four 11-foot--wide travel lanes, taa &-foot-wide shoulders

| (@ carryaver from £l Paso County standards), 3 six-foot-wide

| detached sice'wzk that is separated from the travel lanes by 2
seyen-foot-wide buffer, 3 12-foat-wide bike trail {|ocated in the
utility coeridar on ane side), and two 25-foot-wide wility cormdars.

| The back-of-curh ta back-of-curh roadway width in the dlustrative

| ultimate typecal section s 92°. The detached sidewalk and seven-

| foot-wide buiffer bring the total typicat section width to 145°. Were
adetached sidewal% added o the other side of the raadway as an

atternathve ta a bike trail, the roadway section width wauld

| increase to 118", Were the trail relocated, adjacent 1o the trawve!

| lanes m lieu of a seccad detached sidewalk, the roadway section
waould increase to 124°, four Test wider 1£1an_tlb5glathﬁd R

2  ‘Wewantto emphasize that | The ultemate (huture) conpeptual typical roadway section includad

| the 168" ACNAS | in the report is ponsisteng with the glatted 110-foot-wide ROW
cortemplated by the | and twa adjacent thirty-foct-wide pulilic utfities casemenks
‘Wilson engmneers is not | ' Widenirg af Briargate Paraay 1o six lanes is nat planned.
agpropriate adg@cent to our | 'Widening of the ibustrative ultsnate typical section to sx lanes !
homes, nor are 5ot lanes in | would reguire addiional AW and significant throw-away and i
the future. | recanstruction. I

[ 3 increasing the cuerent 1200 | Azgisition of ROW in addition ta that already platted is nct !
ROW will require emanent | needed to accommodate the Bustrative four-fane Wltimate typical |

| domain taking from eadh of | section for Briargate Parkaay. .
aust 40 properties. '

| 4 Arocadway that allows Per the El Pase County Engineering Design Criteria, a Major 1.

|

iraffic to speeds in excess
af ¥ mph on Brizrgate is
not safe for our
neighbarbood.

Arteraad class roadway is designed to operate safely with an 5%
percentile operating speed af 45 mphe Data from local speed |
studlies far existing roadways of simifar configuration do not |
support the assertion that traffic would reach speeds in excess of |
| M mph. |




& . There & no reazan ko It was assumed that the enisting neighborhvods would desire
preserve 2 full-mavement | access at thes loaaton. Redudng this access ta ARG ar eliminating
mmtersection in this locatian | this is acoess would be desicable from an access management
{Loch Linnen Place]. standpoint a5 it would improve access spacing, bringing it into

| better compliance with optimal spacing.

6 We ash that yoa place this | The Volmer/urgess intersection is not part of this sfudy. The

traffic signad (Loch Lirmeh County recenthy comgpleted the El Paso County Roadway Safety

' Place] at the intersection of | Plan jhitps./fwas epcsaferroads.camil. The PMan prioritized

Volmer and Burgess, which | intersections and roadway segments far additional analy=s= and

remaEns 3 very dangerous identified strategees ta improwve safety at these lo@tions.

mntersection after maey Signalization the ‘Yollmer/Burgess mtersectian is ane strategy that

crashes. muld be implemented ta imarove sfety, but only if sgnal
warrants, irndwding traffic voumes through the mtersection, ane
me=t. Sirmilarly, 2 signal at a future Loch Linneh Place/Briargate
Parkway intersection, ar any other future carridor imbersecton
could anly be mstalled when signal wamrants are met.

?  Wilson & Company aszerts | The statement is not tre. Perhaps the commenter does not
that there is no Preble’s ‘ understand the difference betaeen ordinary habitat and orvical
mouse habitat on habstat. |
inil.nnwn-ud Chepkiin the Page 10 af the report states that there is no habitat designated as

gritical by the U.5. Fish and Wikllife Service in the Briargate-
Staaletan comdor. See Federal Regester of Cecember 15, 2014, at:
https/ fwvew gavinfo.powfcontent fokg /FR-2070- 12-15pdf/ 2010
! ! Far a USFWE descriotion of Cesignated Critical Habitat, see: i
‘| | hetpsdSwven fws govdsites'defaultFiles/ documerdssoritical- |
| ! habetat fact-sheet. pdf l
i iﬂ.part from the issue af critical habitat, the repart ndicates that '[
| the Preble’s kdeadow lumgping Mouse {FidiM) uses riparian habitat |
‘ |along streams), and that qur Balogist identified 13 streams wath
[ riparian habitat that wauld be cromsed by the progect. See Figure
| 5.6 in the repart. This mears that there 15 patential PAviM babitat
| in the project area.
" B fieports to the contrary See carmment abowe. The report indicates that there 15 potential
. exit and a study will be Pt habitat m the project area. %o, yes — it s recognized that
" requered by Federal assessment of any PRAMA enpacts will be needed in order bo get
afficiaks. ewironmental dearance for the progect.
4 Preble’s mause is only one | Figure 5.1 af the report indeed shows the FEMA flood designaticn

af several reasons wiy a
bridge, not the box cubeert
‘Wilson & Company spedfy
could be neguired far the
Cottonwood Creek
crossing, whiich i within
the FEKA lood zone.

for Cottonwoad Creek. Any new structure awer this drainage
~would be designed in accardance with FEMA requirements.
Additionally, a bridge generally is mare compatible with wildidfe
needs than a cubrert, if the impacts of budding the bridge are not
highdy achrerse.




it The expense of a bridge | & bridge, if budt, would nat be intended to be used oaly by any
designed for the fture six | one neighborhaod, but for the benefit of all carridor users of the

lane traffic & not roache ay.
warranted in our
~neighborhacd. l ,
i1  Again, we wge youl ta not The conceatual typical raadway sections included in the repon are
acrept the Wilsoni consstent with the piatted 1207-wide ROW and two adjacent
Company Brargate- thirty-fapt-wide publec wilities easemsents. The future signafized

reducing the ROW design the existing neighbarhoods would want access ta Brasgate
to the current 1) fest Parkway at this kcatan; the acoess will be remaved. E Paso
adjacant to oar homes, Lourty cannat extend a C9U waber masn within the county but is
eleminating the inkerchange | prowiding a wility corridar as paet of the plan to accomemedate
at Loch Linneeh and addeng | utility extension within the corridar. €34, as part of stakeholder
a major Coforado Springs coordnation has expressed the desire ta extand gas m the
Utilizes water main | corridos.
througn the Brargate

] Pariway coeridar.

|
|
|
!
i Siapletan praduct withaut | intersection at Loch Linneh Place was included in the belief that
|
|
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COMMUNITY Q & A

Comments posted on the Interactive Map are posted here along with answers from the Project Team.

9799 Lech Linneh Pl Colorado Springs. CO 809084780

Cathy Lane
Black ferest -

F . . . e P -
Gy 120 feet is the correct and appropriate, and historically established. width of

= the right-of-way (ROW) for Briargate Parkway Corridar between Black
%‘} Forest Road and the Javnes' property west of Vollmer Rd This ROW was
: established more than 20 vears agc and remains consistent with Ssture Major
Transportation Comdor Pian (MTCP) Roadway Plans for 2040 and 2060.
R This 120 foot ROW met the Engineering Criteria Manual definition for the
four lane Urban Principal Arterial Roadway planned for the future at the tme
of planning then platting Highland Park Subdivision which dedicated the
ROW. 120 feet is the correct width for this 4 lane. urban principle arterial
roadway which borders Forty (407 2.5 acre properties, most with homes
Roads at each erd of this segment of Briargate Parkway. Black Forest Roads and Vollmer Roads are designated urban
readways Wilson & Company Report to increase the ROW to 168 feet by taking an additional 24 feet from properties on
each side of the current 120 ft ROW leads to a future six lane roadway Six lanes 15 not on anv public Future Roadway Plan
for here. In addiiion. there 15 no need for a bikeway on both sides of Briargate Parkwav through cur neighborhood. Even
though the current Engineer:ng Criteria Manual (ECM) now specifies 130 for an urban four lane principle artenal roadway,
the 120 foot ROW from the previous edition of the ECM still serves its purpose, and should rule. Providing us notice of the
County’s intent wn this manner 15 poor public policy. We want to emphasize that the 168" ROW contemplated by the Wilson

GO glg - Hap St 2R Toxile
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BRIARGATE-STAPLETON

Project for Mobility

COMMUNITY Q & A
Comments posted on the Interactive Map are posted here along with answers from the Project Team.

Steve Jacobs
Black Fotest

LaForet Briargate Parkway crosses Cottonwood Creek in a FEMA flood zone that has
_= potential Preble’s mouse habitat Contrary to the Wilson and Co. Report that
l'\’_'} there are "no Preble’s mouse in this area”, a brand-new study for the mouse
4 is likelv required by Federal Wildlife officials. The upstream overflow
spillway converges at the creek at this location. A bridge crossing is likely to
PSS be required instead of the bex culvert proposed by Wilson and Ce. The
expense of a bridge designed for future 6 lane traffic 15 not warranted in our
neighborhoed. Safety matters. Fire danger is vear-round. The Highland Park
pond immedzatelv south of the Briargate Parkway Cornidor is the on-site
supply of water for fire-fighting purposes for over 100 homes wn that
neighborhood. Preservation of fire fighting capacity is the primary consideration when reconstructing this pond for detention
and water quality measures for the runoff from the Briargate Parkway. Construction of any initial phase of the Briargate
Parkway Corridor is a good time to extend a large water main from the City limits to the west (currently at Black Forest
Road) past the Eagle Wing Highland Park 1.2.3 Eagle Rising Subdivisions, as the Corridor goes to the Citv houits to the east
(the Javnes' property immediately west of Vollmer Road).

e
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Project for Mobility

COMMUNITY Q & A
Comments posted on the Interactive Map are posted here along with answers from the Project Team.

@728 Kilnunver Ct Colorado Springs. CO 8090E-4783 -

Jon
Wace Forem
LaForm

The cost projection is unrealistically low. The $1,300,000 initial budget is
unirealistic for Phase 1 of the Briargate Parkwvay Cornider between Black
Q Forest Road and the Jaynes' property west of Vollmer Road. Forty (40) 2.5
acre properties border this segment of the Briargate Parkway Corridor. The
additional 48 feet proposed in this Study requires Eminent Domain takings
from alt 40 owners - not just vacant land but the added costs of moving
mature trees, septic leach fields, extensive earthen berms, Century Link
cables, and one large dam and overflow spaliway. Plus the cost of the
Go gle Cottonwood Creek Lridge - bridge, not just a bax culvert is needed for that
location. PPRTA and El Paso County need to budget many times the amount
for construction as detailed by the Wilson Company for just this segment of Briargate Parkway. The $38,000,000 sited in the
PPRTA budget for Briargate-Stapleton seems low.

2022-05-15 20:27-23




BRIARGATE-STAPLETON

Project for Mobility

COMMUNITY Q & A
Comments posted on the Interactive Map are posted here along with answers from the Project Team.

Steve Jacobs

Black Fores!
LaForet ; .
There is no reason to install a full movement mtersection where Briargate
Parkway intersects with Loch Linneh Place, let alone an intersection with a
Q traific signal. A full intersection for “field access™ to the north does not make
sense. The Wilson and Co. Report 13 wrong in not citing the accepted

Development Plan for Eagle Rising (the property to the north) that
Rl demonstrates no access o Briargate Parkway and no future need for access 10
this northern property. Very little traffic will turn left from west-bound
Briargate Parkway to access the three blocks of Loch Linneh Place in the
Highland Park neighborheed, Very few trips from Highland Park will twrn
left onto westbound Briargate Parkway A traffic signal at this location does
not justifv the more than $350,000 installation expense, nor the light pollution in this dark-sky neighborhood. nor the stop-
and-go traffic noise in this quiet nerghborhood. A traffic signal in this location will never meet its required warrants. Leoch
Linneh P! currently terminates in a cul-de-sac tum around The best solution 15 to keep the cul-de-sac tumaround with no
intersection of Loch Linneh Place with Briargate Parkway Comdor The cul-de-sac tum around is superior 1o a right-
1n nght-out - even without costly acceleration and deceleration lanes. Do place a traffic signal at the intersection of Vollmer
and Burgess. which remains a verv dangerons intersection with numerous crashes and fatalities

Go gle hap data 12023 Google

2022-09-13 201212

69°F Mostly sunny

e £ @

321PM
10/12/2023



RIGH™ 1H/RIGHT CuT ACCESS

’ SICNALIZEE INTERSECTION
D FOUNIAROUT CPTION

N

Eu Ll Lo LTl

Vot Dele: 37307 eet Revisi ACCESS PLAN t No./Col
Tia Tarres CHCES P e T B o = WILSON — STA 219450 T0 STA 230450  porciect No./Code
Honp Sesle 1,100 Virl Seches [ — &COMMY Hy Bgvigiany:
e [ntermalicn Ueil Lesder o 153 uos Suminy Bus Gmsinen Cesigmars FL [ |
= ey 4 Duigy Ty Poomsaan]
= B et Ve [Siaet vl Adeans | ikari Dowre 351 38| Sneet Nuvmer

T Teeprt Parker

Page 284 of 476



3 ™ O

RIGHT (N/RIGHT QU1 ACCLSS

. SIGNA 1200 INTCRSECTION
0R ACUNDABOUT CPTION
}

EEE:'

Page 285 of 476

Pem Dwnel (1{3/73001 ACCESS PLAN Project No./Code
T e D TR WILSON STA 230¥50 10 STA 241450 joct Ho./Co
rarg Seor LOO Verl. Seoat o &COM%Y
U (e malen Un1 Lesder o 33 e Daky B e |
— G by W'II
g A m‘m e barin 4 01 JA fraul heroer
U Heport Packel



BRIARGATE-STAPLETON 4fmr
Project for Mability ;:j

COMMUNITY Q & A
Comments posted on the Interactive Map are posted here along with answers from the Project Team.

Ame Phllips

Comments on extsting Plan The existng plan mdeed connects Curts Road 1o 1-23, but ] believe 13 efficiency can be
unproved and :ts hability risks te the regional partners can be reduced As the Briargate Stapletor alignment 1s drawn,
several neighborhoods wiil have a major artensal running through their neighborhoods If it is all accemplished through
surface streets, there will be a lot of congssuon at each mtersection If 1tis a highwav unio itself. such as Powers Bivd north
of Woodmen, 1t will be very loud and disrupuve to the surrounding neighborhoods. And m either case, approxunately >
miles of land will have to be condemned for the new roads Congestion at imntersections creates a less-than-ideal wav to make
what supposed 1o be an efficient connection between the southeastern reaches of the citv to northbound I-23, which is the
stated goal of the plan. With numerous imntersections, one might as well just use Powers all the wayv up to Briarpate Parkwar
and then enter 1-25 from there. Or simpiv get on I-13 N funther south The current plan dumps the Curtis Road traffic eato

Powers. As shown in the map, it looks like numercus residential streets will intersect with the S B alignment, causng lots of
stops on a road that should run faster Wh not consider a plan that efficient!y takes the Curtis Road traffic over to Powers
Bivd and then to Briargate, to streamline the connection to I-23 North and avoid unnecessary congestion and the taking of
private tand? Alernative Plan Connect Curtis Road to Woedmen v1a the Falcon Highwav and Meridian Road. Improve
Woodmen between Meridian and Powers Blvd 10 allow freeway style traific on Woodmen (no intersections en Weodmen,
fust on and off ramps) ali the wa: 1o Powers Improve Powers bef r Woedmen and Briasgate te allew freeway style
traffic er. Powvers up to the Briargate Powers intersection. None of this requires the condemnation of raw land, with the
possible exception of adding a lane in each direction to Woodmen to aliow for the added traffic icad This plan wili require
qoene pondsficgtenng oo the ayagtens iptargastiong slane Wondmen Hars 05 3 gt of the intergactiang whars Winndmen Bavarg
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BRIARGATE-STAPLETON PRI

Project: for Mability p

COMMUNITY Q & A
Comments posted on the Interactive Map are posted here along with answers from the Project Team.

possible exception of adding a lane 1n each direction to Woodmen to allow for the added traffic load This plan wili require a
seme medifications te the existing intersections along Woodmen Here 15 a list of the intersections where Woodmen, Powers
and Briargate need to pass cver the intersactions, with onl exit entrance ramps, so that the intersections with lights are
below the Woodmen, Powers, and Briargate overpasses: — Meridian at Hwv 24 T Woodmen at Meridian T Woodmen at
Golden Sage Road T Woodmen at Mchawk Road Z Woodmen at Marksheffe; © Woodmen at Black Forest Ré T Woodmen
at Skv Rudge Dr (not sure this one 13 needed’ = Weodmea at Tuft Blvd Z Woodmen at Rustic Lane Z Woodmen
westbound-to-Powers nerthbound: addruienal exit-onlv lane to elminate traffic stop for westbourd Woodmen waffic entering
northbound Powvers traffic. Z T Powers at Research Parkway = Powers at Briargate = = Briareate at all intersecuons
between Powers and I-23 (1 assume that 1s already :n the plan, otherwise Briargate could get overtoaded and be less thax
1deal berween Powers and I-23) Pro's: * Requires less new ROW 1e be purchased. Woodmen already connects to Huv 24
and does not require as much destruction of raw land as Stapleten and Briargate will need * Takes advartage of existing
roadways Woodmen alread: connects Meridian to Powers and 1s already much wider than Stapleton Drive or Briargate east
of Biack Forest Road * Moves traffic more efficiently * Reduces Regional Partners liabilit nisk by avoiding putting a majer
arteral through restdential areas: exisung B S plan risks causing serious devaluation of the existing and future homes in
those neighborhoods * Achueves same goals as rafk pian. and does 1t better * Streamlines waific for faster movement;
allows vehicles to maintam higher speeds safelv * Better gas mileage since there are ne stops required after Curtis Road
connects to Weodmen Cons: * Change of plan - not a problem for the exisung residents. but planrers won't like that * Road
construcuon intermuptons (bath schemes have that)

2027-08-26 130708

319 PM
10/12/2023

6 69°F Mostly sunny




Miranda Benson2

From: Miranda Benson2

Sent: Monday, October 23, 2023 7:45 AM

To: PCD Hearings

Subject: FW: Request for Response to all Briagate-Stapleton Q&A Public Comments on Project Website
Attachments: Missing Response Comments on Briargate-Stapleton website 10.12.23.pdf

From: Stephen Jacobs <striplejacobs @gmail.com>

Sent: Thursday, October 19, 2023 10:19 AM

To: Maureen.PazdeAraujo@wilsonco.com

Cc: Kari Parsons <kariparsons@elpasoco.com>

Subject: Request for Response to all Briagate-Stapleton Q&A Public Comments on Project Website

CAUTION: This email originated from outside the El Paso County technology network. Do not click links or open attachments
unless you recognize the sender and know the content is safe. Please call IT Customer Support at 520-6355 if you are unsure
of the integrity of this message.

Dear Maureen Paz de Araujo,

When will all of the Public comments from the Briargate-Stapleton website Q&A be responded to

by the Project Team on the project website?
https://www.briargate-stapleton.com/community-g-a

The last "Project Team" comment response on the Q&A portion of the website was on
7/8/2021. Since then, there have been twenty seven (27) additional public comments, with the
last public comment made on 9/26/2021.

See Missing Response Comments attachment with date stamps.

Thank you,
Stephen Jacobs Jr.



BRIARGATE-STAPLETON

Project for Mobility

COMMUNITY Q & A
Comments posted on the Interactive Map are posted here along with answers from the Project Team.

Anonvmous

Please do not override the decision to NOT connect Falcon Meadow to
Woodmen Hills Drive We are a rural neighborhood that is not set up nor
designed to have Lhousands of additional car trips per day through our

Q@ neighborhood Please keep Falcon Meadow a neighborhood road and do not
R destrov our neighborhood and property values We have no sidewalks
Farul - = . .
shoulders or anything Our road 1s chip and seal and is not designed to handle
thousands of additiona! cars. Please do not connect Falcon Meadow.
Go gle ‘s s 2073 2010812 15 4137
Anonymous
Concur!

ANDREW RANNEY

Falcon Meadows will have to be greatly improved to handle traffic from the Ranch to Woodmen Rd The
positioning of the new power ltnes will mean realigning Falcon Meadows to prevent accidents. The cost to rebuild
Falcon Meadows to allow increased traffic flow can be eliminated by not opening access 1o the ranch. Rebuilding
the road plus buying right of ways to widen the road will be an exensive

328 PM
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BRIARGATE-STAPLETON

Project for Mobility

COMMUNITY Q & A
Comments posted on the Interactive Map are posted here along with answers from the Project Team.
10253 Accipiter Dr Pevton. CO 80831-7020
Black Forest
Anonymous
I encourage planners to keep the Neadows a rural neighborhood so the
people who have bought and live this ‘rural’ lifestyle can continue to do 50
— without fear of the safety issues which come with increased traffic, damage
B to the existing roads, etc. Additionally, the roads in this neighborhood
Falcon (Terce!, Accipiter, Falcon Meadows) are not designed to carry more traffic
and would rapidly deteriorate.
2022-08-13 11:06:08
Gorgle N datn ©2023
8227 Falcon Meadows Blvd Pexton, CO 80831
Black Forest
Anaerepig - J
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BRIARGATE-STAPLETON PRT)
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Project for Mobility ?

COMMUNITY Q & A
Comments posted on the Interactive Map are posted here along with answers from the Project Team.

8227 Falcon Meadows Blvd Pevton. CO 80831

Biack Forest
Anonvmous

How much of the property on each side of Falcon Meadow will be take from
the current property owners to accommodate the expansion of the road that
@ will be required once there are thousands of additional car trips per day? The
{215 properties on the East side alreads do not have usable access to about a third
of the 3 acres due to the approval and building of the high voltage power
lines How much more is the county going to require the property owners to
lose to accommodate the high density developments? This does not have to
happen- the connections to this neighborhood are the enly roads in the area
Go gle teaw G 82023 that will be right in the middle of a neighborhood, No other road will be built
to handle thousands of cars in the middle of a rural residential area. There is
a better way since the high density developments have not been built vet Keep the heavily traveled roads in those
developments and plan for them accordingly

Falcon

3022-08-12 16:33:22
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BRIARGATE-STAPLETON

Project for Mobility

COMMUNITY Q & A
Comments posted on the Interactive Map are posted here along with answers from the Project Team.

2012-08-13 16:35:32

8277 Towner Ave Pevton, CO 80831-6938

Black Forest
Anonymous

Please do not connect Towner to Falcon Meadow. This will increase traffic

exponegtally and destroy the rural nature of the neighborhood. It 1s not

equitable to have only 1 neighborhood pay the price of increased traffic
G through the middle of thair neighborhood.

Falcon
2012-08-13 16:33:31

Go gle Mo datn CI02

904+ Towner Ave Prvran 0 RO831-8063 =
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BRIARGATE-STAPLETON

Project for Mobility

COMMUNITY Q & A
Comments posted on the Interactive Map are posted here along with answers from the Project Team.

g Was aata w2023 g

9045 Towner Ave Pevton. CO 80831-6963

ack Fores Kevin Curmrv

The overlav identified as "The Meadows" is incorrectly labeled. It should be
1dentified as "Elkhom Estates” The area in the overlay is just one filing of a

"fi._'} development known as The Meadows. Origmally called "The Meadows
b 4 Filing 3", it was later officially renamed as "Elkhorn Estates” (Submitted by
(i Kevin Curry, current President of the Elkhorn Estates Homeowners
Association Board of Directors)
Faicon
2012-08-14 16 35:56
Go gle Map dats 2021

8854 Towner Ave Pevton. CO 80831-69§1
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BRIARGATE-STAPLETON

Project for Mobility

COMMUNITY Q & A
Comments posted on the Interactive Map are posted here along with answers from the Project Team.

8854 Towner Ave Pevton, CO 80831-6981

Black Forest
Anonymous

Coming west off of the intersection with Towner Ave, Stapleton Road should
4 not dip so sharply downwards, Traffic flow, safety. and comparibility with
5.2 surrounding large properties would all be improved by aligning it more to the
4 Northern part of The Ranch development, closer to the boundary with Grace
“ Community Church property

Falcon
2022-08-14 16 40:32

Go gle Wao entn + 2023

8935 Raygor Rd Peyton, CO 80831
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Black Forest
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Falcon
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Anonvmous
Please ensure this section of Stapleton through The Ranch is initially
completed as a four lane road iaw the MTCP. The increased traffic flow will

immediately strain a two Jane design. and funding priorities will mean the
needed expansion is not completed until long later

2022-08-14 1645 24
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Jim Woudstra
Black Forest
iy According to the El Paso County Zone Map 323 from the Development
Services Department, the area south of Poco Rd and west of Vollmer Rd is
@ zoned as RR-3. The entire area south, north and west of this triangular
section has been developed into acreages ranging in size from 2.5 acres

over 10 acres, It would be very offensive 10 the current acreage owners in

that area to turn this area into some sort of commercial development The
Fah project plan states: "apu'cipaled commercial dea‘dogmem to the north and

south of the future Briargate - Stapleton Road" and includes a proposed
commercial collector intersection. Just because this area has not vet been
bought up by developers and tumed into residential lots and so is the only
available land is not an appropriate justification to tuen it into commercial proparty. Those of us Inang west of Volimer Road
on Poco Road have already had the quality of our rural area negatively affected by the development occwsmng on the east
side of Vollmer Road in spite of cur serious epposition, Now vou'are proposing that there be some type of commercial
developient right m the middle of cur properties. This would negatively affect our rural quality of life and lower propenty
values. 1 hope that vou will seriousiy censider our concems and keep this area zoned as RR-3. If vou nead commercial
development why not put it in the middle of Sterling Ranch!"!

Google I sata 12023

2022-08-16 19:00 38
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2022-08-16 19:00:38

Lon Yoder
Black Forest
LaForet We chose to live in this area to be awav from commerical businesses and
= heatvy traffic It's a rural area and we want it to remain rural! Putting in what
l_.F_-J is proposed will be detrimental to our home values and our rural lifestyle
= u Please reconsider!
2022-08-18 22
Falcon
Gougie Nz dnn 12023
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9648 Volimer Rd Colorado Springs, CO 80908

Tracy Cermglia
Black Forest

Le Foret - - . . .. .
B Increased development along Vollmer is already increasing criminal activity

in Highland Park filings 1-3 which border the proposed Briargate-Stapleton
@ road If this section bordering Vollmer and Poco becomes a commercial
development. crime activity is going to soar, noise levels and light pollution
wll go through the roof, the peaceful enjovment and property values of
homeowners will be harmed significantly, and the County 1s going to have to
take land away from private citizens to shove this through. If that land is
£dlcon developed at all - if the property owners allow it - it should be residential
Gogle v T large acreage lots similar to Highland Park to the west. Any road through this
area requires calming features such as roundabouts because the police simply
do not enforce the speed limits so the unofficial speed limit on Briargate Parkway will be 70mph just like on Woodmen, and
the County is going to have to erect large sound proofing walls. Keep it quiet, keep it residential, keep it country

2022-08-21 20:34:32
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0644 Vollmer Rd Colorade Springs, CO 80908 -

Chris Johnson

Black Forest
La Foret . . ) .
My property would back the Briargate and to think of cars driving within 30-

100 feet of my house and backyard is a ot to thunk aboul. We are building
@ here 10 avoid a lot of people and traffic. If this project continues it would be a

must to put up a large sound wall and also features to keep traffic slow. If
vou want an example go to Briargate entering Wolf Ranch and vou will see
people driving 75 MPH ip a 35 The rural feeing is why we bought in
Highland Park and to have a commercial development next door would
defeat evervthing this part of the county represents. This must not be
Gougie b hncs Gotn C00 wicluded in the future development. Please do not include these changes in

future zoning. Thank vou!

Falcon

1012-08-22 16:10:18

Anenymous
Please be kind in planning for our rural nzighborhood! Thank vou!

318 PM
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Amy Phillips

Commenls on exssting Plan The exsstung plan indeed connects Curtis Road to I-23, but I believe its efficiency can be
improved and its labulity risks to the regional panners can be reduced. As the Briargate Stapleton alignment is drawn,
several neighborhoods will have 2 major arterial running through their neighborhoods. If it is all accomplished through
surface streets, there will be a Jot of congestion at each wtersecuon If 1t is 2 highway unto itself, such as Powers Blvd north
of Woodmen, 1t will be very loud and disruptive to the surrounding neighborhoods. And in either case, approximately 2
miles of land w11l have to be condemned for the new roads. Congestion at inlersections creates a less-than-ideal way to make
what supposed 1o be an efficient connection between the southeastern reaches of the city to northbound I-23, which 15 the
stated goal of the plan. With numerous intersections, one might as well just use Powvers all the way up to Briargate Parkway
from there. Or simply get on I-23 N further south. The current plan dumps the Curtis Road traffic onto
Briargare Parkway via Stapleton Drive well to the east. meanung 1t will clog both Stapleton and Briargate all the way to
Powers As shown in the map, it looks like nunerous residential streets will intersect with the S B alignment, causing lots of
stops on a road that should run faster. Why not consider a plan that efficiendly takes the Custis Road vaffic over to Powers
Blvd and then 1o Briargate. to streamltme the connection to I-23 North and avoid uanécessary congestion and the taking of
private land? Alternative Plan Connect Curtis Road te Weedmen via the Falcon Highway and Meridian Road. Improve
Woodmen betweaen Mendian and Powers Blvd to allow freeway style traffic on Woedmen (00 intersections on Weodmen,
just on and off ramps) all the way to Powers. Improve Powers berween Woodmen and Briargate to allow freeway style
wraffic on Powers up to the Briargate Powers intersection. None of this requires the condemnation of raw land, with the
possible exception of adding a lane 1n each direction to Woodmen to allow for the added traffic load. This plan will require

somme mad so tha syigting intecesrtiane Jlans Wand Bare ig 3 lics A7 the {ntoreantinny sohars TWand Dousee |
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possible exception of adding a lane in each direction to Woodmen to allow for the added traffic lozd. Thus plan will require i
some modifications 1o the existing intersections along Woodmen. Here is 2 list of the intersections where Woodmen, Powers
and Briargate need to pass over the intersections, with only exit entrance ramps. so that the intersecuions with lights are
below the Woodmen. Powers, and Briargate overpasses: = Mernidian at Hwy 29 T Woodmen at Mendian = Weodmen at
Golden Sage Road T Woodmen at Mohawk Road = Weodmen at Marksheffel = Woodmen at Black Forest Rd = Woodmen
at Sk Ridge Dr (not sure this one 1s needed) © Woodmen at Tut Blvd = Woodmen at Rustic Lane = Woodmen
weslbound-to-Powers northbound: additronal exit-only lane to elimmate traffic stop for westbound Woodmen traffic entering
northbound Powers traffic = I Powers at Research Parkwar Z Powers at Briargate Z Z Briargate at all intersections
between Powers and I-25 (I assume that 1s already 1n the plan, otherwise Briargate could get overloaded and be less than
ideal between Powers and I-25) Pro's: * Requires less new ROW to be purchased; Woodmen already connects to Hwy 24
and does not require as much destruction of raw land as Stapleton and Briargate will need ~ Takes advantage of existing
roadwars: Woodmen already connects Mendian to Powers and is already much wider than Stapleton Drive or Briargate east
of Black Forest Road * Moves traffic more efficiently * Reduces Regional Partmers' Liability risk by avoiding putting a major
artersal through residential areas: existing B S plan risks causing serious devaluauon of the existing and future homes in
those neighborhoods * Achieves same goals as draft plan. and does it better ¥ Streamlmes traffic for faster movement;
allows vehicles to maintain higher speeds safely * Better gas mileage since there are no stops required after Curtis Road
comnects to Woodmen Cons: * Change of plan - not a problem for the existing residents, but planners won't ke that * Road
construction mterruptions (both schemes have that)

2022-08-26 15 07:08
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6858 Briargate Pkwy Colorado Springs. CO 80908

Jack Ceren
Black Forest
e Gore! ElPaso County' Planning Commission published a Your E1 Paso Master Plan
(MP-21-001) on May 26 2021. The plan among other things outlines where
Q) future major transportation corridors are to be planned. In the AREAS OF
CHANGE. the map provided shows that the major corridor between Volmer
road and Black Forest Road is North of the Eagle Wing Commuaity not the
LA current Briargate Blvd - Stapleton Road corridor. Is this influencing vour

Project Planning Study?

D)

Gougle tap 2ot 72373 Goagle 2022.08-27 16:46 34

Rob Tayter

We reside at 7010 Eagle Wing Dr. We are the original home owners and had planned on a quiet low traffic noise
level away from the city Living in Fagle Wing Estates. Now you are bringing in a major thoroughfare in the middel
of our neighborhood. Please reconsider other options away from our neighborhoods. There is pleaty of open land
between our communities for you to consider. Thank vou

Comments posted on the Interactive Map are posted here along with answers from the Project Team.
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9709 Loch Linnek Pl Colorado Springs. CO 809084780 -

Cathy Lane
Black korest :

Ly 120 feet is the correct and appropriate, and historically established, width of

the night-of-way (ROW) for Briargate Parkway Cornidor between Black

Q Forest Road and the Taynes' properts west of Vollmer Rd This ROW was
@ v established more than 20 vears ago and remains conststent with future Major
Transportation Corridor Plan (MTCP) Roadway Plans for 2040 and 2060
ERIANERTY This 120 foot ROW met the Engineering Criterta Manual defimition for the
four lane Urban Principal Arterial Roadway planned for the future at the time
of planning then platting Highland Park Subdivision which dedicated the
ROW. 120 feet is the correct width for this 4 lane, urban principle arterial
roadway which borders Forty' (40) 2.5 acre properues, most with homes.
Roads at each end of this segment of Briargate Parkway. Black Forest Roads and Vollmer Roads are designated urban
roadways. Wilson & Company Report to increase the ROW to 168 feet by taking an additional 2+ feet from properties on
each side of the current 120 ft ROW leads to a future six lane roadway Six lanes is not on any public Future Roadway Plan
for here. In addinon, there is 0o need for a bikeway on both sides of Briargate Parkwav through our neighborhood. Even
though the current Engineering Criteria Manual (ECM) now specifies 130” for an urban four lane principle arterial roadway,
the 120 foot ROW from the previous edition of the ECM suill serves its purpose, and should rule. Providing us notice of the
County’s intent in this manner 1 poor public policy. We want to emphasize that the 168" ROW ¢ pl Iy the Wilson -

Gougle s datn 12023 Google

3:20PM
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1020Way WIICO DOTaers ror’ (+u) 2 2 acre properues. most it nomes.
Roads at each end of this segment of Briargate Parkway, Black Forest Roads and Vollmer Roads are designated urban
roadways. Wilson & Company Report to increase the ROW to 168 feat by taking an additional 24 feet from properties on
each side of the current 120 ft ROW leads to a future six lane roads Six lanes is not on any public Future Roadway Plan
for here In addrtion, there is no nead for a bikewa: on both sides of Briargate Parkway through our neighborhood Even
though the current Engineering Criteria Manual (ECM) now specifies 1307 for an urban four lane principle artenal roadway,
the 120 foot ROW from the previous edition of the ECAL sull serves its purpose, and should rule. Providing us notice of the
Counry’s intent tn this mannar 15 poor public policy. We want to emphasize that the 168 ROW contemplated by the Wilson
& Company engineers is not appropnate adjacent 1o our homes. With proper mitigation of safery, noise, light, air and water
pollution preblems created by principal antérial roadwars, we can live with the current 120" ROW. 120 feet 1= the ROW we
haie been counting on for over 30 vears. Increasing the current 1207 ROW will require Eminent Domain takmg of 24" from
each of the Forty (40) properties. Loss f additronal land creates property out of compliance with the RR2.5 zoning There
are many septic leach fields in this zone. Many planted trees to mitigate the noise, dust and the view of traffic anticipated
when the Briargate Corridor is constructed. Mature wees are 1o the zone of taking. O one property, the taking may involve
reconstructing a substantial dam and overfiow spillwax The expenses to the County from taking our property by Emment
Domain are not warranted, nar welcome. The cost could exceed Ten Million Dollars ($10,000,000.00) While vou may wish
Briargate Corridor for this segment has been planned for six lanes medians tukeways sidewalks roundabouts, it was not 120
feet is the correct and appropriate width of the right-of-way (ROW) for Bnargate Parkway Comndor between Black Forest
Road and the Jaynes property  Vollmer Road

2022-09-13 20:03 33
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Steve Jacobs
Black Forest
Py There is no reason to install a full movement intersection where Briargate
Parkway intersects with Loch Linneh Place. let alone an intersection with a
l‘:‘j‘l traffic signal A full intersection for “field access™ to the north does not make
@0 v sense, The Wilson and Co. Report is wrong in not citing the accepted
Development Plan for Eagle Rising (the property to the north) that
A demonstrates no access to Briargate Parkway and no future need for access to
this northern property. Vers little traffic will tum left from west-bound
Briargate Parkway to access the three blocks of Loch Linneh Place in the
Highland Park neighborhood. Very few trips from Highland Park will turn
left onto westbound Briargate Parkway. A waffic signal at this location does
ot justify the more than $330,000 installation expease, nor the light pollution in this dark-sky neighborhood, nor the stop-
and-go tratfic noise in this quiet neighborhood. A traffic signal in this location will never meet 1ts required warrants. Loch
Linneh Pl. currenily terminates in a cul-de-sac tum around. The best solution is to keep the cul-de-sac turnaround with no
mitersection of Loch Linneh Place with Briargate Parkway Corridor. The cul-de-sac tum around is superior to a right-
10 nght-out - even without costly acceleration and deceleration lanes, Do place a traffic signal at the intersection of Vollmer
and Burgess, which remains a very dangerous intersection with nemerous crashes and fatalities

-,

Gorgle Lap daln £2073 Gougle
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Steve Jacobs
Black Fotest
MY Briargate Parkway crosses Cottonwood Creek in a FEMA flood zone that has
potential Preble’s mouse habitat. Contrary to the Wilson and Co. Report that
@ there are “no Preble’s mouse in this area”, a brand-new study for the mouse
is likely required by Federal Wildlife officials. The upstream overflow
spillway converges at the creek at this location. A bridge crossing is likely to
BERRLE be required instead of the box culvert proposed by Wilson and Co. The
expense of a bridge designed for future 6 lane traffic is not warranted in our
neighborhood. Safety matters. Fire danger is year-round. The Highland Park
pond immediately south of the Briargate Parkway Corridor is the on-site
supply of water for fire-fighting purposes for over 100 homes 1n that
neighborhood. Preservation of fire fighting capacity is the primary consideration when reconstructing this pond for detention
and water quality measures for the runoff from the Briargate Parkway. Construction of any initial phase of the Briargate
Parkwav Corridor is a good time to extend a large water main from the City Limits to the west (currently at Black Forest
Road) past the Eagle Wing Highland Park 1.2.3 Eagle Rising Subdivisions, as the Corridor goes to the City Lumits to the east
(the Taynes' property immediately west of Vollmer Road).

Gorgle t4ap dota 2023 Google
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9728 Kilninver Ct Colorado Springs. CO 80908-4783 &

Ton
Black Farest
L The cost projaction is upraalistically low The €

@ unrealistic for Phase 1 of the Briargate Parkavay

Forest Road and the Tavnes' property west of Vollmer Road. Forty (40) 2.3

an acre properties border this segment of the Briargate Parkway Corridor. The
(ARGATE additional 4§ feet proposed in this Study requires Eminent Domain takings
from all 40 owners - not just vacant land but the added costs of moving
mature trees, septic leach fields, extensive earthen berms, Century Link
cables, and one large dam and overflow spillway. Plus the cost of the
Cottonwood Creek bridge - bridge, not just a box culvert is needed for that
location. PPRTA and Ei Paso County need to budget many tumes the amount
for construction as detailed by the Wilson Company for just this segment of Briargate Parkway. The $38.000,000 sited in the
PPRTA budget for Briargate-Stapleton seems low.

Gorgle
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Block Forest Chrisune Mohr

La Foret
g Al had ever wanted and hoped for was a “peaceful piece of property” to

lielp provide balance in my life. I spend the enure day serving the
community of E1Paso County. My husband and I both provide medical and

mental health care to the forgotten community members, who most turm a

blind eve to. Instead of being able to come home to peace and quiet, I will be

ol coming home to the fear of others rining what my husband and T worked so
hard to achieve The Brargate-Stapleton project will undoubtedly have
Falcor negauve effects on our mental and physical health, Most studies show that
Go:gle Ao S FEAI0S Gl the addution or expansien of roads have shori-lived, if any positive effects,

for the commumty, We chose to live in the county and exclusively outside of
city limits. We made the decision to buy the house we live in due to it specifically bemng outside of the city limits, allowing
access 10 waler from the Denver Aquifer, having wildlife around the house, enjoving fresh air. and the peace and quiet that
came from within Highland Park 3. Althougy vou have considered pollutants, it seems there is no considerauon for those
who chose to live in the county (outside of the urban citv) and now the plan is to force these homeowners to just “adapt” to
the urbanness that they did nat choose 1o live around i the first place. [ do not see any recent studies that have oceurred 12
assess the total poll and greenhouse gas that will pegatively affect the homeoivners in Highland Park 3. There
are also concems that the read will prevent proper dramage in the flocdplain ares we are located in. Thus, this road could
1 cause the loss of our house kv floeding, fire. traffic acsidents. and many other hazards posed by increased pecple

P
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Black Forest, where are the natural grasslands and wide spaces for the antelopes ta live on” Giwen the numerous houses built -
in Sterling Ranch. this has added at least 10 minutes oato my daily commute to Work at the Et Paso County Jail; vour
proposed plan of adding 3 2 lights (o get te Vollmer Road) ot 3 lights (1o getto Black Forest Read) significantly and
negatizely impacts my daily commute. Funthermore, there will be an estimated 33,000 te 40,000 cars per day’ traveling

my back vard. This will expose myself. family. neighbors, and wildlifs te significant air pollution, noise poil
and hght pottunen This will also negatively tmpact the tree health due to roads requiring 4alt in the winter. Giten the
absence of nawse barrsers, 1t will be impossible to have a conversation with another person 6-feet apart in my dnveway.
There is significant eencern of the high-rate of speed outside of my house and the risk of traffic accidents ruining my land
and house. Moreover, there are significant risks of pedestrian deaths. The proposed betiefits of this plan do not outweigh the
negative mpacts on the health, safety, and peace of the residents in Highland Park 3 There 1s sigmificant concen: about
erosion mitigation and fire mitigation. | am proposing the following a¢ alternatives: 1 Cease thus project. 2. Conduat an oo-
site evaluation of the wetlands specifically benween Highland Park 3. 3. Instead of waffic lights place roundabouts at the
Locwinnoch, Loch linneh, and Black Forest intersections of Briargate 4 Under no cucumstances incorporate the land in
Highland Park 3 as oy and allow it to remain in the county. £ Evaluae the negative impact on the antelopes 1o the arez that
tequire open safe land 1o graze on. 6. Censider that Woodmen Road 15 3 shorter and more direct route between haghwavs 21
and M Cenider alternative routes, or 3 HOV lane oo this road. 7 Conduct new roise, light, air pollution studies to the
individuals living in Highland Park 3. §. Based upon the Soil Survey. it appears there is expected significant erosion to our
land as a direct result of this road being buult. [ weuld like a new and current updale to the drainage plan evaluation.

2022-05-16 105202
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land as a direct result of this road being built. I would like a new and curent update to the drainage plan evalvation

2022-09-16 10:32:02

7732 Banaockburn Trl Colorado Springs. CO 809084843

el Christine Mohr
LaForel . A : i -
There are concerns that if vou live on this street it will take a minimum of 6
traffic lights 10 get to Woodmen. It will create significant delavs (at least 15
@ minutes) to just get out of the development
2022-09-16 10:34:15
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I Christine Mohr
Biack Foresl
R I cumrently live at 7712 Bannockburm Trail Colorado Springs 80208, and
have recents learned of the plans to put in a 4 lane divided highway through
@ my backvard. When we purchased this property, there was a rumor of an
v expansion road going through the neighborhood and that this road was going
to be a 2 lane non divided road if a road was even going to be constructed
=1 Before purchasing, many calls were made to planning departments in an
atternpt to get information and never were any answers or returned calls
Falcat placed to give us the information needed to finish the purchase of our
property, so we believed in good faith and moved forward with the purchase.
Now moving forward two vears, information is circulating about the road
and that the county city is not showing any care for the citizens of this neighborhood because "they all knew a road was
going in before now." This road is going to increase crime. noise, pollution all within our neighberhood. Walls will need to
be built and speed bumps instalied to slow the traffic 10 a safe speed. The side streets of our neighborhiood will be over
flooded with the 2300 plus estimated cars per day using this new expansion road. The road will be mere feet from our
driveway and our land will be taken by this project

Goigle Ytap data 12023 Google
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202209-16 10:54:57
9727 Kilninver Ct Colorado Springs. CO §0908-4783

Brad
Black Forest

La Foret .
arore 1 second most of the other commients regarding the proposed change to the

Briargate Pkwy extension. Taking additional land from the 40 owners will
@ require invoking Eminent Domain and perhaps a lengthy legal battle. The
Dl v proposal offers little reasoning for the extension and as others have noted, the
esiumated costs are unreasonably low (a box culvert won't cut it trees and
other fixtures will have to be moved, etc.). There are clearly other ways to
accomplish these goals without further destroving residential properties and

2y it would be nice to see Woodmen modified like Amy commented.

Mpp caln w2223 Coogle

20220916 11:43:47
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Black Forest

SR As a resident of Eagle Wing, [ oppose putting a "primary artery” in my back

) vard. When I moved here, like others, I expected a rural experience with
fresh air. quite. wildlife, and low traffic. I agree with others that recommend
to divert new traffic via Woodman. I've seen a number of Project Team
responses to 2021 questions stating "plans have been in place for decades.”
BRIAGAYY Well, 20 vears ago this area was cow pastures, not well established
neighborhoods. On a personal note, since recovering from Covid, I am
highlv sensative to pollution and dealing with lowered oxygen levels. The
current plans have vehicles approximately 50" away from my back deck and
I'm concemed with hugh levels of velucle exhaust increasing the AQI to
unacceptable levels on my property. [ have been monitoring AQI for at least 2 vears, and will be able to dentify increased
polution that may affect my health. To bear hving i my own home, will probably have to be burdened with additional cost
of adding HEPA filtration Also, the current plans remove approxmmately 13 of my leach feild. Is this project adding sewage
system 10 replace leach fields?? Thave a friend that lives 14 mt from 125, and during the day his noise levels are 63 db
What will mine be at 50 away. probably unbearable. The nowse issue should be addressed 1n the instial plans and not
towards the end of the project. My whole property ts well within the 300 noise buffer. Can vou answver where the expected
funding sources are for this project? Developers? PPTRA? Other sources” Will there be an initial 2 fane road nstalled before
the 4 lane proposed project. to connect Briargate to Vollmer? Fnally, I agree with other commentars that 1f ths project has to
proceed that it be reduced back down to the original 120" agreement and not 168’

Go g|e Ltap data © 2023 Google
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Project for Mobility

COMMUNITY Q & A
Comments posted on the Interactive Map are posted here along with answers from the Project Team.

Michael
Black Foresl
La Foret This decades old plan would have made sense decades ago, but it is woefully
unwelcome; This yeould have 2 catastrophic 2ffect on cur tranguil
@ community. Bevond the fundamental safety and noise concerns. we're reaily
talking about the destruction of a way of life, not just for people, but for
nature 1 would encourage the planners to consider alternatives less
disruptive to established neighborhoods. The blowback from this will not just
be environmental and political — could this action could trigger class action
f alcon lawsuits? I think that's a distinct possibility. We need a better plan that's
Google e o smarter and mundful of tmpact to our people and environment.
2022-09-16 16:47 53
Anonymous
1 personally think vou would get almost unanimous agreement on a class action lawsuit sometime in the future
Who would oppose and sav " demand a freeway in my backyard" ;) Took me a minute to understand another
commenters B.S. reference....oh , Briargate Stapleton. Too Funny....STOP BS, STOP BS!'! what a slogan.

3:24 PM
10/12/2023
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BRIARGATE-STAPLETON e

Praoject for Mobility ¢

COMMUNITY Q & A
Comments posted on the Interactive Map are posted here along with answers from the Project Team.

Tony
Black Forest

2! This parcel of Jaynes' property was zoned RR-3 by the County for many

vears till now for a reason, because it is in the rural area of the Black Forest
Many of us who worked all of life and spent all of our life savings to move to
Highland Park to retire and hoping to live out the remainder of our life in
peace, tranquility, nature, and safety. We are older, tired, and can't afford to
move again. Now some greedy developers (Classic Homes) vant to make
more money, like they don't already have enough, are proposing to destroy
the beauty and peacefui living of many of us in this rural area with a high
Gorgle iy S density bousing development plan, in tumn bringing more traffic and crimes
into this area and depleting our hmited water source, and of course, would
bring in more tax revenues for the County. Yes, money talks, sadly!'! Sterling Ranch on the west side of Vollmer and the
new development east of Black Forest from Research, both are uead\ doing 2 good job of turming the bottom part of Black
Forestinto a nvpical pan of busy Colorado Spangs city life with hugh density housing. We are pravmg that the County
Planning Dept 2nd the Commissioner would have the heart and care for many (zbout 200 families) of our-old retrees
wishing to live out our old age in 3 peaceful, quiet, and safe rural area with beautiful landscapes, will aot approve this high
density housing develop plan for the der of west Voilmer and south of Poco Road, Itis more sensible and kind t0
current Highland Pard, Poco and Glider Loop residents to not allow any housing development for less than 2 S acres perlot
(RR-2.5). Trwill be challenging enough when Briargate would make its track through Highland Park, 5o a ugh density
housing development would definitelv destrov our Way of life here. There are other areas that already have hugh density

(21
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Comments posted on the Interactive Map are posted here along with answers from the Project Team.

e e e

1nto this area and depleting our lumted water source, and of course, would -
brmg tn mere tax revenues for the County. Yes, money talks, sadlv!!! Stesling Ranch on the west sude of Vollmer and the
new development east of Black Ferest from Research, both are already daing a goed job of tusning the bottom part of Black
Forest o 2 trpical pan of busy Colorado Springs cirv Life with high denj'l' cusing. We are pray ing that the County
Planning Dy d the Conimissioner would have the heart and cate for many (about 200 families) of gur old retisees
wishing 10 live cut our old age in 2 peaceful, quiet, and safe rural area with beautiful landscapes, will not approte this high
densit housing develop plan for the der of west Vollmer and south of Poco Road. Tris more sensible and kind to
current Highland Pard, Poco 2nd Ghider Loop residents to not aliow 2o housing development for leis than 2.3 acres per o
Tt will be challenging enough when Briargate would make ns wack through Highland Park. so a high densuy
evelopment would definitely destroy our way of life here. There are other areas that already have high densty
housmg that would be mote compatible te Classic Homes' plan ke west of Sterling Ranch. Thank you for your kind and
caring consideration

2022149-16 201140
Anonymous
I meant East of Sterling Ranch (not west)

702 Lochwinnoch L Colorado Springs. CO 80908-4844

ﬁ 69°F Mostly sunny
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COMMUNITY Q & A
Comments posted on the Interactive Map are posted here along with answers from the Project Team.

NMark 1
Black Forest fark VanHanehan
La Foret

A 3 nronar: ontnar of 2 comar lar dirastl:- adinrant 1o this nranasad
e 2 propaety owner of 2 comar lot directly adjacent to this propoesad

Briargate-Stapleton project at Lochwinnoch and Briargate, all I can do is
vehemently echo all my fellow homeowners’ concerns. their extremely

an appropriate comments, and proposed remediations As a disabled veteran, I
spent most of my adult life serving this country. All we wanted was to finally
QIARGATE . -
put down roots where there 15 some peace and quiet. We bought and are
building in Highland Park 1o avoid the sprawl, people, and traffic that now
appears throughout Colorado Springs. The rural fesing is why we bought :n
Gorgle Highland Park; the noise, the light pollution caused by the stop-and-go

traffic, and the obviously excessive speed limit (which we all know will not
be observed) will destroy thus quuet. dark-sky covenanted community. Thus study’s plans do not adequately address any of
those issues (Highland Park’s neighborhood covenant) or the associated environmental impacts, safetv concerns and traffic
pressure on Lochwinnoch, Peco, or Forrestgate, It appears from this proposal that there will be no impacts. And not just
post-completion. but no 1mpacts from the entire process, from implementation. to construction through completion and
bevond This does not seem to consider the Highland Park community at all; this plan is proposing major construction in an
existing, established, mature community. The bottom line is this will negatively impact so much more than any proposed
benefits 1t supposedly will accomplish . Looking at this plan objectively, an appropriate comparison to the Briargate-
Stapleton stretch of proposed road from Black Forest Rd to Vollmer through Highland Park is Research Parkwvay from
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Project for Mobility

COMMUNITY Q & A
Comments posted on the Interactive Map are posted here along with answers from the Project Team.

‘solution” on top of an exusting, established commumt: with little 1ntegration to the existing community of regard for those -
that live there and will have to Live with the consequences of this plan. Extending the ROW 48 feet as this study proposes,
nvolves "Eminent Domain takings” from all affected ovwners 1n this proposed cormdor This is fundamentally wrong as there
are other alternauves to this plan pointed out by others” comments (not completing this 1s a viable alternaute), and the
Highland Park Subdivision was formed and built based on the planning and platting outlined by the local povernment

Others bave pointed out, this 150't vacant land; owners have matured property (trees, etc.), there s exusting nfrastructure. and
Wbere is sw:ldiife that Iives here and roams freeir Additioraliy. there 1s no need for sidevalks or bike lanes along the
proposed road, there are already trails located throughout Highland Park that support foot and bike traffic which alsc reflect
the residential (non-commercial) nature of this communyty. Introducing sidewalks bike lanes along a stretch of road with a
speed limit of 43mph, no traffic curcles, and the amount of traffic that this study anticipates 15 ioherently dangerous. As
Cathy Lane stated, “with proper mitigation of safety, noise. light, air and water pollution problems created by principal
arterial roadways,” the cusrent 120" ROW is acceptable, However, thus plan, as prasented. is not acceptable Also
unacceptable is finding ovt about this plan 1n this manner- onl: through the due diligence of a concerned HOA member. It's
as IF the Jocal government 15 trying 10 sneak sometbing past those that this plan affects the most- the property owners of the
community directly impacted by il As the government moves forward. I request (and sincerely hepe) that they communicate
with the Highland Park community directls and transparently, informmg us of updates, timelmes, public meetings, pretty
much anything associated with this project This 1s not too much to ask of our public servants considering the extreme
mpacts and the number of people affected by this project 1o Highland Park

2022-05-1622 5

325 PM
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2022-09-16 1234 .40

7623 Rannoch Moor Wav Colorado Springs, CO 80908

Anonvmous

Black Forest
PR These plans might have "been in place for decades”, but there were not many
(+f any) homes built in this area at that time. Certainly, phase 3 of Highland
Park was not around when this was planned That's where we bought (Phase

3] 3 is the northern most section of Highland Park) because we wanted peace

HARGATL and quiet oot more traffic noise and dangers (like everyone else in this
neighborhood that will be ruined) There has already been construction on
TWoodmen Road. so that should be relied on for faster access to the interstate
highway. We The People don't buv the "need” for ever more construction and
traffic, Destroving our peacefu! neighborhood with this plan is not acceptable
10 those of us wheo live here. We will fight this eminent domain in court

Falcor

Goigle Mo dala i 2623 Google

2023-08-26 09 30:20

Comments posted on the Interactive Map are posted here along with answers from the Project Team.
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October 19, 2023
El Paso County Planning Commissioners,

On-line, | attended your October 5, 2023 Planning Commission meeting, to make my comments
on the Briargate-Stapleton Corridor Item, and was surprised to have no opportunity for public
comment for Items on the Agenda. | heard the County DPW Engineer and the Wilson Company
Presenter speak, and | still have these concerns that | would like addressed by you and the
Wilson Company.

If | am wrong about a matter, please tell me where l am wrong. | am concerned about the
County wasting taxpayer money. And about swift adoption of Plans that need more study.

e Our family is developing our 70 acres, located along the north side of the Briargate-Stapleton
Corridor at Cottonwood Creek. That makes us, in our view, a “Stakeholder..Developers

especially those with active sketch plans or in the process” yet we were not included in any
Stakeholder meetings.

e None of our family’s comments on the Wilson Company website for public comment were
respcnded to, nor were any of our comments in the County EDARP matrix of comments, norin
the Planning Commissioners’ packet. Who eliminated our comments? Why was our September
2022 5 HOAs letter to the BOCC not in your packet?

e [fthe 120’ width of the Corridor (the width planned for decades for our western section)
increases to the “Ultimate 168 width” as the Wilson Report (Appendix D, 3.1 Design Criteria)
envisions, then the County will be making the existing Highland Park Filings and Eagle Wing
Estates 2.5 acres Lots smaller than 2.5 acres, making these Lots “illegal”.

Please explain how you are even considering approving/allowing/planning for this change of
width from 120’ to 168’ outlined in the Wilson Report as the “ultimate width”. This action
begins the eminent domain process to take property from 39 owners near us that are directly
adjacent to the Corridor. People have built houses/decks/garages/domestic wells/septic
fields/berms/trees/ponds that will be taken for this plan and the Wilson Report does not even
mention this “taking”. Where in the Wilson Report are these acquisition costs?

Wilson Report elevations for our pond & our dam are not current information. The Report seems to
use elevations from 23 years ago from work by Drexel Barrell done for our property. We have full
Submittals in EDARP with current information. Qur dams were rebuilt in 2014 at significant cost.
Wilson’s Appendix C, Drainage Report, page 9 states “considerable work is needed” cites “impacts”
to our pond dam, forecasts “bridge in the future”.

e Our pond is not “in the Park Forest Water District reservoir system”. Where did this language
come from? We own our ponds.

e Wilson Report presentation slide titled “Environmental Considerations Wetlands” does not
seem to depict the wetlands at our southern boundary. Why was the “Color Orange” not used?



Wilson Report presentation slide titled “Noise” shows a 500’ buffer line if the “ultimate width”
for the Corridor is adopted by the Planning Commission; that impact would be across our entire
south pond and therefore its wildlife and fowi, as well as many of our planned Lots.

The impact to our pond, which was instrumental in fighting the 2013 Black Forest Fire, would be
a significant loss to far more people. y

Our access to our eastern pastures for grazing animals is across our southern dam. If the
“Ultimate width” to be taken by the County in eminent domain were to encroach on the foot of
our dam to require our dam be reconstructed to maintain its integrity, the cost to the County to
replace our access would be significant.

Our southern berm was built, along with 20+ year old trees that were planted to buffer our Lots
from the Corridor, for the planned 120’ width. Wilson Report Appendix D, 5.2 Phasing puts our
section as “first built”. If 24’ or more land is taken by the County in_.eminent domain,.we
anticipate that the County will need to move our trees and re-build our berm to its current
dimensions. Its extensive length/breadth/width/vegetation would be a significant cost to the
County. Where is that cost in the Wilson Report?

Wilson Report Appendix D, 5.2 Phasing puts our section as “first built”. Our southern fence is
alongourentire southern property line. It tould be that we are the dnly property in this section
of the Corridor with fence to the middle of the proposed Corridor. We reasonably expect our
fence to be relocated at County expense before any Corridor construction begins. Where is that
coast in the Wilson Report?

We seek no direct access to the Corridor. Please, eliminate the intersection and traffic light at
Loch Linneh Place.

As a box culvert is not likely the way the Corridor will be built across Cottonwood Creek, where
in the Report is the cost of that potential bridge? Wouidn't you want to know how much more
that-bridge will cost the County before changing the current 120’ planned corridor into a 168’
Corridor?

All told, we think there are significant costs to the County that are not found in the Wilson
Report.

not approve the Wiison Repori as it stands.

at the Planning Commission n 0
sk that you use your approving authority as the Planning Commission to

Limit the Corridor to 120’ total width in the section from Black Forest Road to the Jlaynes
property

Eliminate the Corridor access to our property to the north/Loch Linneh Place to the south

Move discussion of our property’s Subdivision Filing along without further delay.



The recent “third or fourth County Engineering Review” for our Eagle Rising Subdivision
Submittals added so many new comments for us to “respond to” that it exceeds hundreds of
line items (County comments made 9/15/23, 9/27/23, 9/29/23, 10/4/23, 10/5/23, 10/9/23)
that force delay in processing our Submittals while you are being encouraged by EPC Staff to
swiftly adopt the Corridor Preservation Plan and the Corridor Access Control Plan parts of the
Wilson Report right now.

Lastly, | think my neighbors Thomas Bailey {Chair, El Paso County Planning Commission) and Kevin
Mastin (recently El Paso County Interim Director of Planning, now Fxecutive Director, Fl Pasa County
Department of Public Works), along with County Attorney Lori Seago, could disclose their close interests
in these matters.

Of interest, Mr. Mastin’s HOA is one of the 5 HOAs that signed the September 16, 2022 Letter to the
BOCC.

Respectfully,
% ,l/m/e..,

Cathy Lpne
tel 719.859.1471



Miranda Benson2

From: Miranda Benson2

Sent: Monday, October 23, 2023 1:45 PM

To: PCD Hearings

Subject: FW: Request for Response to all Briargate-Stapleton Q&A Public Comments on Project Website

From: Paz de Araujo, Maureen <Maureen.PazdeAraujo@wilsonco.com>

Sent: Monday, October 23, 2023 1:40 PM

To: Stephen Jacobs <striplejacobs@gmail.com>

Cc: Kari Parsons <kariparsons@elpasoco.com>

Subject: RE: Request for Response to all Briargate-Stapleton Q&A Public Comments on Project Website

Dear Stephen Jacobs Jr:

As of today, the project team has responded to 145 individual public comments submitted via the website
comment forms. Many of the public comments that used the comment form were submitted after the Public
Comment period closed in September 2022. Many of the comment form comments also duplicate comments
submitted using the map app or included in letters to the Board of County Commissioners and/or Planning
Commission.

The project team also received 64 public comments via the comment map app on the project website.
Reponses for over half of the map delivered comments, dating through July 2021, were posted on the map
app administrative listing that is linked to the website for viewing. After completing initial map app comment
responses, we encountered technical difficulties in adding the responses to the newer comments
administration listing for the map app. We are working on a fix that will allow us to direct post the remaining
responses. As an interim solution, we have created a PDF document includes all map app public comments
and responses that will be posted on the website for download. That should be uploaded sometime today.
Finally, you and Dana King sent a letter to the Board of County Commissioners on September 16, 2022. The
project team was asked to provide response to be used by staff or the Board to respond to your letter. Per
your new letter to the Planning Commission, it appears that you have received those responses.

Responses to a second letter from you as well as a letter from your neighbor Cathy Lane to the Planning
Commission will be submitted to the Planning Commission and posted as part of the PC “packet” for
November 2",

Thank you.

Maureen Paz de Araujo, FAICP CTP CEP

Senior Transportation Planner

Wilson & Company, Inc., Engineers & Architects

5755 Mark Dabling Blvd. Suite 220 | Colorado Springs, CO 80819
719 302 6752 (direct) | 719 237 9890 (celh)

wilsonco.com

From: Stephen Jacobs <striplejacobs@gmail.com>

Sent: Thursday, October 19, 2023 10:19 AM

To: Paz de Araujo, Maureen <Maureen.PazdeAraujo@wilsonco.com>

Cc: kariparsons@elpasoco.com

Subject: Request for Response to all Briagate-Stapleton Q&A Public Comments on Project Website

Dear Maureen Paz de Araujo,



When will all of the Public comments from the Briargate-Stapleton website Q&A be responded to by the Project
Team on Lhe project website?
https://www.briargate-stapleton.com/community-g-a

The last "Project Team" comment response on the Q&A portion of the website was on 7/8/2021. Since then, there
have been twenty seven (27) additional public comments, with the last public comment made on 9/26/2021.
See Missing Response Comments attachment with date stamps.

Thank you,
Stephen Jacobs Jr.
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STATE OF COLORADO
COUNTY OF El Paso

I, Lorre Cosgrove, being first duly swom, deposes and says that she is
the Legal Sales Representative of The Colorado Springs Gazette, LLC.,
a corporation, the publishers of a daily/weekly public newspapers, which
is printed and published daily/weckly in whole in the County of El Paso,
and the State of Colorado, and which is called Colorado Springs Gazette;
that a notice of which the annexed is an exact copy, cut from said news-
paper, was published in the regular and entire editions of said newspaper
1 time(s) to wit 09/22/2023

That said newspaper has been published continuously and uninterrupt-
edly in said County of El Paso for a period of at least six consecutive
months next prior to the first issue thereof containing this notice; that
said newspaper has a general circulation and that it has been admitted to
the United States mails as second-class matter under the provisions of
the Act of March 3, 1879 and any amendment thereof, and is a news-
paper duly qualified for the printing of legal notices and advertisement

within the meaning of the laws of the State of Colorado.

(pere

Lorre Cosgrove
Sales Center Agent

Subscribed and sworn to me this 09/25/2023, at said City of Colorado
Springs, El Paso County, Colorado.

My commission expires December 15, 2025.

7\ V’L-\, C/\/\/’\
Lori Curry

Notary Public
The Gazette

Lorl Curry

NOTARY ID 20164040549
MY COMMISSION EXPIRES December 15, 2025

Document Authentication Number
20164040549-185304
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ADOPTION OF AN EL PASO COUNTY MASTER PLAN AMENDMENT (RECOMMEND APPROVAL)

moved that the following Resolution be adopted:
BEFORE THE PLANNING COMMISSION
OF THE COUNTY OF EL PASO
STATE OF COLORADO

ADOPTION OF THE BRIARGATE PARKWAY/STAPLETON ROAD CORRIDOR PRESERVAIION
PLAN AND ACCESS CONTROL PLAN INTO THE EL PASO COUNTY MASTER PLAN
RESOLUTION NO. MP231

WHEREAS, the El Paso County Department of Public Works ("“DPW") requests adoption of the
attached Briargate Parkway/Stapleton Road Corridor Preservation Plan and Access Control
Plan into the El Paso County Master Plan; and

WHEREAS, C.R.S. 8 30-28-108 provides that a County Planning Commission may adopt,
amend, extend, or add to the County Master Plan; and

WHEREAS, DPW engaged in a lengthy and extensive process to develop this Corridor
Preservation Plan and Access Control Plan in conjunction with its consultant, Wilson &
Company, local land development entities, and the public via surveys, comments,
announcements, advertisements, public meetings, public comments, and agency reviews; and

WHEREAS, pursuant to C.R.S. 8 30-28-106(1), public hearings were held by this Planning
Commission on October 5, 2023, and November 2, 2023; and

WHEREAS, based on the evidence, testimony, exhibits, study of the master plan for the
unincorporated area of the County, comments of members of the El Paso County Planning
Commission, comments of the CSD, comments of public officials and agencies, and
comments from all interested parties, this Commission finds as follows:

1. That proper posting, publication, and public notice were provided as required by law for
the hearings of the Planning Commission; specifically, legal notice for the hearings was
published in The Gazette on September 22, 2023.

2. Thatthe hearings before the Planning Commission were extensive and complete, that all
pertinent facts, matters, and issues were submitted and reviewed, and that all interested
parties were given an opportunity to be heard at those hearings.

data, surveys, analyses, studies, plans, designs, maps, and descriptive matter as
arerequired by the State of Colorado and El Paso County have been submitted, reviewed,
and found to meet all sound planning requirements of El Paso County.

a4+ -.il
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4. That for the above-stated and other reasons, the proposal is in the best interests of the
health, safety, morals, convenience, order, prosperity, and welfare of the citizens of El
Paso County.



Resolution No. MP231
Page 2 of 3

NOW, THEREFORE, BE IT RESOLVED that the El Paso County Planning Commission hereby
approves the adoption of the Briargate Parkway/Stapleton Road Corridor Preservation Plan
and Access Control Plan into the El Paso County Master Plan, which is incorporated herein
by this reference as if fully set forth herein.

BE IT FURTHER RESOLVED that, pursuant to C.R.S. § 30-28-109, the El Paso County Planning
Commission hereby certifies to the Board of County Commissioners and to the planning
commissions of all municipalities located within El Paso County a copy of the Briargate
Parkway/Stapleton Road Corridor Preservation Plan and Access Control Plan for El Paso
County, specifically including the maps and descriptive matter that are contained in PCD
File No. MP231.

BE IT FURTHER RESOLVED that the El Paso County Planning Commission hereby directs the
Clerk of the Planning Commission to record the action taken by the Planning Commission
and affix their signature to said descriptive matter pursuant to C.R.S. 8 30-28-108.

BE IT FURTHER RESOLVED that the intent of the Planning Commission in adoption of the
Briargate Parkway/Stapleton Road Corridor Preservation Plan and Access Control Plan into
the El Paso County Master Plan is that this shall be used as an advisory document. To the
extent the Briargate Parkway/Stapleton Road Corridor Preservation Plan and Access Control
Plan may be subsequently referenced in the County’s subdivision and/or zoning regulations,
those references shall neither construe nor render the Briargate Parkway/Stapleton Road
Corridor Preservation Plan and Access Control Plan to be a binding, regulatory document,
nor shall such references overcome the intent that the Briargate Parkway/Stapleton Road
Corridor Preservation Plan and Access Control Plan is advisory and that the Planning
Commission and Board of County Commissioners shall maintain their considerable
discretion in deciding how to apply the Plans in their land-use decisions.

BE IT FURTHER RESOLVED that the following conditions and notations shall be placed upon
this approval:

CONDITIONS

1. C.R.S.8§30-28-109 requires the Planning Commission to certify a copy of the Master Plan,
or any adopted part or amendment thereof or addition thereto, to the Board of County
Commissioners and to the Planning Commission of all municipalities in the County. The
Planning Commission’s action to amend the Master Plan shall not be considered final
until a minimum of ten (10) complete sets of the final documents are provided and such
documents are certified by the Chairman of the County Planning Commission and
distributed as required by law.

2. Upon adoption by the El Paso County Planning Commission, the effect of this document
is adoption of the Briargate Parkway/Stapleton Road Corridor Preservation Plan and
Access Control Plan into the El Paso County Master Plan.

NOTATIONS
1. Certification of the documents to the municipalities within the County pursuant to
Condition No. 1 above is determined to be satisfied upon transmittal of summary



Resolution No. MP231
Page30of3

information and maps along with a clear description of the locations where the complete
documents are available for inspection, along with an offer to provide a given
municipality a complete copy of the documents if requested. The transmittal may be in
the form of a digital copy.

2. Inapproving this document, it is understood that minor editorial and formatting changes
will be made in conjunction with the final publication process. These modifications may
include pagination, correction of typographical errors, clarifications, insertion of
pholographs, insertion of references and/or corrections to factual information, or
inclusion of comments and modifications associated with the Planning Commission
hearings. In no case will substantive changes be made to the text without reconsideration
by the Planning Commission.

seconded the adoption of the foregoing Resolution. The adoption of this
Master Plan Amendment shall be by resolution as carried by the affirmative votes of a
majority of the entire membership of the Planning Commission.

The roll having been called, the vote was as follows: (circle one)

Thomas Bailey aye / no / non-voting / recused / absent
Sarah Brittain Jack aye / no/ non-voting / recused / absent
Jim Byers aye / no/ non-voting / recused / absent
Jay Carlson aye / no/ non-voting / recused / absent
Becky Fuller aye / no/ non-voting / recused / absent
Jeffrey Markewich aye / no/ non-voting / recused / absent
Brandy Merriam aye / no/ non-voting / recused / absent
Eric Moraes aye / no / non-voting / recused / absent
Kara Offner aye / no/ non-voting / recused / absent
Bryce Schuettpelz aye / no / non-voting / recused / absent
Wayne Smith aye / no / non-voting / recused / absent
Tim Trowbridge aye / no/ non-voting / recused / absent
Christopher Whitney aye / no/ non-voting / recused / absent

The Resolution was adopted by avoteof ___to___ bythe El Paso County Planning Commission
of the State of Colorado.

DONE THIS 2" day of November 2023 at Colorado Springs, Colorado

EL PASO COUNTY PLANNING COMMISSION

By:

Thomas Bailey, Chair



