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June 27, 2023 
 
Brian Alpert 
Murphy Creek Development, Inc. 
30 Cherry Hills Farm Dr 
Englewood, CO  80110 
 
Re: Second Submission Review – Murphy Creek GDP Amendment No 3 – GDP Amendment 
 Application Number:  DA-1250-57 
 Case Numbers:  1995 2002 11; 2022 8007 00 
 
Dear Mr. Alpert: 
 
Thank you for your second submission, which we started to process on Wednesday, June 7, 2022. We have reviewed 
your plans and attached our comments along with this cover letter. The first section of our review highlights our major 
comments. The following sections contain more specific comments, including those received from other city 
departments and community members. 
 
Since several important issues remain, you will need to make another submission. Please revise your previous work and 
send us a new submission on or before Friday, July 21, 2023. Note that all our comments are numbered. When you 
resubmit, include a cover letter specifically responding to each item. The Planning Department reserves the right to 
reject any resubmissions that fail to address these items. If you have made any other changes to your documents other 
than those requested, be sure to also specifically list them in your letter. 
 
Your estimated Planning and Zoning Commission public hearing date will be given following the third review. Please 
remember that all abutter notices for public hearings must be sent and the site notices must be posted at least 10 days 
prior to the hearing date. These notifications are your responsibility, and the lack of proper notification will cause the 
public hearing date to be postponed. It is important that you obtain an updated list of adjacent property owners from the 
county before the notices are sent out. Take all necessary steps to ensure an accurate list is obtained. 
 
As always, if you have any comments or concerns, please let me know. I may be reached at (303) 739-7259 or 
amuca@auroragov.org. 
 
Sincerely, 

 
Ariana Muca, PLA 
Planner II 
 

 cc:  Karen Henry   Henry Design Group Inc  1501 Wazee Street, #1 c Denver, CO  80202 
 Ariana Muca, Case Manager 
 Scott Campbell, Neighborhood Services 
 Cesarina Dancy, ODA 
 Filed: K:\$DA\1250 57rev2.rtf   

 

Planning and Development Services 

Planning Division 
15151 E. Alameda Parkway, Ste. 2300 
Aurora, Colorado 80012 
303.739.7250 

 

mailto:amuca@auroragov.org
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Second Submission Review 
 
SUMMARY OF KEY COMMENTS FROM ALL DEPARTMENTS 
• A 30-acre buffer along the portions PA-25 and PA-27 must remain (Planning).  
• Pros has several comments regarding land use designation, form J and floodplains (PROS) 
• Several reviews are experiencing confusion with the various roadway sections. Roadway sections must match 

across all documents.   
• There is a potential conflict with the roadway sections and current PW standards. Staff suggests a meeting with 

Traffic, Public Works, and Planning to nail down the desired section updates. 
• Per Section 4.04.2.01.2 of the roadway manual, local type 2 road is not appropriate for streets that connect to a 

collector or arterial roadways or service more than 40 homes (Public Works).  
• Mile High, CDOT, and Arapahoe County have provided second review comments expressing various concerns.  

 
PLANNING DEPARTMENT COMMENTS 
1. Community Questions, Comments, and Concerns 
1A. No citizen comments were received upon the first submittal.  

 
2. Completeness and Clarity of the GDP Amendment  
2A. Please see the site plan edit to update the cover sheet. The cover sheet will replace the current GDP cover sheet 

and needs owners, consultants, various amendments, and specific titles. These minor comments have been 
added to the site plan set.   

2B. Each page of the original GDP sheet set being impacted must be included in the amendment. These sheets will 
need to be added to the overall GDP set. Please eliminate page numbers until the application is ready for mylar 
recordation.  

2C. Repeat Comment: Please include and update page 11 of 18 of the current GDP. The PIP has various roadway 
descriptions that differ from the GDP. Section cuts need to be updated and added to the Murphy Creek GDP. 
The connecting text on the current GDP conflicts with the roadway section update. Staff cannot record 
conflicting information. Furthermore, page 12 of 18 also has roadway sections that will need to be amended, 
even if it is to simply remove the current roadway sections.  
 

3.Architectural and Urban Design Issues 
3A. There are several land use tables within the submitted amendment. This needs to be consolidated into one land 

use table. This land use table must match the PIP and Traffic Study.  
3B. Previous comments regarding the Neighborhood Park to the West of Trib 4000 E remain.  The topography in 

this area is not conducive to a well-sized usable park which is required per the GDP.  Neighborhood parks 
should be highly amenitized and programmed spaces that serve the larger neighborhood. They should not be 
remnant spaces left over from developable areas.  Land north of Yale Avenue is more suitable for the required 
use. 

3C. As an advisory comment Parcel 25 is designated multi-family and a private or public park is to be located on the 
site as well. Multi-family is required to provide 20% outdoor space. Staff would like to confirm that this will be 
an additional private or public park amenity area outside of that code requirement. This does not need to be 
shown in the GDP pdf but confirmed through response to comment.  

3D. Reviewing the changes in the GDP, there is an overall increase to the south in units. The area of increase is 
within high-density multi-family in parcels 24 through 27. The original GDP had 258 units per acre south of 
Yale Avenue. The amendment shows 325 units south of Yale Avenue. The proposal shifts higher density closer 
to an area of concern near Lowry Landfill. Higher density should support neighborhood parks, open space, and 
commercial. If pursuing higher density, it is recommended to look north of the Yale Alignment. Staff does not 
want an increase in density to the south of Yale Avenue.  
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4. PIP 
4A. More of a question - in the original submission, there were 7 road sections provided. The second submission 

had 5. The original GDP has 9. In response to the comment, please explain which streets are being modified, no 
change, and deleted. 
 

5. Environmental  
5A. Murphy Creek citizens are concerned with Lowry Landfill and the development's proximity to the plume. South 

of Yale has been designated Parks and Open Space, and moving to high-density residential has concerns for 
staff due to the proximity to the Lowry Landfill Superfund Site. Both City and County Planners echo this 
concern. The County has consistently given comments regarding this concern during both submittals.  

5B. In the response to the first review comments, the applicant did not provide any insight on how the active wells 
will be navigated. Developing around these wells could impact future projects. No environmental protection 
plan was included in the GDP Amendment's second submission though it was requested. When the Murphy 
Creek GDP was approved in 1995 the Lowry Landfill was a large point of discussion for staff, planning 
commission and City Council. An environmental protection plan should be included as part of the introduction 
letter. 

5C. In reviewing the original case file, the Murphy Creek GDP was presented to the council with an agreed 30-acre 
park adjacent to Yale to buffer the lowry landfill was in the formal agreement and part of the city council 
discussion. The 30-acre buffer along the portions PA-25 and PA-27 must remain. This agreement was signed by 
Michael A Sheldon 1995. Staff can provide the case file upon request.  

 
 

REFERRAL COMMENTS FROM OTHER DEPARTMENTS AND AGENCIES 
 
6.Civil Engineering (Kristin Tanabe / 303-739-7306 / ktanabe@auroragov.org / Comments in green) 
Murphy Creek GDP  
6A. Appears E. Baltic Place should be 80' from typical section. Please clarify (ALL).  
6B. Appears S. Old Tom Morris Rd. should be 80' from typical section. Please clarify (ALL).  
6C. Small text updates and edits.  
6D. Add Typical section for S. Old Tom Morris Rd. 
6E. Add Typical section for E. Baltic Pl. from S. Gun Club Rd. to S. Addison St. (two options - 1. Could do two 

different ROW widths for this section, or 2. Could remove parking if want to maintain ROW with the dual turn 
lanes). 

6F. Coordinate with Traffic regarding Bike Lane removal from roadway to wider bike/pedestrian walk. Updated 
2023 roadway manual indicates bike lanes are not desired on arterials. 

6G. Please update label if this will match the roadways shown on the typical sections in the public improvement 
plan. 

6H. As shown in the typical sections in the PIP exhibits and on the GDP, the 70' trail corridor does not start on the 
edge of the 80' ROW. Please revise statement in PIP narrative or exhibits. 

6I. As shown in the typical sections in the PIP exhibits and on the GDP, the 70' trail corridor does not start on the 
edge of the 114' ROW(?).  Please revise statement in PIP narrative or exhibits. 

PIP 
6J. Repeat comment: This document needs to include ALL of the planning areas in the development (even those 

that haven't changed) and indicate what has changed from the previously approved document. The PIP needs to 
be an overall single document to be referenced and not multiple documents as amendments happen. 

6K. Add and any partially constructed or dead-end roads need an adequate turnaround on page 4. 
6L. Add the following statement:  

"Any improvement identified in this document to be a responsibility of MARIA, are the responsibility of the 
Master developer. At the time when the project is constructed, if the master plan has not yet been incorporated 
into MARIA, and MARIA has not accepted the responsibility of said improvements, then it is the responsibility 
of this development." 

mailto:ktanabe@auroragov.org
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6M. Suggested to break Phase 1 down to support specific planning areas. As written, all roadways and supporting 
infrastructure would need to be constructed before the first building permit is issued. 

6N. Please verify and revise if it crosses E Baltic Place and is also on the south side of E Baltic Place. 
6O. As shown in the typical sections in the PIP exhibits and on the GDP, the 70' trail corridor does not start on the 

edge of the 80' ROW. Please revise statement or exhibits. 
6P. 114' ROW per PIP exhibits and GDP, please check and update accordingly. 
6Q. As shown in the typical sections in the PIP exhibits and on the GDP, the 70' trail corridor does not start on the 

edge of the 114' ROW(?).  Please revise statement or exhibits. 
6R. What/where is tributary 4000E? Please label on all exhibits. 
6S. Please extend regional trail in exhibits to match the narrative. (ALL) 
6T. Does Flatrock have a space between Flat and Rock? Be consistent with spelling of roadway names in narrative 

and exhibits (ALL). 
6U. Revised letter of introduction states that Yale will remain in its original alignment, please remove all references 

to realignment in this document. 
6V. S. (be consistent to provide before roadway names, ALL).  
6W. 70' ROW? Update typ. section label if necessary.  
6X. 68' ROW? Update typ. section label if necessary.  
6Y. Please provide description (classification and extents) for Jewell Ave and Gun Club Rd.  
6Z. S. Addison St is not shown as being built with this phase per the exhibit. Include or provide connection to 

existing built roadway.  
6AA. E. Baltic Pl (be consistent with all street naming, ALL).  
6BB. Please revise, the regional trail is also on the south side of E Baltic Place. 
6CC. PA 21 and 22 are currently part of Phase 2, not Phase 1.  
6DD. Including vehicular connection to roundabout 
6EE. Improvements to Jewell Avenue and S Gun Club, adjacent to the phase are required for this phase if they are 

not built with Phase 1.  
6FF. Reference improvements to S Gun Club in Phase 4.  
6GG. Either two separate ROW widths should be identified (Turn lane and without turn lane). Or, Could remove 

parking if want to maintain ROW with the dual turn lanes). ROW should be defined. 
6HH. Texts updates for the phase 5 realignment.  
6II. Reference improvements to S Gun Club in Phase 5.  
6JJ. Include drainage on exhibit phases.  
6KK. Exhibit currently doesn’t show roadway extending to Flat Rock trail.  
6LL. All typ sections should match those shown in MC GDP Sheet Set. 
6MM. Please include Gun Club Rd and Jewell Ave in Developer's responsibility in the exhibits (also include roadway 

classification). These roadways will also need to be added to Phase 1 of the improvements as it stands now. 
6NN. Add Typical section for E. Baltic Pl. from S. Gun Club Rd. to S. Addison St. (two options - 1. Could do two 

different ROW widths for this section, or 2. Could remove parking if want to maintain ROW with the dual turn 
lanes). 

6OO. Coordinate with Traffic regarding Bike Lane removal from roadway to wider bike/pedestrian walk. Updated 
2023 roadway manual indicates bike lanes are not desired on arterials. 

6PP. Please define all abbreviations (typ.). 
6QQ. As shown in the typical sections in the PIP exhibits and on the GDP, the 70' trail corridor does not start on the 

edge of the 80' ROW. Please revise statement in PIP narrative or exhibits. 
6RR. As shown in the typical sections in the PIP exhibits and on the GDP, the 70' trail corridor does not start on the 

edge of the 114' ROW(?). Please revise statement in PIP narrative or exhibits. 
6SS. Please extend regional trail in exhibits to match the narrative. (ALL). 
6TT. E Baltic Pl (be consistent to provide full roadway names, ALL). 
6UU. Open channels (A-C) Culverts (A-C) and Ponds (A, B, D, F) included in Phase 1? Match narrative 

All improvements necessary to support the roadway, need to be included with the Roadway Phase (1). 
6VV. All labels should match GDP amendment map.  
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6WW. S. Addison St is not shown as being built with this phase per the exhibit. Include or provide connection to 
existing built roadway including any required supporting roadway infrastructure. Include everything that is 
required with Phase 2 in the exhibit. 

6XX. Fix location of Pond A. Currently shows regional trail going through it. 
6YY. Include in boundary of Phase 3.  
6ZZ. Improvements to S. Gun Club Rd and Jewell Ave adjacent to the phase are required with this phase – many 

instances throughout the document. 
6AAA. Include or provide connection to existing built roadway including any required supporting roadway 

infrastructure. Include everything that is required with Phase 3 in the exhibit. 
6BBB. Include or provide connection to existing built roadway including any required supporting roadway 

infrastructure. Include everything that is required with Phase 4 in the exhibit. 
6CCC. Include or provide connection to existing built roadway including any required supporting roadway 

infrastructure. Include everything that is required with Phase 5 in the exhibit. 
6DDD. Build road and ensure appropriate turnaround or end at Phase 6 access point. 
6EEE. Include or provide connection to existing built roadway including any required supporting roadway 

infrastructure. Include everything that is required with Phase 6 in the exhibit. 
6FFF. Include or provide connection to existing built roadway including any required supporting roadway 

infrastructure. Include everything that is required with Phase 6 in the exhibit. 
 

7.Traffic Engineering (Carl Harline / 303-739-7584 / charline@auroragov.org / Comments in amber) 
Traffic Impact Study  
7A. There may be a limited roadway network in place at buildout year of the Murphy Creek GDP. Therefore, a 

buildout year analysis to assess this condition. 
7B. MARIA is not an existing entity; therefore, it should not be referenced. 
7C. Provide discussion on pedestrian connectivity, facilities, enhancements, etc. 
7D. See comments throughout the report. 
Murphy Creek GDP  
7E. GDP land designation table is not consistent with TIS or PIP, 1246 Dus.  
PIP  
7F. Please review the PIP document. The document has clear direction from large-scale changes to detailed text 

edits.  
7G. There are references to entities that do not exist – please avoid (MARIA).  
7H. Show location of traffic signals per TIS.  
7I. Make sure all sections are updated.  
 
8.Utilities (Daniel Pershing / 303-739-7646 / ddpershi@auroragov.org/ Comments in red) 
PIP 
8A. The general development plan will not be approved by Aurora Water until the master drainage report is 

approved. 
Utility Report 
8B. Please remove City Engineer from the Signature Block as they no longer review and approve these plans. 
8C. Please revise reference to 2023 as this is the current edition of Aurora Water Specifications. 
8D. See pdf for text updates.  
8E. Water Gems (or equal) modeling also required for these reports to verify velocities for pipelines meet criteria. 
8F. Section IIA of the report states maximum elevation of 5690 FT. Please verify. 
8G. Please also include all existing pipes are sized to handle the proposed flows and no improvements are required. 
8H. In addition to the model results, please include a table calculating the demands for each planning area/basin 

under each scenario. 
8I. Please ensure the criteria below is met for the max hour scenario. Some of these velocities are exceeded in the 

table above. 
8J. Provide channel diagrams for each design point. 

mailto:charline@auroragov.org
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8K. Provide channel diagrams for each design point. 
8L. Please also include peak loading in CFS for Channel diagrams. 
8M. This calculation does not meet MUS design criteria. This value should be the gross acreage multiplied by 1500 

gpd/acre for commercial use. 
8N. Please add column for equivalent population, equivalent population/acre, and peaking factor as these are all 

needed to calculate peak flow per MUS design criteria. 
8O. Please add column for equivalent population, equivalent population/acre, and peaking factor as these are all 

needed to calculate peak flow per MUS design criteria. 
8P. Provide signature Block for Aurora Water and Fire Life Safety on this Exhibit. 
8Q. Provide signature Block for Aurora Water and Fire Life Safety on this Exhibit. 
8R. Please upsize to 10" as proposed flows are too large for 8" piping. 
8S. Provide signature Block for Aurora Water on this Exhibit. 
 
9. Fire / Life Safety (William Polk / 303-739-7371 / wpolk@auroragov.org / Comments in blue) 
9A. No further comments.  
 
10.Real Property (Maurice Brooks / 303-739-7294 / mbrooks@auroragov.org / Comments in magenta) 
10A. Street Vacations move to DA-1250-61. New Street Dedications will be expected when new Plats are created. 

No further comments.  
 
11.PROS (Michelle Teller / 303-739-7437 / mteller@auroragov.org / Comments in purple) 
11A. Thank you for including a Form J in your recent submittal. See all comments on the GDP Amendment and 

update the other documents accordingly.  
GDP  
11B. Land Dedication: Please refer to the annexation agreement for the land dedication requirements. Per the 

annexation agreement, a total of 105 acres of park and open space (above and beyond the golf course) is 
required. Note that there are certain areas of the annexation agreement that include allowances for floodplain 
throughout the site up to 50% it between the 50 and 100 year. Please work with PROS to determine how we can 
best satisfy the annexation agreement.  

Sheet 2 
11C. Revise the Murphy Creek East trail to note ‘community trail’ instead of regional here.  
Sheet 3:  
11D. Ownership and maintenance of this corridor along Harvest should be kept private to the metro district. There 

has been a recent issue with not having clarity within the master plan regarding snow removal. Please call this 
out on the plans and verify that this can be retained to the Metro District.  

11E. Call out areas in question for the 12 acres of stream management corridor. The two shown do not add up to 12 
acres. Please provide a planning area for each to provide clarity. 

Sheet 4 
11F. See annexation agreement related to the floodplain. There are very specific requirements.  
11G. Per the annexation agreement "Public lands located in the 50-year floodplain shall not receive public land 

donation credit. Public land donations located outside of the 50-year but within the 100-year will be accepted by 
the city and given a fifty percent (50%) credit if lands meet the following criteria. 

11H. 1. Lands within the 100-year flood plain but outside the 50 must be identified as such on topographic maps 
acceptable for flood plain identification by the CITY storm drainage engineers. 

11I. 2. Lands must be reasonably usable and accessible for recreation purposes." 
11J. Typically, a $300 per unit park development fee is collected which would go toward the proposed parks. There 

is language in the annexation agreement of being ‘credited’ for the sites that are being constructed by the metro 
district. Please work with PROS to determine how best to attribute this (i.e. credit going toward Planning Areas 
20-25, 28, etc.). Preference to have this written very clearly in this table to reference later. 

11K. Unclear on the exact location of items listed in the form J. Include a planning area to clarify. 
11L. The gun club creek is not seen as open space eligible for city ownership and maintenance. This needs to be 

mailto:wpolk@auroragov.org
mailto:mbrooks@auroragov.org
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privately maintained. Since this is meeting MHFD requirements for an open channel, this can be given open 
space credit. Please refer to the PROS manual for the requirement regarding floodplain up to 50% of the total 
open space required for the full development. 

11M. Areas where the trail is a sidewalk is not eligible for any PROS maintenance; this is required to be maintained 
by adjacent property owners as typical for all ROW sidewalk areas. Only areas that are designated as trail 
corridors and eligible for open space credit such as adjacent to the creek would be eligible for PROS 
ownership/maintenance. 

11N. Keep trail within the center of the 70’ corridor. Retain at least 25’ from the edge of the corridor consistent with 
our typical buffer requirements. 

11O. Clarify non-sidewalk conditions for the areas that will get a trail easement given to the city. 
11P. All references in the full Form J should represent everything both north and south of Jewell. Update rows such 

as the murphy creek golf course accordingly to show the full 263 acres. 
11Q. Private amenities are not eligible for PROS public land dedication requirements.  
11R. For the last row in the form J, it may be helpful to include a minimum size and note whether it’s anticipated to 

go toward PROS land dedication requirements or just general outdoor space for planning. Form J should only 
indicate spaces for PROS land dedication requirements. 

11S. If items are to be smaller than what PROS land dedication standards require, include the site plan determined 
‘outdoor spaces’ in a different table for Planning to track. For PROS these would need to be 0.5 acres minimum 
to meet pocket park standards. 

11T. Add row for the Harvest PSCO easement trail/sidewalk and note private maintenance.  
11U. Per the annexation agreement, a total of 105 acres of land for public use (above and beyond the minimum 209 

acres minimum required for the golf course) shall be dedicated. Please update the Form J to identify all acreage 
within the full FDP meeting the 105 acres. Note this may include a portion of the floodplain per the FDP notes. 
 

12.Arapahoe County (Cathy Valencia / cvalencia@arapahoegov.com/ 720-237-2415) 
12A. Please ensure that the City of Aurora requests enough row for a 6-lane roadway on Gun Club. 
 
13.Arapahoe County Planning (Terri Maulik / REFERRALS@ARAPAHOEGOV.COM / 720-874-6650) 
13A. No additional comments to add. Please see initial response to first referral. We have concerns over the 

proximity of the housing project to the Lowry landfill. 
 

14.Arapahoe County Engineering (Emily Gonzalez PE / 720-874-6500) 
14A. See first review comments.  
 
15.Xcel Energy (Donna George / 303-571-3306 / donna.l.george@.xcelenergy.com) 
15A. Comment response acknowledged.  
 
16.Metro Creek General Metropolitan District No. 3 (Paul C. Rufien, P.C. / paul@rufienlaw.com/ 720-506-9230) 
16A. See first review comments.  
  

mailto:REFERRALS@ARAPAHOEGOV.COM
mailto:donna.l.george@.xcelenergy.com
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17.Mile High Flood District (Derek Clark/ 303-455-6277) 
17A. See below:  
MAINTENANCE ELIGIBILITY PROGRAM (MEP) 
MHFD Referral Review Comments 

For Internal MHFD Use Only. 
MEP ID: 103279 

Submittal 
ID: 10011144 

Partner ID: 1629177 
MEP Phase: Referral 

 

Date: June 21, 2023 
To: Ariana Muca 

Via Aurora Website 
RE: MHFD Referral Review Comments 

 
Project Name: MURPHY CREEK GDP AMENDMENT NO 3 - GDP AMDT AND STREET VACATION 

Location: Aurora 
Drainageway: Gun Club Creek 

 
This letter is in response to the request for our comments concerning the referenced project. We have reviewed 
this proposal only as it relates to maintenance eligibility of major drainage features, in this case: 

- Improvements to Gun Club Creek 
- Improvements to Harvest Gulch 

We have the following comments to offer: 
Public Improvement Plan 

1) Please clarify the drainage phasing between the report text and the phasing exhibits. The Phase 1 text 
includes all open channel and culvert improvements; however, these are shown in different phases in the 
exhibits. 

2) Please note that in the ongoing COA/MHFD CIP project for the Gun Club Creek Improvements, Culvert B's 
inlet is located in the vicinity of the existing culvert just upstream of the proposed Asbury Place Road. The 
northern portion of the COA golf course property will remain as open channel and should be shown as 
such. 

GDP Amendment  
3) The stream management corridor for Harvest Gulch is not shown on this document. Although shown in the 

PIP, please also include the delineation within the GDP and label the proposed stream corridor width. 
4) The north-south portion of the stream management corridor just to the east of PA 12C appears to shrink 

in width drastically towards the northern end. Please maintain the minimum 150' width as shown 
elsewhere. If this portion of channel intends to utilize a portion of the COA owned golf course property, 
please ensure that the City of Aurora is in agreement with this direction. 

5) Please label the proposed channel corridor widths for the stream management corridors on the GDP. 
6) Please include an east-west stream management corridor on the north side of the COA golf course property 

as described by comment #2. 
7) Previous discussions between the Murphy Creek East project team and PROS had included an option to 

have the regional trail in the vicinity of PA 26 and PA 27 follow along the proposed improvements to 
Harvest Gulch as opposed to directly south of Yale Avenue. Further coordination may be needed with all 
parties as the conceptual design of Harvest Gulch progresses. 

Revised Letter of Introduction 
8) In Section 8 "Identification of Stream Management Corridors", there is a statement about the 150' wide 

stream corridor adjacent to PA-21 being purchased, constructed, and maintained by City/MHFD at a later 
date. As noted in our last comment letter, MHFD does not own properties for this purpose. MHFD will be a 
project partner for the construction and include the completed improvements as part of our MEP program. 
Please revise this statement to reflect this. 
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MHFD requires responses to the review comments, please include these responses with any future 
submittal. 
 
We appreciate the opportunity to review this proposal. Please feel free to contact me with any questions or 
concerns. 
 
Sincerely, 

 
Derek Clark, PE 
Project Manager 
Mile High Flood District 
 
18.CDOT (Steven Loeffler / steven.loeffler@state.co.us ) 
18A. See below: 
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