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Lowry Planning/Disposition Subcommittee  
Meeting Summary for October 18, 2012 

 
 
Committee members in attendance:  Mary Carr, Gayle Jetchick, Brad Pierce, Kathleen Ruby, Ann Torgerson, 
Rolf Werner, Brian Wert and Chuck Woodward. 
 
Public Attendance: Approximately 15 
 
INTRODUCTIONS 
The meeting was called to order at 5:05 p.m. by Brian Wert. 
 
MINUTES 
A motion by Rolf Werner with a second by Chuck Woodward was passed to approve the minutes from the 
September 20, 2012 meeting as presented. 
 
PUBLIC COMMENT 
Christine O’Connor, Lowry resident, made the following comments: 

1. GDP is still not posted nor does the LRA have a copy available for public viewing. 
2. How can the GDP be discussed by the committee if they don’t have it? 
3. What is the status of zoning that was supposed to be a topic of discussion?  Zoning is a complicated code 

to be considered in context and there should be citizen involvement. 
4. Recommends that the committee allow for new leadership. 
5. The LRA shouldn’t be able to have influence on board appointments. 

 
Debbie Taylor, Mayfair Park resident, agreed with Ms. O’Connor about new committee involvement and didn’t 
think her neighborhood is being adequately represented.  She also wanted more notification of meetings. 
 
Monty Force explained that the Lowry Community Advisory Committee is a 21 member body appointed by the 
mayors of Denver and Aurora with a 14/7 split respectively pursuant to the Intergovernmental Agreement forming 
the LRA. There were several years that the committee did not meet because all development projects within 
legacy Lowry had been reviewed and those activities were winding down.  With anticipation of the Buckley 
Annex conveyance the CAC was reinstated with quite a number of new members coming from adjacent 
neighborhoods most impacted by this development.  The members represent more than just their neighborhood 
and are to look at development from a regional perspective and relay information from and to their 
neighborhoods.  Members of the planning subcommittee are volunteers from the CAC so if a neighborhood is not 
represented then they have chosen not to be on the planning subcommittee. 
 
Mr. Force further responded to the public comments that the GDP is not posted because the city has not deemed it 
a technically complete document.  When it is deemed technically complete, the city and the LRA will post it on 
their websites.  The LRA will also have a hard copy available for public review in its office.  It was hoped that the 
zoning could be discussed by this time but the city wants more time to review and understand the GDP in context 
after the requested information is submitted. 
 
Mr. Force said that the mayor routinely asks organizations for opinions on prospective appointments to boards 
and committees, but the mayor makes the determination on who to appoint. 
 
DISCUSSION ITEMS 

• GDP Update and Comments (Monty Force) 
The Denver Community Planning and Development Department in addition to some minor comments in 
regard to formatting and reference points has requested more information as follows: 
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1. A more detailed definition of land use on a block by block basis. 
2. First Avenue bike path system with connections.  
3. Updated traffic counts for Monaco, Quebec, Alameda, Lowry Blvd, and and First Avenue. 
4. Definitive plan for the First Avenue berm/connectivity between Mayfair Park and Buckley 

Annex. 
 
Once all of these requests have been responded to by the LRA and the GDP is deemed a complete 
document it will be posted and available for public review and comment. A public meeting sponsored by 
the Denver Community Planning and Development Department will be scheduled in the near future. 
 
Comments/Questions (Response from LRA in bold) 
 
Will there be a stop sign at Pontiac on First Ave?  Most likely, but the bicycle trail planning staff 
people think there could be a conflict. 
 
What about Whiteman School?  There has been a lot of conversation, but no definitive direction yet.  
The LRA is trying to set a conversation with Superintendent Boasberg and there will be more 
discussion at an upcoming CAC meeting. 
 
Will the city do the traffic counts?  The LRA will have to conduct the counts and needs more 
information about what the city is requesting. 
 
It has been confirmed by some neighbors with children who attend the Denver Language School (DLS) 
that the lease has been extended for three years.  The Mayfair Park community still can’t get an answer 
from DPS on returning Whiteman to a neighborhood school. 
 
Since we know DLS will occupy the Whiteman building for the next three years, what will Buckley 
Annex home buyers be told when they ask the question about available schools?  That is another 
reason why the conversation with Mr. Boasberg needs to take place. 
 
Is it possible for DLS and the elementary school to share the space?  Kathleen Ruby, CAC member 
from Mayfair Park, responded that there is no space and there is a bond issue up for a vote on the 
November 6th ballot to expand the building. 
 

• First Avenue Berm (Monty Force) 
Whether or not to keep the First Avenue berm has been a topic of a very long conversation beginning in 
2007.  The opinions have remained split 50/50 to open up street connections or maintain the berm for 
aesthetic reasons and to preserve mature trees.  Now that the time for a decision is here, an earthwork 
study has been done along with comparing infrastructure costs and ways to retain or relocate some trees.  
There was also consideration of urban design and how best or orient homes along First Avenue and to 
maximize solar exposure. The LRA also looked at pedestrian and vehicle connections.  The final 
conclusion was to remove the berm and connect the street grid and to relocate as many trees as possible 
from the top of the berm.  It probably won’t be possible to preserve the trees on the side of the berm.  
Some of the trees around the tennis courts might be able to be kept in place. 
 
The plan will be modified back to the 2008 configuration with Oneida Street and Newport Street now 
connecting to First Avenue.  There may be a larger set back on the south of First Avenue to retain more 
existing trees. 
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Comments/Questions (Response from LRA in bold) 
 
Will all the homes have alley loaded garages?  There will also be some front loaded garages. 
 
Why isn’t Poplar going through?  There is a lot of concern about cut through traffic and safety.  Poplar 
was moved the west to retain space for a commercial/retail location and to accommodate some 
additional parking for the library as agreed to in the 2008 plan. 
 
Isn’t there a conflict with alleys coming off First Avenue?  It is still in discussion, but alley 
connections with First Avenue will not be a problem.  Similar conditions exist at 11th Avenue 
without issues. 
 
Isn’t there a way to not make connections to Mayfair Park’s longest streets to prevent cut through traffic 
and speeding?   The volume of traffic and speeding is already an issue.  We can investigate but we 
don’t foresee this as a problem since there will be stop signs at First Avenue.  CCD traffic 
engineers will monitor and if a problem becomes apparent, then mitigating measures may be 
taken.  There is an example of a lot of concern of cut through traffic taking Quebec Way south of 
6th Avenue when 6th Avenue first opened east of Quebec.  That concern never became reality. 
 
Will the city or the master association plow the alleys?  The alleys will be private and will not be 
plowed by the city or the master association.  
 
Front loaded garages for single-family homes would be better in the areas close to apartments where 
there might be parking issues so that home owner guests can use the driveways for parking.  Attention 
will be given to assure adequate parking is provided by the developers of apartments.   
 
ADJOURNMENT 
 
The meeting adjourned at 6:00 p.m. 
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