Staff Report – I-70 Regional Transportation Operations Facility
February 21, 2012 Planning & Zoning Commission Meeting
Report date
Project type
Legal description
Zoning
Address
Prepared By

February 17, 2012
New Commercial Construction, AEC
Comprehensive Plan Amendment
Lot 1A, Swift Gulch Subdivision
Tract AA, Mountain Star Subdivision
Public Facilities (PF)
500 Swift Gulch Road
Matt Pielsticker, Planner II

Summary of Requests
The Town of Avon, represented by Mark Donaldson of Victor Mark Donaldson Architects and CDM
Smith, has submitted three concurrent applications for the development of the I-70 Regional
Transportation Operations Facility (RTOF) on Lot 1A, Swift Gulch Subdivision, and Tract AA,
Mountain Star Subdivision (“the Property”). The applications include a Major Development Plan,
Alternative Equivalent Compliance (AEC) application, and a Comprehensive Plan Amendment
application.
The proposal (Exhibit A) is to move the existing office building, and construct a Bus Maintenance
and Storage Building (aka “Bus Barn”) and associated site improvements to be used as a regional
transportation operations and maintenance facility. This project is 80 percent funded by federal
and state grants, and is a partnership with ECO Transit of Eagle County. This agenda item was
discussed as a Work Session on February 7, 2012, and a complete final application is being
presented at the February 21, 2012 meeting.
New Information
Since the February 7, 2012 Planning and Zoning Commission (PZC) review, new information has
been added to the submittal package. Some of the new information was at the request of PZC,
while other information was added to make a complete design submittal per the requirements of
the Community Development Department.
New information includes the following:
 Lighting Plan (Exhibit A p12-p13), and cut sheets (Exhibit B) per the Lighting Ordinance:
o Existing “shoe box” pole mounted fixtures will be relocated.
o 8 new 20’ tall “shoe box” fixtures 175 watt LED bulbs on upper bench
o 15 new LED fixtures under relocated fuel canopy, standing 15’ above grade
o 15 new 60 watt Incandescent wall mounted scones on Bus Barn, standing 10’ high
 Color/Material Board (Exhibit A p18)
o New “Cyprus Olive“ green color was selected for secondary siding color.
o Non-reflective, “Sage Brown” metal roofing was selected.
o “Ashland Cut” Limestone was chosen for all stone siding on Bus Barn
 Landscape Plan (Exhibit A p10)
o 5’ to 12’ Evergreens added to southern property line above retaining walls.
o Various shrubs and native grass added to disturbed areas.
o Photograph included demonstrating MSE retaining wall color/design (Exhibit C)
 Updated Elevations and Renderings (Exhibit A p14-p17 & p21-p22)
o Depicting final colors, light fixture locations
o Screening details for ground and roof mounted mechanical equipment
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Site Plan with 2008/2012 building footprints superimposed (Exhibit A p8)

Background
The scope and function of this project was originally envisioned as early as 1995 with the
construction of the existing Fleet Maintenance building, bus wash, and fueling island. Future plans
at that time included a bus storage building and an administration building. In 2007, the master
plan for Public Works development was updated as described in the “Facilities Needs Assessment”
(RNL/MDG, 2007) and advanced further in the “Swift Gulch Project Preliminary Design Report”
(CDM, 2008). The Facilities Needs Assessment and Preliminary Design Report recommended
implementation of the following proposed site programming at full buildout:
 Bus Wash Building (3,600 sf)
 Bus Barn for 40 stalls (39,000 sf)
 Administrative building (14,000 sf)
 Underground parking garage (42 stall)
 Surface Parking (64 stall)
 PW shops storage (14,000 sf)
 Large Equipment Storage Building (14,000 sf)
 Total Paving (212,000 sf)
Transit-related improvements at the site were eligible for numerous federal and state grant funds.
The Town applied for Final Design Approval in 2009 to match pending grant applications submitted
by the Town at that time and to position the Town to be ‘shovel ready’ per grant requirements. In
July, 2009, the PZC approved a Final Design application (Exhibit D) for a portion of the
construction recommended in the 2007 and 2008 reports. The 2009 approval included a 40 stall
bus barn, driveway behind the fleet building, 16 outdoor storage spaces for buses on the upper
bench with associated grading, excavation, and infrastructure, and a transit administration building.
The 2009 design approval stipulated that the building have a sloped roof, rather than matching the
flat roof on the existing fleet building, and the architecture follow a mountain contemporary style.
There are numerous changes to the project scope relative to what the PZC approved in 2009. The
changes are a result of shrinking the project to meet actual awarded grant funds from the Federal
Transit Administration and Colorado Department of Transportation, along with local match funds
from the Town of Avon Capital Improvements Program. The changes include:
 Downsizing the bus maintenance and storage building from 40 stalls to 24 stalls;
 Removal of the 16 outdoor bus parking spaces and the associated excavation and
grading on the upper bench;
 Keeping the existing upper bench access at its current location, thereby eliminating the
associated grading, excavation and retaining walls. Elimination of the driveway behind
the fleet building;
 Removal of the transit administration building; and,
 Addition of a mezzanine to the bus storage building for transit administration offices.
On January 24, 2012, the Town Council directed Staff to accommodate the existing modular office
building on-site by placing it where the cinder pile is located (as opposed to moving it to Lot 5,
Village at Avon). In order to achieve this, 19 additional parking spaces will be required and the
cinder pile will be moved approximately 250 linear feet to the north. The attached drawings reflect
the final development plan with the modular office building housed on-site.
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Process
Chapter 7.16 of the Avon Development Code (ADC) regulates the Development Review
Procedures for all new construction in the Town. The PZC will make the final decision on the Major
Development Plan and AEC applications. The PZC will review the Comprehensive Plan
Amendment application and provide a recommendation to the Town Council after conducting a
public hearing. The Town Council shall render the final decision the Comprehensive Plan
amendment.
Site & Building Design
The Property is the combination of three different
parcels of land: Lot 1A (9.96 acres), Lot 1B (4.19
acres), and Tract AA (9.71). The Property is zoned
Public Facilities (PF). Lot 1A is currently developed
with several bus and passenger vehicle parking spaces,
a 4,900 sf. office building occupied by the Transit and
Public Works divisions, and a fuel station. The fleet
maintenance building is located on the adjacent Lot 1B,
and contains approximately 2,000 sf. of office space, in
addition to several full-service vehicle bays, shop areas,
and mezzanine storage, totaling approximately 23,800
sq. ft. total. Tract AA is currently being used for cinder
storage and long term storage for plow trucks, other
vehicles, bulk materials, and miscellaneous yard
storage.
The Property is located at the mouth of Swift Gulch, a naturally occurring V-shaped valley with a
drainage gully. The site is defined by the dry creek bed on the western edge of the current (and
proposed) improvements. This drainage area will be improved in response to the drainage studies
that were performed last year to increase conveyance capacity.
The Bus Barn is being positioned in the middle of the asphalt parking area on Lot 1A for maximum
functionality and vehicle circulation without impacting existing operations at the adjacent Fleet
Maintenance facility. Please refer to Exhibit A- p9 to better understand the auto-turn analysis that
was completed for full-size buses using the site. Staff and public parking spaces are provided at
the perimeter of the property, similar to the current configuration, and in a separated surface
parking lot on the north end of the site on Tract AA. The parking arrangement minimizes conflict
with bus traffic circulating the Bus Barn.
Also included in the project is the relocation of the modular office building to the north end of Lot
1A and construction of associated employee parking. Utilizing the existing benches in the hillside
above this parking area will be temporary bus parking stalls, new cinder storage, and overflow
parking area. Additional site modifications include the removal of a portion of the MSE retaining
wall system below the fleet building adjacent to Swift Gulch Road on the south side of the Property,
and additional landscaping stretching the length of the Swift Gulch tiered retaining walls. Finally, a
new fuel canopy will be installed north of the current fueling island location.
The building materials for the Bus Barn are durable, high quality, and low maintenance. The
exterior materials include: stone base, pre-finished “Versapanel” Metal siding system for the
majority of the exterior, stucco accent pillars, ornamental steel roof support brackets and
outriggers, standing seam roof system, and aluminum window system. The final color board will
be presented at the meeting. The attached drawings are the result of a coordinated design effort
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that has been reshaped by available grant funding, extensive value engineering, recent direction
from Town Council for keeping the modular on the property, and design feedback from the
February 7, 2012 PZC Work Session.
Development Standards
Chapter 7.28 of the ADC includes Development and Design Standards that apply to the physical
layout and design of all development in the Town. Following is an examination of the General
Development Standards, Generally Applicable Design Standards, and the Mixed-Use and NonResidential Design Standards.
General Development Standards
The application was evaluated by Staff against the General Development Standards from
§7.28, ADC; the Project was found to be either: in compliance with the standards, not
applicable to the standards, or requiring an AEC application. Table 1 demonstrates general
conformance with the Development Standards:
Development
Standards
Parking &
Loading
Access Drive
Req's
Bicycle &
Pedestrian
Connectivity
Bicycle Facilities

Table 1: Development Standard Compliance
In
ADC Section
Compliance
Not Applicable
X

§7.28.020
§7.28.030

AEC

X
X

§7.28.040 (e)
§7.28.040(5)

Landscaping

X
X

§7.28.050

Screening

§7.28.060

X

Retaining Walls

§7.28.070

X

Fences

§7.28.080

X

Design Standards – Generally Applicable
The application was evaluated by Staff against the Generally Applicable Design Standards
from §7.28.090(c), ADC; the Project was found to be in compliance with all of the Generally
Applicable Design Standards, and are listed in Table 2 below:
Table 2: Design Standard Compliance
General Design
In
Standards
ADC Section
Compliance
Not Applicable
Site Disturbance
Envelope

§7.28.090(c)(1)

Site Design
Building
Materials/Colors

§7.28.090(c)(2)

Roofs (general)
Weather
Protection

§7.28.090(c)(4)

§7.28.090(c)(3)

§7.28.090(c)(5)
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Design Standards - Mixed-Use and Non-residential Design Standards
The application was evaluated by Staff against the Mixed-Use and Non-Residential Design
Standards from §7.28.090(j), ADC; the Project was either found to be in compliance with
the standards, not applicable to the standards, or requiring the processing of a concurrent
AEC application.
Table 3 indicates that some of the standards were found to be either not applicable or
requiring AEC application. For standards requiring approval with a concurrent AEC
application, please refer to Exhibit B and the AEC portion of this report, with initial
responses to the AEC review criteria.
Table 3: Mixed-use and Non Residential Design Standard Compliance
Design
Standard

ADC Section

Building
Orientation
Outparcels

§7.28.090(j)(3)(ii)

Parking

§7.28.090(j)(3)(iii)

§7.28.090(j)(3)(i)

In
Compliance

Not Applicable

X
X
X

Common Spaces

§7.28.090(j)(3)(iv)

X

Building Design
Compatible
Design
Scale and
Massing
Development
Transitions

§7.28.090(j)(4)(i)

X
X

§7.28.090(j)(4)(iii)

X

§7.28.090(j)(4)(v)
X

§7.28.090(j)(4)(vi)

Storefronts and
Pedestrian
Entrances

§7.28.090(j)(4)(vii)

Roof Pitch

§7.28.090(j)(4)(ix)

Windows
Parking
Structures

§7.28.090(j)(4)(x)

AEC

X

§7.28.090(j)(5)

X
X
X

The PZC is charged with reviewing this Design and Development application against the
following Development Plan and Design Review Criteria:
§7.16.080(f), Development Plan
(1) Evidence of substantial compliance with the purpose of the Development Code as
specified in §7.04.030, Purposes;
(2) Evidence of substantial compliance with the §7.16.090, Design Review.
(3) Consistency with the Avon Comprehensive Plan;
(4) Consistency with any previously approved and not revoked subdivision plat, planned
development, or any other precedent plan or land use approval for the property as applicable;
(5) Compliance with all applicable development and design standards set forth in this
Code, including but not limited to the provisions in Chapter 7.20, Zone Districts and Official
Zoning Map, Chapter 7.24, Use Regulations, and Chapter 7.28, Development Standards; and
(6) That the development can be adequately served by city services including but not
limited to roads, water, wastewater, fire protection, and emergency medical services.
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§7.16.090(f), Design Review
(1) The design relates the development to the character of the surrounding community;
or, where redevelopment is anticipated, relates the development to the character of Avon as a
whole;
(2) The design meets the development and design standards established in this
Development Code; and
(3) The design reflects the long range goals and design criteria from the Avon
Comprehensive Plan and other applicable, adopted plan documents.
Alternative Equivalent Compliance (§7.16.120)
As submitted, and as noted above in Tables 1-3, the design of the Project diverges from a few of
the applicable review standards. Below is a list of the standards that require the processing of an
AEC application. The first standard relates to a site design principle, while the latter three relate to
conflicts with architectural standards for “non-residential” development.
§7.28.090(j)(3)(iii) Parking. Parking shall be located behind buildings, underground or at
the interior of the lot. Surface parking areas are prohibited between the front façade of the
building and the street.
§7.28.090(j)(4)(iii) Compatible Design. All buildings within a development, including
freestanding and accessory buildings, shall be organized around an architectural theme in
terms of the character, materials, texture, color and scale of buildings…Architectural
features which create compatible design include: (1) Overhangs, (2) Canopies, etc.
§7.28.090(j)(4)(v)(B) Scale and Massing. Buildings greater than thirty (30) feet in height
shall be designed to reduce apparent mass and visually anchor the building to the site by
including a clearly identifiable base, body and top, with horizontal elements separating
these components.
§7.28.090(j)(4)(ix)(B) Roofs. All primary roofs and secondary roofs shall have pitches of no
less than four-to-twelve (4:12)
This AEC application must be reviewed concurrently with the Development Plan application. The
PZC may approve the alternative design if they find that the proposed alternative meets the review
criteria listed below. It is important to consider the context of this municipal use which is isolated,
and in some ways designed to limit public access. This Property is intended to serve as “back-ofhouse” for various Town and regional transportation-related operations (i.e. transit, snow
maintenance vehicles, repair, and storage).
Pursuant to §7.16.120(d), Alternative Equivalent Compliance Review Criteria, the following criteria
must be considered when considering the merits of this design plan:
(1) The proposed alternative achieves the intent of the subject design or development
standard to the same or better degree than the subject standard;
(2) The proposed alternative achieves the goals and policies of the Avon Comprehensive
Plan to the same or better degree than the subject standard;
(3) The proposed alternative results in benefits to the community that are equivalent to or
better than compliance with the subject standard; and
(4) The proposed alternative imposes no greater impacts on adjacent properties than
would occur through compliance with the specific requirements of this ordinance.
Responses to the AEC criteria demonstrating how the design improves upon the code
requirements are included in (Exhibit E).
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Avon Comprehensive Plan Amendment
Background
The Property was originally designated as a Specially Planned Area (SPA), the predecessor to
what is now referred to as Planned Unit Development (PUD) zoning. PUD zoning was established
for the Property in 1994 (Ord. 1994-19).
The PUD defined allowable uses (e.g. Mechanical
Equipment Storage, Transit Storage, Offices, CDL Training Course, etc.) and also set forth the
typical development standards such as setbacks, site coverage, and height. The allowable height
was set at 48’.
The most recent amendment to the subject PUD was in 1998, whereby a new site plan and
development standards were established. In 2008, the Town processed a rezoning application to
change from PUD to Government, Park, and Employee Housing (GPEH). One of the driving forces
behind the 2008 rezoning application was to permit the construction of employee housing as a use
by right, which the then-current PUD did not contemplate. The GPEH zone district also increased
the building height to 60’.
Between gaining design approval in July 2009 for the previous bus barn plans and the most recent
design effort, the Town adopted the Avon Development Code (ADC) and subsequently rezoned
the Swift Gulch property to Public Facilities (PF). The height was inadvertently lowered to 40’
when the ADC was approved, and the new Zoning Map changed the zoning of the property.
Conflicts with ADC
At the January 24, 2012 Town Council Meeting, this project was discussed and the conflict with the
PF district’s allowable height was highlighted by Staff. The PF zone district is intended to provide
sites for public uses such as community centers, police and fire stations, and governmental facilities.
The uses permitted in this district are identified by location in the Avon Comprehensive Plan.
The Swift Gulch property is identified in the Avon Comprehensive Plan as the site for the Town’s Public
Works and Transportation Departments (Avon Comprehensive Plan (2006), Swift Gulch District 26
Planning Principles). The planning principles for the future development of the property do not provide
specific details concerning the size, scale or dimensions for future facilities on the property. “Unless
otherwise set forth in the Comprehensive Plan, the PF zone district dimensional requirements will apply
to the Swift Gulch project (AMC, Sec.7.20-080(e)), Public Facilities).”
The proposed design of the Swift Gulch facility complies with the lot width, lot coverage, and setback
requirements of the PF zone district. The maximum building height of the project is 52 ft. The maximum
building height permitted in the PF zone district is 40 feet.
Table 4: PF Zone District Dimensions (Table 7.20-11 AMC)
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20’

20’

20’

40’

Max. Units/Lot

60’

Max. Building
Height (feet)

40’

Min. Front
Setback (feet)
Min. Side
Setback (feet)
Min. Rear
Setback (feet)

n/a

Max. Lot
Coverage (%)

Min. Lot Size
(acres or sq.
ft.)

n/a

Min. Lot
Width (feet)

Max Density
units/acre)

Table 7.20-11 Dimensions for the Public Facilities (PF) District

n/a
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As an alternative to amending the entire PF zone district, which may result in unintended
consequences for other PF-zone properties in Town, it was determined that a Comprehensive Plan
Amendment is the appropriate vehicle for addressing this height discrepancy.
The proposed Comprehensive Plan Resolution (Exhibit F) and Strikethrough language will
address the long term vision of the Swift Gulch property and allow for the currently designed 52’ tall
Bus Barn.
The PZC must review the attached amendment and determine if it complies with the review criteria
set for in §7.16.030(c), Comprehensive Plan Amendment, ADC; and listed below:
(1) The surrounding area is compatible with the land use proposed in the plan
amendment or the proposed land use provides an essential public benefit and other locations
are not feasible or practical;
(2) Transportation services and infrastructure have adequate current capacity, or planned
capacity, to serve potential traffic demands of the land use proposed in the plan amendment;
(3) Public services and facilities have adequate current capacity, or planned capacity, to
serve the land use proposed in the plan amendment;
(4) The proposed land use in the plan amendment will result in a better location or form of
development for the Town, even if the current plan designation is still considered appropriate;
(5) Strict adherence to the current plan would result in a situation neither intended nor in
keeping with other key elements and policies of the plan;
(6) The proposed plan amendment will promote the purposes stated in this Development
Code; and,
(7) The proposed plan amendment will promote the health, safety or welfare of the Avon
Community and will be consistent with the general goals and policies of the Avon
Comprehensive Plan.

Recommendation
Staff is recommending the three following actions:
1) Conduct a Public Hearing and Approve Resolution 12-02, thereby recommending approval
of the Comprehensive Plan Amendment for the Swift Gulch District to Town Council;
2) Approval of the AEC application; and
3) Approval of the Major Design and Development Plan

Recommended Motions
Comprehensive Plan Amendment
“I move to approve Resolution 12-02, Recommending Approval of the Comprehensive Plan
Amendment for the Swift Gulch District.”
Alternative Equivalent Compliance
“I move to approve the Alternative Equivalent Compliance application for the I-70 Regional Transit
Facility located on 1A, Swift Gulch Subdivision and Tract AA, Mountain Star Subdivision, citing the
following findings:
(1) The proposed alternatives achieve the goals and policies of the Avon Comprehensive
Plan to the same or better degree than the subject standards;
(2) The proposed alternatives result in benefits to the community that are equivalent to or
better than compliance with the subject standards; and
I-70 Regional Transportation Facility
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(3) The proposed alternative imposes no greater impacts on adjacent properties than
would occur through compliance with the specific requirements of the Design Standards.
Major Design and Development Plan
“I move to approve the Major Design and Development Plan application for the I-70 Regional
Transit Facility located on Lot 1A, Swift Gulch Subdivision and Tract AA, Mountain Star
Subdivision, with the following findings and conditions:
(1)

The Major Design and Development Plan provides evidence of the following:
a. Substantial compliance with the purpose of the Development Code as specified
in §7.04.030, Purposes;
b. Compliance with the §7.16.090, Design Review.
c. Consistency with the Avon Comprehensive Plan goals and policies, as
amended;
d. Compliance with all applicable development and design standards set forth in
the Development Code, or Alternative Equivalent Compliance has been
warranted; and
e. The property is adequately served by services including but not limited to roads,
water, wastewater, fire protection, and emergency medical services.

(2) Prior to the issuance of a building permit, the Comprehensive Plan Amendment must
be approved by the Avon Town Council

Exhibits
A:
B:
C:
D:
E:
F:

Major Development Plan Reduced Plans
Lighting Cut Sheets
Retaining Wall Photograph
2009 Approved Reduced Plans
AEC Written Evaluation – VMD Architects
Resolution 12-02, Comprehensive Plan Amendment
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Existing Conditions

Entrance to Property off of Swift Gulch Road

Transit & Public Works Modular Office Building & Bus Wash

I-70 Regional Transportation Facility
February 21, 2012 PZC Meeting

10

Looking North towards upper Bench and Tract AA

Looking down on Fuel Pump, office Building and Parking

Storage, Fleet Maintenance Building & Parking
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Voltage Drop

Luminaire Section
Panel to Load 1
Load 1 to 2
Load 2 to 3
Load 3 to 4
Load 4 to 5

Conductor Type
Current (A)
(AL or CU)
18.05
CU
14.44
CU
10.83
CU
7.22
CU
3.61
CU

Voltage
Conductor Size Length (ft) Drop (V) % Vd (%)
#2
623
3.79
1.82%
#8
42
0.82
0.39%
#8
42
0.62
0.30%
#8
42
0.41
0.20%
#8
42
0.21
0.10%

Cumulative Vd

2.81%
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Panel to Load 1
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ROOFING:
VERSAPANEL ROOF SYSTEM
BY CENTRIA

ROOF SYSTEM COLOR:
9912 SAGE BROWN

WINDOWS:
TRIFAB VG 451 T (THERMAL)
ALUMINUM WINDOW SYSTEM
BY KAWNEER: POWDER COATED FINISH, MEDIUM BRONZE

WALL SYSTEM:
VERSAWALL WALL PANEL SYSTEM BY CENTRIA

WALL SYSTEM COLOR 1:
5012 MARBLE

WALL SYSTEM COLOR 2:
9933 CYPRESS OLIVE

Exhibit A

STEEL ROOF SUPPORT BRACKET, 4X8 TUBULAR STEEL:
SHERWIN WILLIAMS POLANE
PLUS POLYURETHANE ENAMEL
SEMI-GLOSS TREE BRANCH
SW7525

OVERHEAD DOOR:
STORMITE 625 ROLLING SERVICE DOORS

EXTERIOR LIGHT FIXTURE:
RUTHERFORD SCONCE STEEL
HARDWARE WITH ETCHED AND
CLEAR GLASS BY RESTORATION HARDWARE

SIGNAGE:
DIMENSIONAL LETTERS SIGNAGE-LPS SERIES CUT METAL
W/ BACK LIT BY ASI SIGNAGE

OVERHEAD DOOR:
THERMACORE 596 SERIES
INDUSTRIAL BROWN FINISH

COLUMN:
PLASTER/STUCCO FINISH

I-70 REGIONAL TRANSPORTATION
OPERATIONS FACILITY, AVON, CO

SNOW GUARDS:
PIPE STYLE STANDING SEAM
ROOF SNOW GUARDS BY
ALPINE SNOW GUARDS

STONE PANELS:
#058 ASHLAND CUT FULL
COLOR RANGE LIMESTONE
BY GALLEGOS

SCREENWALL:
ECOSCREEN PERFORATED
SCREEN WALL BY CENTRIA,
40% OPEN AREA STAGGRED

COLOR BOARD
02.15.2012
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Rutherford Sconce | Sconces | Restoration Hardware

Page 1 of 1
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Restoration Hardware » Lighting » Outdoor Lighting » Sconces » Rutherford Sconce

RUTHERFORD SCONCE
$169 - $219
Etched, cased glass forms the inner shade of our
Rutherford lantern-style fixture.









Made of steel
Diffused light shines through the etched, cased glass;
inner shade sheltered by clear glass
Small sconce uses one 40W max. bulb
Large sconce uses one 60W max. bulb
Hangs vertically, shade pointing down
Wet UL-listed
Large Sconce is Catalog and Web only

DIMENSIONS

Small Sconce: 7½" diam., 12½"H; extends 9¼" from wall
Large Sconce: 9½" diam., 15½"H; extends 11½" from wall
More About the Collection >

Rutherford Sconce
$169 - $219
PRICE

SIZE

Choose a Size

QUANTITY

0

Torpedo Candelabra Clear Bulb (Set of 6)
$9
See all product details.
WATTAGE

PRICE

Choose a Wattage

ADD TO WISH LIST

ADD TO REGISTRY

QUANTITY

0

BOOKMARK & SHARE

© 2012 RESTORATION HARDWARE, INC. ALL RIGHTS RESERVED

http://www.restorationhardware.com/catalog/product/product.jsp?productId=prod1509142

2/14/2012

Catalog
Number
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Notes

FEATURES & SPECIFICATIONS

Type

INTENDED USE — For parking garages, convenience stores, hotels and walkways.
CONSTRUCTION — Rugged, die-cast, soft corner aluminum housing with 0.12” nominal wall thickness.
Die-cast door frame has impact-resistant, tempered glass lens that is fully gasketed with one-piece tubular
silicone.
Finish: Exterior parts are protected by a zinc-infused Super Durable TGIC thermoset powder coat finish that
provides superior resistance to corrosion and weathering. A tightly controlled multi-stage process ensures
a minimum 3 mm thickness for a finish that can withstand extreme climate changes without cracking or
peeling. Standard Super Durable colors include dark bronze, black, natural aluminum and white. Available
in textured and non-textured finishes.

Surface Mounted Luminaire

KACM LED

OPTICS — Precision acrylic refractive optics for optimum light distribution through the flat glass lens.
Available with Type 2, Type 3, Type 4 and Type 5.
ELECTRICAL — High-efficiency nominal 4000K, 65 CRI LEDs mounted to a metal-core circuit board and
aluminum heat sink, ensuring optimal thermal management and long life. Designed to provide more than
60,000 hours of performance (L85) at 250C (770F) ambient temperatures. Standard and dimming drivers are
available in 120-277V and 347-480V; 50/60 Hz. Drivers have power factor >90% and THD <20%. Expected
driver life is over 60,000 hours, matching the light engine life. Integral surge protection tested in accordance
with IEEE/ANSI C62.41.2 to Category C Low.
INSTALLATION — Utilizes four 1/2" mounting holes and one 7/8" electrical connection hole located on
top (mounting hardware not included). No restrictions on mounting surface.
LISTINGS — CSA certified to U.S. and Canadian standards.
WARRANTY — Five-year limited warranty.
Specifications

Note: Specifications subject to change without notice.

Width: 17-1/2 (44.5)
Length: 17-1/2 (44.5)
Depth: 7-1/8 (18.1)

7-1/8
(18.1)

*Weight: 36.2 lbs. (16.4 kg)
*Weight as configured in example below.
All dimensions are inches (centimeters) unless otherwise specified.

ORDERING INFORMATION
KACM LED

1

Series

Number
of light
engines

KACM LED

1

Example: KACM LED 1 63B350/40K SR5 MVOLT DDBXD

Lead times will vary depending on options selected. Consult with your sales representative.

Performance
package1
Distribution
49B350/40K
63B350/40K
63B530/40K
Optional:
49B350/30K
63B350/30K
63B530/30K
49B350/50K
63B350/50K
63B530/50K

SR2
SR3
SR4
SR5

Type II
Type III
Type IV
Type V

Voltage
MVOLT2
120
208
240
277

Mounting

Options

Shipped installed
(blank) Surface mount
TC
Through-wire condulet tee
Optional mounting, shipped separately3,4
YK
Yoke mount

347
480

17-1/2
(44.5)

Shipped installed in fixture
SF Single fuse (120, 277, 347V)5
DF Double fuse (208, 240, 480V)5
DMG Dimming option6
DFL Diffusing lens
Shipped separately3
VG Vandal guard7
WG Wire guard7

Finish8
DDBXD
DBLXD
DNAXD
DWHXD
DDBTXD

Dark bronze
Black
Natural aluminum
White
Dark bronze
textured
DBLBXD Black textured
DNATXD Natural aluminum
textured
DWHGXD White textured

Notes
1 Configured with 4000K (/40K) provides the shortest lead times. 3000K (/30K) and 5000K (/50K) are also available.
Please consult factory for additional information.
2 Multi-volt driver capable of operating on any line voltage from 120v-277v.
3 May be ordered as an accessory.
4 Must specify finish when ordered as an accessory.
5 Must specify voltage. Not available with MVOLT.
6 Not available with 347 or 480V.

OUTDOOR

7

Prefix with KAC when ordered as an accessory (e.g., KACVG).

8

Must be specified.

KACM-LED
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WARP9

WARP9 LED
®

16500

The Next Generation of 		
LED Site and Street Lighting

KIM LIGHTING 1Lenis
eumsan esent lutat lam
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Light Pollution Reduction Technology

The Future of Dark Sky Compliance
WARP9 LED exceeds Illuminating Engineering Society and International
Dark Sky Association full cutoff requirements for applications where
light pollution or light trespass may be a concern. WARP9 LED's unique
optical system and smooth flat glass lens produces full cutoff with zero
light above 90° contributing to the enjoyment of celestial visibility at
night for future generations.
WARP9 LED with the IDA Fixture Seal of Approval™ meets full cutoff
regulations in any jurisdiction.

The IDA Fixture Seal of Approval is a trademark owned by the International Dark-Sky Association.
KIM LIGHTING 12

No Backlight

No Backlight
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Exclusive Optical Technology
Canted MicroEmitterTM Design		

Deeply Regressed Sources

Each WARP9 LED board and reflector cap is
precisely aimed at optimal angles for 		
maximum reach and uniform illumination.
See page 4 for more details.

Since WARP9’s LEDs are tightly controlled with
reflectors, it was not necessary to place them at
the lens plane to maximize efficiency. Glare and
high angle brightness is significantly reduced.

Full Cutoff,
Zero Uplight

LED’S RECESSED INTO
FIXTURE HOUSING

Full Cutoff,
Zero Uplight
Glare-Free
Zone

Glare-Free
Zone

Glare Guard Perimeter Reflector
WARP9 LED uses a secondary perimeter
reflector system to capture miniscule stray light
above 70° and redirect it towards the intended
ground plane target. These reflector surfaces
are precisely engineered to increase efficiency
and visual comfort at normal viewing angles, and
®
feature imported Miro4 95% reflective surfaces.

Patent Pending

The 70° Principle
By maintaining a sharp 70° angle,
WARP9 LED achieves the optimum
cutoff to block glare and still maintain
wide pole spacings. In addition, even
if the viewer does look toward the
luminaire, half of WARP9’s reflector
controlled LEDs are directed away
from the viewer, automatically reducing
glare by nearly 50% compared to other
manufacturer’s refracted or lensed LED
systems. The result is broad, uniform
ground plane illumination and superior
visual comfort.

70°

When located outside the illuminated zone, the viewer’s eye is always in WARP9-LED’s glare-free zone.

70°

When located within the illuminated zone, the viewer’s normal field of vision never includes all of the luminaire’s source.
Miro4 is a registered trademark owned by Alanod.
KIM LIGHTING 3

MSE Retaining Wall Design
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WASH EQUIPMENT
ROOM

LUBE
ROOM

BUS
WASH

MONEY
ROOM

BUS SERVICE BAY
AND FUELING

2009 APPLICATION
BUS
STORAGE

JANITOR AND
SUPPLY ROOM

RECYCLE
STORAGE

ELECTRICAL
ROOM

WOMEN'S

MECHANICAL
ROOM

MEN'S

TRANSIT
FOREMAN

PLAN

COFFEE
COUNTER

N

TOWN OF AVON, COLORADO

Camp Dresser & McKee Inc.
555 17th Street, Suite 1100
Denver, CO 80202
Tel: (303) 383-2300
consulting • engineering • construction • operations

SWIFT GULCH IMPROVEMENTS
500 SWIFT GULCH ROAD
AVON, CO. 81620

BUS STORAGE
OVERALL FLOOR PLAN

A-1.01

DESIGN DEVELOPMENT DRAWING - NOT FOR CONSTRUCTION
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90 BENCHMARK ROAD
SUITE 207
PO BOX 5300
AVON, CO 81620
970/949-5200
FAX 949-5205

January 27, 2012
Edited February 2, 2012
Response to Town for Alternative Equivalent Compliance per
Town Staff Memorandum of 1/25/2012
I-70 RTOF
File #MJR12001/Initial Planning Review

To:

WWW.VMDA.COM

Matt Pielsticker, Planner II Community Development Department

CC:
Larry Brooks, Acting Director of Community Development Department, Jim
Kriss, P.E.
& Paul Reishus, Architect/CDM Smith, Justin Hildreth, P.E., Town
Engineer, Jeff
Schneider, P.E., Project Engineer
From:

Mark Donaldson, Principal/VMDA, Consultant to CDM Smith

The responses below address the items cited by Town Staff and are intended to meet the
objectives and criteria for Alternative Equivalent Compliance, administered by 7.16.120 of
the Avon Development Code.
We begin with these comments regarding Project circumstances, existing improvements
and buildings for relocation that are not categorically defined within the ADC or the
Public Facilities Zone District due to unique circumstances and Project limitations from
outside governances.
1. The nature of this Municipal Use within such an isolated site with limited public
access. This Municipal Use is traditionally a town’s “back-of-house” for many forms
of street, public way and pedestrian way maintenance, storage, repair and
operations.
2. The nature of the industrial activities of cinder storage, crushing and distribution,
Truck, Snow Plow and Public Bus ingress, egress, turning radii, maintenance, limited
fuel dispensing and frequent large vehicle movements.
3. The conformance conflicts between existing development (now zoned “Public
Facilities” but previously zoned GPEH and PUD sequentially) on this site with the
newly adopted ADC;
4. The apparent aesthetic concerns by Town Council, Planning & Zoning Commission
and Town Staff related to design, roof forms and architecture of the existing Fleet
Maintenance Facility, by which create conformance conflicts among various
portions of the ADC.

Exhibit E
§7.28.090(j)(3)(iii) Parking. Parking shall be located behind buildings, underground or at the interior of the
lot. Surface parking areas are prohibited between the front façade of the building and the street.
Response: Some parking exists today between front facades of buildings and the street;
our proposal simply minimizes those with the strategic placement of the proposed
structure, thereby improving the existing non-conformance.
§7.28.090(j)(4)(iii) Compatible Design. All buildings within a development, including freestanding and
accessory buildings, shall be organized around an architectural theme in terms of the character, materials,
texture, color and scale of buildings…Architectural features which create compatible design include: (1)
Overhangs, (2) Canopies, etc.
Response: It is the intention of this proposal to create that “organization around an
architectural theme” with our primary building while acknowledging pre-existing, nonconforming structures that must remain.
This is due to site programming, ongoing and improved function, substantial capital
investments previously made and the Federal Funding requirements connected with this
proposal. This design includes differing architectural elements and is of substantial size to
dominate the site organization while increasing conformity to current design requirements.
§7.28.090(j)(4)(v)(B) Scale and Massing. Buildings greater than thirty (30) feet in height shall be designed
to reduce apparent mass and visually anchor the building to the site by including a clearly identifiable base,
body and top, with horizontal elements separating these components.
Response: The accompanying Comprehensive Plan Amendment Application is intended
to adjudicate the reduction of 20’ in allowed building height which occurred
inadvertently during the most recent adoption of the Avon Development Code. This
design includes forms that reduce apparent massing, visually anchors the building to the
site with a stone/masonry base supporting the body with varying elements to separate
and appropriately marry the components into logical forms for such industrial uses.
§7.28.090(j)(4)(ix)(B) Roofs. All primary roofs and secondary roofs shall have pitches of no less than four‐
to‐twelve (4:12).
Response: Efforts to reduce massing are limited by interior program function and future
interior expansion. Our roof pitches do not conform specifically as any increase above
3:12 will simply add volume and mass, without providing any functional benefit; likewise,
ongoing utility costs would increase incrementally. To do so would breach reasonable
building heights and disallow effective clerestory/day lighting effects reducing lighting
loads and power consumption.
Resorting to flat roofs would further increase non-compliance and recreate architecture
already apparently not considered appropriate by Town Council, Planning & Zoning
Commission and Town Staff.
Inasmuch as snow plowing operations are a primary service performed by vehicles
residing within this site, the removal of resulting roof snow discharge will be readily
managed.
END RESPONSE.

Exhibit F

TOWN OF AVON, COLORADO
PLANNING COMMISSION RESOLUTION 12-02
SERIES OF 2012

A RESOLUTION RECOMMENDING APPROVAL OF AMENDMENTS TO THE AVON
COMPREHENSIVE PLAN FOR THE SWIFT GULCH DISTRICT
WHEREAS, the Town Council initiated an amendment to the text of the Avon
Comprehensive Plan in accordance with Section 7.16.030, Comprehensive Plan Amendments,
Avon Development Code; and
WHEREAS, the Planning and Zoning Commission of the Town of Avon held public
hearings on February 7, 2012 and February 21, 2012, after posting notice of such hearing in
accordance with the requirements of the Avon Municipal Code, and considered all comments
provided before making a recommendation to the Town Council; and
WHEREAS, it is the Planning and Zoning Commission’s opinion that the health, safety and
welfare of the citizens of the Town of Avon would be enhanced and promoted by the adoption of
the amendments to the Avon Comprehensive Plan, District 26: Swift Gulch District; and
WHEREAS, the Planning and Zoning Commission finds that the changes to the
Comprehensive Plan comply with the criteria set forth in Section 7.16.030(c) of the Avon
Development Code.
NOW THEREFORE, BE IT RESOLVED, that the Planning and Zoning Commission
hereby recommends that the Town Council of the Town of Avon approve the attached
amendments (“Exhibit A to Resolution 12-02”) to the Comprehensive Plan, with the following
findings:
(1) The area surrounding the Swift Gulch District is compatible with the proposed
amendment;
(2) The proposed Regional Transportation Facility provides an essential public benefit
to the Town of Avon and also serves the entire Eagle River Valley;
(3) Transportation services and infrastructure have adequate current capacity, or
planned capacity, to serve potential traffic demands of the land use proposed in the plan
amendment;
(4) Public services and facilities have adequate current capacity, or planned capacity, to
serve the land use proposed in the plan amendment;
(5) The amendment will result in a better form of development for the Town, while
increasing the site development potential of the Swift Gulch District;
(6) Strict adherence to the current plan would result in a situation neither intended nor
in keeping with other key elements and policies of the plan;

Exhibit F

(7) The proposed plan amendment will promote the purposes stated in this
Development Code; and,
(8) The proposed plan amendment will promote the health, safety and welfare of the
Avon Community.

ACCEPTED, APPROVED AND ADOPTED THIS _____ FEBRUARY, 2012
AVON PLANNING AND ZONING COMMISSION

Signed:

Attest:

___________________________________
Chris Green, Chair

____________________________________
Scott Prince, Secretary

Resolution 12-02, Comprehensive Plan Amendment for Swift Gulch District
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“Exhibit A to PZC Resolution 12-02”

District 26: Swift Gulch District
The Town of Avon’s Public Works and Transportation Departments are located in the
Swift Gulch District. In response to the area’s high visibility from I-70, efforts have
been made to screen the existing buildings and facilities and ensure that they blend
into the surrounding environment.
Planning Principles:


Encourage building at a scale that minimizes visibility from I-70.



Screen accessory uses with landforms and landscaping, while allowing Building
Heights up to 60’ along with scale and proportion in response to regional
operations and facilities increasing the site development potential.



Encourage sidewalks and pedestrian connections.

Resolution 12-02, Comprehensive Plan Amendment for Swift Gulch District
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