Pomona Parcel
Community Open House # 2
February 6, 2014
Little Elementary School
Notes provided by Wenk Associates
Summary of Meeting
Over 49 individuals attended the second Pomona Parcel open house, despite below zero temperatures.
The meeting was held with the following agenda: to share the history and progress of the public process,
communicate feedback that has been received to date, introduce and discuss the three design concepts
that have been developed in response to neighborhood feedback, and to gather additional feedback
through a comment card.
Five different boards were on display. One provided background information about the Pomona
Parcel—its size, location, and summarized the vision that was generated by feedback from the public.
The vision related that “the neighbors would like to maintain the essential character of the site as a
place for adventure and discovery. Many people support natural enhancements including native
grassland, water quality features and other elements that provide habitat for animals. A number of
residents are also in favor of amenities typical of a neighborhood park including trails, seating areas and
picnic spaces.” To understand the genesis of the vision, attendees could look to the third board, which
showed quantitative information of survey results to date. This survey has been available online at
www. Arvada.org/about-arvada/Pomona-parcel and was available in hard copy at the first open house.
Following these informational boards, three design concepts were on display. Each applied the vision to
some degree. Concept 1 showed minimal change to existing conditions with natural enhancements and
soft trails and maintenance of existing bike jumps and trails as they are now. Concept 2 built upon
Concept 1 and introduced a longer soft trail system (including a loop around the entire site), a
community lawn space, and a parking lot for 20 vehicles along Lamar Street. This concept also
maintained the existing bike jumps and trails without alteration. Concept 3 built upon the previous two
concepts, with minor alterations (no lawn and a slightly different soft trail loop). In this concept, the
existing bike jumps and trails were maintained for the most part, though some parts were relocated and
enhanced on the west side of the site. In this concept, a two acre offleash, fenced dog park is proposed
on the east side of the park.

Summary of Feedback
A survey was available to each person at the meeting to give them the opportunity to communicate
their feelings about each of the concepts. Results from the survey can be seen in the pie charts
following these paragraphs, and beneath the heading “other comments.”
For each question, respondents had the ability to select “none” or “we should not pursue any of the
options.” Contrary to what we had heard earlier, very few people were in favor of zero alteration to the
site. Only two people ultimately selected “we should not pursue any” of the three concepts.
Based on the answers to Question 1, it is clear that most people would like there to be a trail loop
around the site. Only 11 of of the 48 people who answered the question did not like the idea of a soft
trail loop.
Based on Question 2, it can be summarized that most people (46 of the 49 who answered) would at the
very least like to see the creek brought to the surface (from an existing underground culvert) and a soft
trail along Pomona Drive. Half of responses were in favor of the amenities shown in Concept 3.
Based on Question 3, it is clear that more than half (27 of 46) of those surveyed would simply like the
existing bike jumps and trails to remain. Seventeen respondents were enthusiastic that an enhanced
bike park would be a good addition to the existing jumps and trails.
Based on Question 4, we can see that overall, half of those surveyed preferred Concept 3. The
remaining votes were fairly even dispersed between Concept 1 and Concept 2; only two people felt that
“we should not pursue and of the options shown.”

Question 1 : Which concept do you
prefer for layout and location of trails?
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Question 2: Which concept do you prefer
for neighborhood amenities?
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Question 3: Which concept do you prefer
for the bicycle park configuration?
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Question 4: Which concept do you prefer
overall?
2
10
Concept 1
Concept 2
Concept 3
25
13

None































Other Comments:
Strongly against Dog Park! There are already enough Dog Parks reasonably close.
In favor of Concept 3 without the Dog Park
My favorite concept is number 3 but without the dog park
In favor of a mix of Concept 2 and Concept 3 (parking, Dog Park, sledding hill, no irrigated
lawn, only existing bike jumps)
Make a Skate Park!
Please no Dog Park; leave the area for wildlife. We have 15 parks for dogs within 10 - 15 min.
drive.
I think 1 and 2 are great. I'm probably less attached to the "jumps" than other folks.
Want to have walk into Lake area that is not on the street -- more safe and quiet. Would like
the sledding hill. I don't care for dog area, enough dogs on lake area already.
Biggest desire is trail system, with grassy area for families (no geese poop!)! Like sledding
area, but no Dog Park. Playground for children would be nice.
If bike jump area not redeveloped by City, local bike riders should be allowed to improve trails
and jumps on their own. No Dog Park please.
In favor of Concept 3 without the enhanced Bike Park (just concerned about traffic in area,
will this increase too much)
A bike park similar to Valmont would be a great use of the space and a valuable addition to
the community. It will bring together friends, families and neighbors in a positive and
supportive environment. It will encourage outdoor activity and let us enjoy the space.
A bike park would be a huge improvement to the city and a great place for kids and families to
have fun outside.
I think seating for the bike area would be nice. Also maybe a few trash cans along the way.
I like the enhanced bike park features, and the sledding hill. But I don't like the dog park -smelly! I love the idea of a trail encircling the area. I think parking would help a lot.
I want seating areas and parks.
Small grass area would be nice with # 3
I love Concept 3 but would like a small grassy area if possible. Thanks, great job.
To maintain the bike jumps, access to a water source would be really nice. Spout pump,
whatever… Add trees near or in Bike Park area for shade.
In favor of Concept 3, though there is no need for dog park and parking lot
In favor of Concept 3, though without Dog Park.
Leave the bike paths for the kids to create.
Leave open field alone!
The park from #3 would fit nicely in #2. #3 would bring too much traffic and noise to our
peaceful neighborhood. Replace bridge at the outlet of the lake to match the others would
be nice.
Water is a major resource for the dirt jumps. It would be great to have a hose at he head of
the jumps. Even a small pond or anything to hold water would b better than bringing it up
from the lake. Add trees near dirt jumps for shade.
We like option 3 with the following changes: 1) Add restroom near parking lot; 2) not sure of
dog park; 3) Large rolling mounds incorporated into the design to somewhat define an hide
bike area, dog park, playground, etc.
I would like to see a sidewalk on the north side!
Street parking is available-- no parking lot required. Playground in adjacent park section -- not
required. The dog park would add noise and traffic to the neighborhood. Some trail at the
outside of the park for jogging would be nice.
























No dog park!
No need for bike jumps. Serves so few people.
Opening up the underground storm sewer will add to the insects and mosquitoes. Also, the
small curve in W. 81st Ave. was not designed correctly and any increase in traffic will create
dangerous conditions.
I would rather not see any change at all. I live on 81st Ave. and don't want the added traffic,
both cars or more people walking around my house and around my family. We love watching
both kids and grown ups make use of the bike jumps already on the field.
Parking on Lamar is great idea to add to Concept 1. Thanks for presenting these.
Concept 3 - limit bike jumps and trails, add nature trees from Concept 2
I like the option of bringing the creek up, but I fear all the other options will have too much
impact on the wildlife and open space feel.
Would like sidewalk on east side of Vance from Police Station to Pomona Drive. School bus
stops east of fire station (and on Vance) needs snow removal in Winter.
Skip the parking lot there is plenty of off street parking. Will save $ also. No lawn space save
$ on water-- plenty of lawn to the east in park. Definitely no dog park. Do anything to
promote nature and keep the birds and animals coming.
Very much like the adventure park idea so long as it is not too formalized, that is, it should be
a place for imaginative play, climbing, hiding, digging in the dirt. My ideas/values for this
space were shaped in part by the book Last Child in the Woods. I like the soft trail
configuration of concept two and the amenities of concept three except for the dog park and
parking lot.
As I stated in a letter to the City of Arvada, I'd love to see the area designated as something
like the "Lake Arbor Open Space" area or even "Lake Arbor Natural Area." This would be a
nice reflection / mirror of the Natural Area on the East Side of the lake.
Great ideas. We would love to see the park added to Concept 2. No dog parks please.
I like Concept 2 but with the addition of playground and sledding hill. I don't see why a dog
park is necessary because backyards are plentiful and so are walking paths.
I would like to see the area cleaned up and the added trails. It would give a nice "country" or
"mountain" feel in the city. Also replacing the bridge at the outlet of the lake to match the
others would be nice.
Would still like to see more amenities. I think the "native grass" concept is over-rated. The
current park at Lake Arbor itself is not very appealing to look at and for the most part is not
well maintained. Can we get some green grass please!! And let's get rid of the geese.
I'm glad the bike jumps are in all three concepts. Those are important to keep. I'm not a big
fan of dog parks, especially when we want to encourage wildlife in that parcel. Off-street
parking would be great, too.
Add sledding hill to concept one or two.
Concept 2 with sledding hill. No dog park.

