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CITY COUNCIL AGENDA
WEDNESDAY, SEPTEMBER 1, 2021
250 NORTH 5™ STREET
VIRTUAL MEETING - LIVE STREAMED
BROADCAST ON CABLE CHANNEL 191

5:30 PM - REGULAR MEETING

Call to Order, Pledge of Allegiance, Moment of Silence

Presentations

Presentation of Accreditation to the Grand Junction Police Department by Chief Dave
Krause with the Colorado Association of Chiefs of Police

Proclamations

Proclaiming September 7 - 12, 2021 Pride Fest in the City of Grand Junction
Proclaiming September 6, 2021 as Sister City Day in the City of Grand Junction

Proclaiming September 15 - October 15, 2021 as Hispanic Heritage Month in the City
of Grand Junction

Citizen Comments

Individuals may comment regarding items scheduled on the Consent Agenda and items not
specifically scheduled on the agenda. This time may be used to address City Council about items
that were discussed at a previous City Council Workshop.

Citizens have four options for providing Citizen Comments: 1) in person during the meeting, 2)
Virtually during the meeting (registration required), 3) via phone by leaving a message at 970-244-
1504 until noon on Wednesday, September 1, 2021 or 4) submitting comments online until noon on
Wednesday, September 1, 2021 by completing this form. Please reference the agenda item and all
comments will be forwarded to City Council.

City Manager Report

Council Reports
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City Council September 1, 2021

CONSENT AGENDA

The Consent Agenda includes items that are considered routine and will be approved by a single
motion. Items on the Consent Agenda will not be discussed by City Council, unless an item is
removed for individual consideration.

1. Approval of Minutes
a. Summary of the August 16, 2021 Workshop
b.  Minutes of the August 18, 2021 Regular Meeting

2. Set Public Hearings

All ordinances require two readings. The first reading is the introduction of an ordinance and
generally not discussed by City Council. Those are listed in Section 2 of the agenda. The second
reading of the ordinance is a Public Hearing where public comment is taken. Those are listed below.

a. Legislative

i. Introduction of an Ordinance Making Supplemental Appropriations
and Setting a Public Hearing for September 15, 2021

i.  Introduction of an Ordinance Making Supplemental Appropriations
for Addition to the Lincoln Park Stadium Project and Setting a Public
Hearing for September 15, 2021

iii. Introduction of an Ordinance Making Supplemental Appropriations
for Addition of a Multi-Purpose Building at Lincoln Park Stadium and
Setting a Public Hearing for September 15, 2021

b.  Quasi-judicial

i. Introduction of an Ordinance for a Request by the Lincoln Park
Neighborhood/Residential Historic District to Amend Municipal Code
Volume II: Development Regulations to Adopt Standards and
Guidelines for the Lincoln Park Residential Historic District and to
Amend Title 21 Pertaining to the Role of the Historic Preservation
Board in the Review of Alterations within the District and Setting a
Public Hearing for September 15, 2021

i.  Introduction of an Ordinance to Vacate a Portion of Public Right-of-

Way of G 1/8 Road Located near 2524 G Road and 716 25 Road
and Setting a Public Hearing for September 15, 2021
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City Council

September 1, 2021

iii. Introduction of an Ordinance Rezoning One Parcel Totaling
Approximately 13.92 Acres from R-8 (Residential - 8) to M-U (Mixed
Use) Located at 600 28 72 Road, and Setting a Public Hearing for
September 15, 2021

3. Contracts
a. North Avenue / US6B Enhanced Transit Corridor Study and Construction
Project Memorandum of Agreement Between the City of Grand Junction
and Mesa County
b.  Authorizing the Contract Amendment for the Early Release Construction
Package for the Lincoln Park Stadium Renovation Project
4, Resolutions
a. A Resolution Authorizing the City Manager to Submit a Grant Request to
the US Department of Justice (DOJ) FY 2021 Edward Byrne Memorial
Justice Assistance Grant (JAG)
b. A Resolution Authorizing the City Manager to Submit a Grant Request to
the State of Colorado Department of Local Affairs (DOLA) FY 2021 —
2022 Gray & Black Market Marijuana Enforcement Grant
c. A Resolution Authorizing the City Manager to Execute Related
Documents and Co-Sponsorship Agreement for an Anticipated Airport
Improvement Program Grant
d. A Resolution Authorizing the Mayor to Sign as a Petitioner to Mesa

County's Notice of Appeal and Request for Adjudicatory Hearing in
Response to the Colorado Water Quality Control Division’s Publication of
the Total Maximum Daily Load Assessment for Colorado River Tributaries
in the Grand Valley

REGULAR AGENDA

If any item is removed from the Consent Agenda by City Council, it will be considered here.

5. Public Hearings

a.

Quasi-judicial

i. An Ordinance Vacating a Road Right-of-Way, Known as Tonto Lane
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City Council September 1, 2021

6. Non-Scheduled Citizens & Visitors

This is the opportunity for individuals to speak to City Council about items on tonight's agenda and
time may be used to address City Council about items that were discussed at a previous City
Council Workshop.

7. Other Business
8. Adjourning the Regular Meeting into Executive Session - 1st Floor Break
Room - City Hall

a. EXECUTIVE SESSION TO DISCUSS MATTERS THAT MAY BE
SUBJECT TO NEGOTIATIONS, DEVELOPING STRATEGY FOR
NEGOTIATIONS, AND/OR INSTRUCTING NEGOTIATORS PURSUANT
TO SECTIONS 24-6-402(4)(e)(l) AND/OR 24-6-402(4)(a) OF
COLORADO'S OPEN MEETINGS LAW RELATIVE TO A POSSIBLE
PURCHASE OF REAL PROPERTY LOCATED AT 910 MAIN STREET,
GRAND JUNCTION, COLORADO.

b. EXECUTIVE SESSION TO DISCUSS MATTERS THAT MAY BE
SUBJECT TO NEGOTIATIONS, DEVELOPING STRATEGY FOR
NEGOTIATIONS, AND/OR INSTRUCTING NEGOTIATORS PURSUANT
TO SECTIONS 24-6-402(4)(e)(I) OF COLORADO'S OPEN MEETINGS
LAW RELATIVE TO A POSSIBLE PURCHASE/CONTRACT BUYOUT
OF GRAND JUNCTION CRI

9. Adjournment of Executive Session
The Council will return to Open Session to adjourn the Executive Session, which

adjournment will occur in the 1st Floor City Hall Break Room location; the City
Council will not be returning to Open Session in the City Council chambers
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City of Grand Junction, State of Colorado

Proclamation

Colorado West Pride was established nine years ago and is dedicated to the creation
of an inclusive community in Grand Junction through events, outreach, and
education; and

the Colorado West Pride Board now has nine diverse members which represent the
depth and breadth of the local Lesbian, Gay, Bisexual, Transgender, and Queer
(LGBTQ) community; and

Colorado West Pride works tirelessly to help create equality by working to make
sute the community is well informed and the LGBTQ community has a voice to
make a difference; and

Colorado West Pride will sponsor various activities and events September 7%
through September 12™ to promote and build a positive environment and
relationships; and

on September 11% and 12 Colorado West Pride will host the signature events of
the 9™ Annual Grand Junction Pride Fest which will include a Main Street parade
on Sunday and a festival at the G] Convention Center on Saturday and Sunday.

NOW, THEREFORE, I, C.B. McDaniel, by the power vested in me as Mayor of the City of
Grand Junction, do hereby proclaim September 7 — 12, 2021 as

“Grand Junction Pride Fest”

in the City of Grand Junction, and urge all citizens to learn about and help create a positive
environment for the LGBT(Q community.

IN WITNESS WHEREOF, I have hereunto set my
hand and caused to be affixed the official Seal of the
= - City of Grand Junction this 1* day of September 2021.

: > J Mayor \
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City of Grand Junction, State of Colorado

Proclamation

the City of Grand Junction has recognized El Espino, El Salvador as its official
Sister City since September of 2005; and

dozens of members of the Grand Valley community have participated in cultural
exchange with the citizens of El Espino through cultural immersion trips with the
Foundation for Cultural Exchange; and

throughout the previous 15 years, this city through its community partnership has
fostered long-term relationships between the people of Grand Junction and El
Espino, thereby advancing peace, prosperity, and cultural understanding in both
communities; and

itis appropriate to recognize all the efforts of the Foundation for Cultural Exchange
on this sixteenth anniversary and to express appreciation for the work they and
other community members have done.

NOW, THEREFORE, I, C.B. McDaniel, by the power vested in me as Mayor of the City of
Grand Junction, do hereby proclaim September 6, 2021 as

“Sister City Bap”

in the City of Grand Junction and congratulate the Foundation and other community members
who have participated in cultural exchanges with the people of El Espino.

IN WITNESS WHEREOQOF, I have hereunto set my
_ hand and caused to be affixed the official Seal of the
= e City of Grand Junction this 1% day of September 2021.

Mayotr A\
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City of Grand Junction, State of Colorado

Proclamation

from America's eatliest days, Hispanics have played an important role in our national
heritage, and continue to embody the pioneering spirit of America today, demonstrating
a steadfast commitment to faith, family, hard work and pattiotism through their countless
contributions; and

in keeping our historical roots, we celebrate more than 5,000 years of history and heritage
of Native, Latino, and Hispanic in this land of the American continent. Hispanics are
individuals from or descendants of North, Central, South America, Spain and the
Caribbean’s islands, and may speak Creole, Dutch, English, Ttalian, Spanish, Patois,
Portuguese, French, and many regional indigenous languages such as Quechua, Aymara,
Guarani, Mayan, Nahuatl, and more; and

Hispanics have not hesitated to defend and show their allegiance to this nation in many
ways, especially in all branches of the Armed Forces, continuing a strong legacy of
dedication to our country; and

Hispanics lift up our communities and our economy as entrepreneuts, executives, and
small business owners, and make contributions in areas such as science, art, music,
politics, academia, government, and sports. Hispanic-owned small businesses ate the
fastest growing businesses in America, growing at a pace 15 times the national average
over the last decade. Hispanics own more than three million businesses and are a
testament to the American promise that anyone can succeed in the United States through
hard work; and

September 15th marks the beginning of National Hispanic Heritage Month, which
celebrates and honots the accomplishments of Hispanic Amerticans, who have enriched
our culture and society and helped make America into the incredible country it is today;
and

four events have been organized to commemorate these accomplishments in Grand
Junction: HHM Kick-off on September 16, Inspiration Behind Success on September 24,
Youth and Talent Night on October 2, and HHM Closing Ceremony on Octobet 9.

NOW, THEREFORE, I, C.B. McDaniel, by the power vested in me as Mayor of the City of Grand
Junction, do hereby proclaim September 15 — October 15, 2021 as

“Bispanic Bevitage Mlonth”

in the City of Grand Junction and call upon public officials, educators and all Americans to observe this
time with appropriate ceremonies, activities and programs.

A el A IN WITNESS WHEREOF, I have heteunto set my hand and
= S r _ caused to be affixed the official Seal of the City of Grand
P Junction this 15" day of September, 2021.

=

Mayor
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GRAND JUNCTION CITY COUNCIL WORKSHOP SUMMARY
August 16, 2021

Meeting Convened: 5:30 p.m. Meeting held in person at the Fire Department Training Room,
625 Ute Avenue, and live streamed via GoToWebinar.

Meeting Adjourned: 8:02 p.m.

City Councilmembers present: Councilmembers Abe Herman, Phil Pe’a, Randall Reitz, Dennis
Simpson, Anna Stout, Rick Taggart, and Mayor Chuck McDaniel (attended virtually).

Staff present: City Manager Greg Caton, City Attorney John Shaver, Finance Director Jodi
Welch, Public Works Director Trent Prall, General Services Director Jay Valentine, Senior
Assistant to the City Manager Greg LeBlanc, Deputy Finance Director Scott Rust, Financial
Analyst Shane O’Neill, Sports Facilities Supervisor Marc Mancuso, Parks Superintendent Randy
Coleman, City Records Manager Debbie Kemp, and Deputy City Clerk Selestina Sandoval.

Mayor Pro Tem Stout called the meeting to order.

Agenda Topic 1. Discussion Topics

a. Lincoln Park Stadium Renovation Update

Bruce Hill, Vice Chair of JUCO, Chairman of the Parks Improvement Advisory Board (PIAB), and
member of the Stadium Improvement Committee provided a history of the stadium
improvements, financing, and discussions since 2003.

A Stadium Improvement Plan was paid for by PIAB in 2019 and identified approximately $11
million dollars in improvements. Mr. Hill reviewed the improvement areas needed at the
stadium which included new seating on the baseball side of the stadium, rebuilding the 12t
Street stands on the football side of the stadium, aligning the entrance to 12t Street and North
Avenue, and changing the lighting to LED. There is a shortage of funding to complete the
proposed improvements. Colorado Mesa University (CMU) has agreed to increase their funding
from $100,000 to $200,000 per year to fulfill their commitment of $2.5 million for the project.
The Stadium Improvement Committee is requesting reserves of $2.5 million for the
improvements. To help with the improvements, two grants can be applied for (Great Outdoors
Colorado (GOCO) and Department of Local Affairs (DOLA) for a combined funding request of
$1.4 million).

Discussion ensued about the grants, the lighting, the proposed alignment for a new entrance,
and the request for $2.5 million out of reserves.
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City Council Workshop Summary
August 16, 2021 - Page 2

Tim Foster (attended virtually), former CMU President, requested that City Council consider
allowing CMU to build a new locker building at Lincoln Park for approximately $2.8 million. He
asked if the City would be willing to contribute $500,000 towards the project. The priority of
the usage of the locker room would be for CMU, however, the Rockies and JUCO could also
utilize it. A memorandum of understanding could be put in place for the operation of the locker
building.

Discussion ensued about the timing for this project, the cost savings of doing both projects at
the same time (which would also include the construction of the Southwest Plaza) the DOLA
grant application deadline of September 1, 2021, other projects that a DOLA grant could be
utilized for, and the lighting project fitting the DOLA grant niche due to the energy efficiency of
the project.

Council directed staff to prepare the DOLA grant application and schedule the stadium
improvements and locker building project discussions on the August 30, 2021 Workshop
agenda.

b. Council Policies and Procedures

Using the “Dot System”, each Councilmember present was provided with six dots to place on a
drawing board to indicate their choices of the most important policies and procedures that
need addressed. Policies or procedures not listed could be added to the list.

Mayor McDaniel will indicate his choices and the list will be sent out to Council.

c. Auditor’s Briefing to City Council Regarding the 2020 Audit — Ty Holman, Haynie &
Company

Ty Holman (attended virtually) briefed the Council on the method that Holman, Haynie, &
Company used for the audit. Discussion items included internal controls, conducting an internal

control audit, and the audit management letter.

Councilmember Simpson asked about the Fund Balance for several items from the printed
audit.

Agenda Topic 2. City Council Communication

Councilmember Taggart stated he has a concern regarding Las Colonias that he would like to
bring to the Agenda Committee that may need to be addressed in an Executive Session.
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City Council Workshop Summary
August 16, 2021 - Page 3

Agenda Topic 3. Next Workshop Topics

The Economic Development Partners and the Stadium Improvement items are scheduled on
the next workshop on August 30, 2021.

Agenda Topic 4. Other Business

There was none.

Adjournment

The workshop adjourned at 8:02 p.m.

Packet Page 10



GRAND JUNCTION CITY COUNCIL
MINUTES OF THE REGULAR MEETING

August 18, 2021

Call to Order, Pledge of Allegiance., Moment of Silence

The City Council of the City of Grand Junction convened into regular session on the 18" day of
August 2021 at 5:30 p.m. Those present were Councilmembers Abe Herman, Phillip Pe'a,
Randall Reitz, Rick Taggart, Dennis Simpson, Anna Stout, and Council President Chuck
McDaniel (participated remotely).

Also present were City Manager Greg Caton, City Attorney John Shaver, Records Manager
Debbie Kemp, and Deputy City Clerk Selestina Sandoval.

Council President Pro Tem Stout called the meeting to order, and Stout Students led the
Pledge of Allegiance which was followed by a moment of silence.

Presentation

Ty Holman of Haynie & Company presented an overview on the audit process, scope and
findings.

Appointments

To the Visit Grand Junction Board

Councilmember Pe’a moved to appoint Mikhail Blosser to the Visit Grand Junction Board for a
partial 4-month term ending December 2021. Councilmember Taggart seconded the motion.
Motion carried by unanimous voice vote.

Citizen Comments

Ed Kowalski spoke of the community meeting and invited others to attend.

John Pond spoke of his concern about front license plates missing on three Grand Junction
Police officers' personal vehicles and stated a civilian oversight committee is needed.

Bruce Lohmiller spoke of a future homeless shelter and invited the public to join the Veteran's
Art Competition.

Stewart Wright spoke of election integrity and invited the public to the County Clerk's office at
noon on Saturday to support Tina Peters.

Jen Shumann spoke of her concerns with COVID protocols.
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City Council Minutes Auqust 18, 2021

Sandy Richmond read a portion of a recommended Constitutional Compliance resolution for
the City of Grand Junction.

Sara Fletcher read a statement comparing unvaccinated Americans to the Jewish people of
1938.

Laurie Schultz continued reading from the recommended resolution.

Diana Larson continued reading from the recommended resolution.

Bobby Hansen spoke of her concern with government overreach regarding COVID protocols.
Dave Hancock read from the recommended resolution.

Mark Rybeck spoke of the need for an election audit and concerns of illegal immigration.

Greg Larson asked how Council will protect the Grand Junction citizens from COVID
mandates.

Carol Rathbun continued reading from the recommended resolution.

Richard Weber spoke regarding a constitutional compliance resolution and his concerns with
the COVID vaccination.

Melissa Wright spoke of her concerns with COVID mandates and the COVID vaccination.
Diane Baker continued reading from the recommended resolution.

City Manager Report

City Manager Caton invited the public to a community meeting on September 8, 2021, at noon
at the Lunch Loop Trailhead.

Council Reports

Councilmember Herman spoke of the Urban Trails Committee walking audit and the Grand
Junction Economic Partnership retreat.

Councilmember Taggart gave an update on the Grand Junction Regional Airport Authority.

Council President McDaniel invited the public to Coffee with Chuck on August 26™, at 1:00
p.m. at Octopus Coffee.

CONSENT AGENDA

2|Page

Packet Page 12



City Council Minutes Auqust 18, 2021

Councilmember Reitz moved to adopt items #1 - #4 and to accept the auditor’s report.
Councilmember Herman seconded the motion. Motion carried by unanimous voice vote.

1. Approval of Minutes

a. Summary of the August 2, 2021 Workshop
b. Minutes of the August 4, 2021 Regular Meeting

c. Summary of the August 12, 2021 Joint City Council - DDA Workshop

2. Set Public Hearings
a. Quasi-judicial

i. A Resolution Referring a Petition to the City Council for the Annexation of
Lands to the City of Grand Junction, Colorado, Setting a Hearing on Such
Annexation, Exercising Land Use Control, and Introducing Proposed
Annexation Ordinance for the Reece Annexation of 6.73 Acres, Located on
Property South of 3035 and 3043 F 2 Road, and Setting a Public Hearing for
October 6, 2021

ii. Introduction of an Ordinance to Vacate Road Right-of-Way, Known as Tonto
Lane and Setting a Public Hearing for September 1, 2021

iii. A Resolution Referring a Petition to the City Council for the Annexation of
Lands to the City of Grand Junction, Colorado, Setting a Hearing on Such
Annexation, Exercising Land Use Control, and Introducing Proposed
Annexation Ordinance for the Westland Meadows Annexation of 19.41
Acres, Located on Property at 2973 D %2 Road, West of 30 Road, and
Setting a Public Hearing for October 6, 2021

3. Contracts

a. Authorize a Contract for the Replacement of Heating, Ventilation and Air
Conditioning (HVAC) Units on the Persigo Administration and Laboratory
Building

b.  Construction Contract for the Juniata Reservoir Guard Gate Replacement Project

3|Page
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City Council Minutes Auqust 18, 2021

4, Resolutions

a. Resolution Authorizing an Application to Great Outdoors Colorado (GOCO) for
Outfield Replacement of Suplizio Field

b. A Resolution Authorizing the City Manager to Submit a Grant Request to the
Department of Local Affairs for the Conversion of Stadium Lighting to LED

REGULAR AGENDA
A Resolution Accepting the Petition for the Annexation of 1.67 Acres of Land and

Ordinances Annexing and Zoning the Stinker C-Store Annexation to a City C-1 (Light
Commercial), Located at 2905 and 2907 North Avenue and 494 29 Road

Stinker Stores Inc. requested annexation of 1.67 acres located at 2905 and 2907 North Avenue
and 494 29 Road per the Persigo Agreement between Mesa County and the City of Grand
Junction in anticipation of future commercial development.

The applicant also requested a zone of annexation to C-1 (Light Commercial) for the three
parcels included in the Stinker C-Store Annexation. The properties have a Comprehensive
Plan Land Use Map designation of Commercial and each property currently contains one
single-family detached home along with various accessory structures. The properties are
annexable developments per the Persigo Agreement and the zone district of C-1 is consistent
with the Comprehensive Plan.

Associate Planner Senta Costello presented this item.

The public hearing was opened at 6:57 p.m.

There were no public comments.

The public hearing was closed at 6:57 p.m.

Councilmember Herman moved to adopt Resolution No. 66-21, a resolution accepting the
Annexation Petition for the Stinker C-Store Annexation, located at 2905 and 2907 North
Avenue and 494 29 Road, and to adopt Ordinance No. 5012, an ordinance annexing the
Stinker C-Store Annexation on final passage and ordered final publication in pamphlet form,
and to adopt Ordinance No. 5013, an ordinance zoning the Stinker C-Store Annexation to C-1

(Light Commercial) zone district on final passage and ordered final publication in pamphlet
form. Councilmember Pe’a seconded the motion. Motion carried by unanimous roll call vote.

4|Page
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City Council Minutes Auqust 18, 2021

An Ordinance Rezoning One Parcel Totaling Approximately 9.98 Acres from |I-2 (General
Industrial) to 1-1 (Light Industrial) Located at 715 23 - Road

Applicant Kevin Young, acting on behalf of the property owner, Peterson Bros Holdings, LLC,
requested the rezone of one parcel totaling approximately 9.98 acres from -2 (General
Industrial) to I-1 (Light Industrial) located at 715 23 %2 Road. The requested I-1 zone district
conforms with the Comprehensive Plan Land Use Map designation of Industrial.

Associate Planner Senta Costello presented this item.

The public hearing was opened at 7:04 p.m.

Dan Sheer asked for more information about the facility.

The public hearing was closed at 7:05 p.m.

The applicant’s representative Ben Fox said the facility may be focused on a basketball facility
at this time, but they don’t have details.

Councilmember Pe’a moved to adopt Ordinance No. 5014, an ordinance rezoning one parcel
totaling approximately 9.98 acres from |-2 (General Industrial) to I-1 (Light Industrial) located at
715 23 2 Road on final passage and ordered final publication in pamphlet form.
Councilmember Taggart seconded the motion. Motion carried by unanimous roll call vote.
Non-Scheduled Citizens and Visitors

There were none.

Other Business

There was none.

Adjournment

The meeting adjourned at 7:08 p.m.

Selestina Sandoval
Deputy City Clerk

5|Page
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Grand Junction City Council

Regular Session

Item #2.a.i.

Meeting Date: September 1, 2021

Presented By: Jodi Welch, Finance Director

Department: Finance
Submitted By: Jodi Welch, Finance Director

Information
SUBJECT:

Introduction of an Ordinance Making Supplemental Appropriations and Setting a Public
Hearing for September 15, 2021

RECOMMENDATION:

Staff recommends approval of an ordinance amending and making supplemental
appropriations for the 2021 City of Grand Junction Budget and the Downtown
Development Authority Budget and setting a public hearing for September 15, 2021.

EXECUTIVE SUMMARY:

The budget is adopted by City Council through an appropriation ordinance to authorize
spending at a fund level based on the line item budget. Supplemental appropriations
are also adopted by ordinance and are required when the adopted budget is increased
to approve new projects or expenditures. When a project includes a transfer from one
fund to another, both the transfer and the expenditure have to be appropriated.

BACKGROUND OR DETAILED INFORMATION:

This 2021 Supplemental Appropriation includes spending authorization in the following
funds:

General Fund 100

The General Fund requires a total supplemental appropriation of $1,137,581.
Supplemental appropriation of $537,581 is required to release the debt service reserve
related to the 2010 Stadium Certificates of Participation. This is a transfer to GJ Public
Finance Corp Fund as described below. On August 18, 2021, Council approved the
City to apply for a $600,000 Department of Local Affairs grant for the Stadium light
conversion project which is estimated at a total cost of $1.2 million. Supplemental
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appropriation of $600,000 is required for the City's portion of the light conversion
project. This is a transfer to the Sales Tax CIP Fund. These funds will come from the
General Fund reserve which is currently projected to be approximately $37 million at
12/31/2021, and will likely increase if sales tax revenues exceed amended budget.
Within that reserve is internal loans to other funds of $2.5 million and a minimum
reserve based on Council adopted policy of $19.3 million.

DDA Operations 103

The DDA Operations Fund requires a total supplemental appropriation of $990,000. On
July 8, 2021, the Downtown Development Authority (DDA) Board authorized
contributions of up to $490,000 to the GJ Lofts project for assistance in removing and
remediating the property at 950 Grand Avenue, and up to $500,000 to The Eddy project
to assist with offsetting costs associated with the fill and clean up costs for the project.
The DDA Board resolutions are attached.

Lodgers Tax Increase Fund 106

The Lodgers Tax Increase Fund requires a total supplemental appropriation of
$457,250 in order to distribute the lodging tax revenues to Visit Grand Junction (VGJ),
the Air Alliance, and the Sports Commission. Due to the strong recovery of the local
economy and in particular the tourism industry in the area, the revenues are exceeding
original budgeted projections, and additional expense authorization is necessary to
disburse those revenues. It is projected that an additional $190,520, $152,417, and
$114,313 will go to VGJ, Air Alliance, and the Sports Commission respectively.

First Responder Tax Fund 107

The First Responder Tax Fund requires a supplemental appropriation of $691,000 to
transfer to the Sales Tax CIP Fund for the purchase of the fire engine for Fire Station 8.
The build time for this new engine is estimated to be 13.5 months, which has increased
since the pandemic and related supply chain impacts. Ordering and purchasing the
engine now will allow for the new engine to be delivered when Fire Station 8
construction is completed. The purchase was authorized by City Council on August 4,
2021.

Conservation Trust Fund 110

The Conservation Trust Fund requires supplemental appropriation of $10,850 for a
transfer to the GJ Public Finance Corp Fund. As further described below, the 2010
Stadium Certificates of Participation (COPs) were refunded in order to generate
proceeds for improvements to the Stadium. The refunding occurred in the first quarter
of 2021 and the debt service requirements were slightly higher than anticipated in the
original 2021 budget.

Sales Tax CIP Fund 201

The Sales Tax CIP Fund requires a total supplemental appropriation of $1,891,000.
Supplemental appropriation of $691,000 is required for the purchase of the fire engine
for Fire Station 8 as described above, and supplemental appropriation of $1,200,000 is
required to budget for the light conversion project at the Stadium.
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Golf Courses Fund 305

The Golf Courses Fund requires supplemental appropriation of $90,000 for an increase
in expenses associated with increased play at the courses. The increases are mainly in
operating and maintenance supplies as well as the cost of purchasing inventory for sale
in the club houses. The increase in costs are offset fully by an increase in projected
revenues.

GJ Public Finance Corp Fund 614

The GJ Public Finance Corp Fund requires a total supplemental appropriation of
$5,635,304. On November 18, 2020 Council adopted Ordinance No. 4964 authorizing
the refunding of the 2010 Stadium COPs. As referenced above, the 2010 Stadium
COPs were refunded in order to generate proceeds for significant improvements at the
Stadium. The GJ Public Finance Corp is the fund that budgets and accounts for the
debt service related to the COPs. The 2021 budget was based on estimates of the
COP and needs to be amended for the actual costs and transactions resulting from the
refunding. Supplemental appropriation of $5,565,138 for the payment to the escrow
agent for the refunding of the 2010 COPs. This amount is offset by the proceeds
generated from the new issuance of COPs as well as release of the debt service
reserve for the 2010 COPs, and therefore it is a net zero impact. Supplemental
appropriation of $59,316 is required to pay issuance costs which also were paid from
the proceeds generated from the new COPs. Because the new debt service amounts
were an estimate when the original 2021 budget was adopted and the actual issuance
resulted in a slightly different debt service cost for 2021, $10,850 is required in
supplemental appropriations for the small increase in debt service costs.

FISCAL IMPACT:

The supplemental appropriation ordinance is presented in order to ensure sufficient
appropriation by fund to defray the necessary expenses of the City of Grand Junction
and the Downtown Development Authority. The appropriation ordinance is consistent
with, and as proposed for adoption, reflective of lawful and proper governmental
accounting practices and are supported by the supplementary documents incorporated
by reference above.

SUGGESTED MOTION:

I move to introduce an ordinance making Supplemental Appropriations to the 2021
Budget of the City of Grand Junction, Colorado and Downtown Development Authority
for the year beginning January 1, 2021 and ending December 31, 2021 and to set a
public hearing for September 15, 2021.

Attachments

2021 Supplemental Appropriation September 1, 2021
2021-08 DDA Resolution GJ Lofts Project Reimbursement
2021-09 DDA Resolution-The Eddy Project Reimbursement

wnh =
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ORDINANCE NO.____

AN ORDINANCE MAKING SUPPLEMENTAL APPROPRIATIONS TO THE 2021 BUDGET
OF THE CITY OF GRAND JUNCTION, COLORADO FOR THE YEAR BEGINNING
JANUARY 1, 2021 AND ENDING DECEMBER 31, 2021.

BE IT ORDAINED BY THE CITY COUNCIL OF THE CITY OF GRAND JUNCTION:
That the following sums of money be appropriated from unappropriated fund balance and

additional revenues to the funds indicated for the year ending December 31, 2021 to be
expended from such funds as follows:

Fund Name Fund # | Appropriation

General Fund 100 $ 1,137,581
DDA Operations Fund 103 $ 990,000
Lodgers Tax Increase Fund 106 $ 457,250
First Responder Tax Fund 107 $ 691,000
Conservation Trust Fund 110 $ 10,850
Sales Tax CIP Fund 201 $ 1,891,000
Golf Courses Fund 305 $ 90,000
Grand Junction Public Finance Corp Fund | 614 $ 5,635,304

INTRODUCED AND ORDERED PUBLISHED IN PAMPHLET FORM this _ day of

, 2021.

TO BE PASSED AND ADOPTED AND ORDERED PUBLISHED IN PAMPHLET FORM this
day of , 2021.

President of the Council
Attest:

City Clerk
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DOWNTOWN DEVELOPMENT AUTHORITY

RESOLUTION 2021-08

A RESOLUTION TO APPROVE AN EXPENDITURE FOR THE DOWNTOWN CATALYST PROGRAM
UTILIZING THE 103 FUND FOR UP TO $490,000 ON A REIMBURSEMENT BASIS FOR GJ LOFTS, LLC
LOCATED IN THE DDA BOUNDARY AT 950 GRAND AVENUE IN THE CITY OF GRAND JUNCTION,
COLORADO

RECITALS:

The Lofts Project submitted a Downtown Catalyst Program application for assistance in removing
and remediating the property at 950 Grand Avenue. The property is the former Strive Building which
is contaminated with asbestos, is economically obsolete and blighted.

The request to the Downtown Development Authority (“the Authority” or “DDA”) is to financially
participate in environmental remediation of the property in anticipation of redevelopment of it into
76 new residential units. The property is located within the District boundaries. The request was
for an amount up to $490,000. The DDA’s contribution will fund the teardown and associated
environmental remediation, which when constructed will help remedy the existing slum and blight
conditions that have previously impaired the property, its developability and economic viability.
This cost is not covered by HUD financing and therefore the DDA’s participation is vital to making

the project economically viable.

This Lofts Apartment Project fits into the DDA’s mission and vision of creating new Downtown
housing as it will add 78 new units in the District. Collectively the apartment units, together
with other amenities to be constructed are referred to herein and the Project.

The $13,700,000.00 Project will also encourage economic activity in Downtown as residents will
spend money shopping and dining in Downtown in general and will help to activate the heretofore
blighted property all in furtherance of the DDA’s mission, vision and the overall betterment of Grand

Junction.

The DDA Board has considered the request and approved reimbursement of up to $490,000.00
(“Contribution” or “the Contribution”) toward Project cost(s) for asbestos and environmental
remediation and teardown of the former Strive Building at 950 Grand Avenue in anticipation of the

construction of 78 apartments on the site.

Prior to reimbursement in whole GJ Lofts, LLC shall provide in a form and with sufficient detail as

required by the DDA:
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eProof of building teardown and legal and otherwise proper remediation of the
asbestos/environmental contamination, with receipts without markup, for professional work done
by December 31, 2022; and acknowledgment in a separate agreement signed by the owner of the
Project or its principals to these terms.

NOW, THEREFORE, BE IT RESOLVED BY THE GRAND JUNCTION DOWNTOWN DEVELOPMENT
AUTHORITY THAT:

The Board finds, determines and accepts the Recitals as fact and incorporates the same in its
decision that the request for financial participation by The Lofts project is a proper use of DDA funds
in order to create Downtown housing in the District and advances the DDA’s mission and vision.

This action wés authorized by and as-agtion of the Board this 8th day of July 2021.

Y

ey S5 T

- L

Dq@imons Jr., Chair
Grand Junction Downtown Development Authority

ATTEST:

N j N N
\/ ey %\‘L\_\J*\, \
A
Vonda Bauer, Administrative Specialist
Grand Junction Downtown Development Authority
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DOWNTOWN DEVELOPMENT AUTHORITY

RESOLUTION 2021-09

A RESOLUTION TO APPROVE AN EXPENDITURE FOR THE DOWNTOWN CATALYST PROGRAM
UTILIZING THE 103 FUND FOR UP TO $500,000 ON A REIMBURSEMENT BASIS FOR THE EDDY AT
GRAND JUNCTION, LLC PROJECT LOCATED IN THE DDA BOUNDARY AT 347 27 2 ROAD IN THE
CITY OF GRAND JUNCTION, COLORADO

RECITALS:

The Eddy at Grand Junction, LLC submitted a Downtown Catalyst Program application for
assistance in helping offset costs associated with fill and clean up costs needed to make the
project viable. The request to the Downtown Development Authority (“the Authority” or
“DDA”) is to financially participate in The Eddy project located at 347 27 % Road within the
district boundaries at an amount up to $500,000. The DDA’s contribution will fund increment
fill and clean up costs estimated at $1.2million, which when complete will help remedy the
existing slum and blight conditions that have previously impaired the property, its
developability and economic viability. .

This Eddy Apartment Project fits into the DDA’s mission and vision of creating new Downtown
housing as it will add 96 new units in the Riverfront corridor of the District. Collectivley the
apartment units, together with other amenities to be constructed are referred to herein as the

Project.

The $28million Project will also encourage economic activity in Downtown as residents will
spend money shopping and dining in Downtown in general and will help to activate the
heretofore blighted Riverfront corridor in particular where the DDA has already invested
millions of dollars in furtherance of its mission, vision and the overall betterment of Grand

Junction.

The DDA Board has considered the request and approved reimbursement of up to
$500,000.00 (“Contribution” or “the Contribution”) toward Project cost(s) of incremental fill
and clean up costs necessary to bring buildings out of the flood plain and clean up the site.

Up to $500,000 to help with Prior to reimbursement in whole or in part of the Contribution the
Eddy shall provide in a form and with sufficient detail as required by the DDA:

e Proof of fill and clean up work done with receipts without markup for professional work
fully performed by December 31, 2023; and, .
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e A verification confirmation from the Project architect and/or engineer certifing that
the apartment building phase of the Project is no less than 20% complete by December
31, 2023 together with a description of the other work completed and the work to be
completed; and,

e Acknowledgment in a separate agreement signed by the owner of the Project or its
principals to these terms.

NOW, THEREFORE, BE IT RESOLVED BY THE GRAND JUNCTION DOWNTOWN DEVELOPMENT
AUTHORITY THAT:

The Board finds, determines and accepts the Recitals as fact and incorprated the same
in its decision that the request for financial participation by the Eddy at Grand Junction,
LLC Project is a proper use of DDA funds in order to create Downtown housing in the
District and advances the DDA’s mission and vision .

This action was authorized by and as ction of the Board this 8th day of July 2021.
{/ |

Dcug Sfméner Chalr

Gra/d/]unctlon Downtown Development Authority

ATTEST:

\/M& %\NJ!\-"\

Vonda Bauer, Administrative Specialist

Grand Junction Downtown Development Authority
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CITY O

Grand Junction
("_Q COLORADDO

Grand Junction City Council

Regular Session

Item #2.a.ii.

Meeting Date: September 1, 2021

Presented By: Jodi Welch, Finance Director

Department: Finance
Submitted By: Jodi Welch, Finance Director

Information
SUBJECT:

Introduction of an Ordinance Making Supplemental Appropriations for Addition to the
Lincoln Park Stadium Project and Setting a Public Hearing for September 15, 2021

RECOMMENDATION:

Staff recommends approval of an ordinance making supplemental appropriations for
additions to the Lincoln Park Stadium project and amending the 2021 City of Grand
Junction Budget and setting a public hearing for September 15, 2021.

EXECUTIVE SUMMARY:

The budget is adopted by City Council through an appropriation ordinance to authorize
spending at a fund level based on the line item budget. Supplemental appropriations
are also adopted by ordinance and are required when the adopted budget is increased
to approve new projects or expenditures. When a project includes a transfer from one
fund to another, both the transfer and the expenditure have to be appropriated.

As discussed by City Council in the August 30th, 2021 workshop, this supplemental
appropriation is for the addition of $2,500,000 to the Stadium project. The addition
includes new northwest and southwest entryways, and technical, electrical, and
audiovisual upgrades. Funding for this would initially be an advance from the General
Fund reserve, to be re-paid by Colorado Mesa Univerity (CMU) over the course of 12
years at $200,000 per year plus $100,000 for the final year.

BACKGROUND OR DETAILED INFORMATION:

Currently, the base project plan of $8 million is funded through the proceeds from the
refunding of the Stadium COPs. The annual lease payment for this renovation and
previous improvements to the Stadium average $698,000 per year through 2044. This
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annual payment is funded by JUCO ($300,000) and School District #51 ($100,000) with
the City's Conservation Trust Fund revenues funding the remaining amount. As
mentioned in the summary, CMU is also a funding partner and it is proposed their
contribution be put towards repaying a loan of $2.5 million from the General Fund
reserve. This would be $200,000 per year from 2021 to 2032 and then $100,000 for the
year 2033. This would constitute a total contribution from CMU of $2,500,000, which will
be the same as School District #51 at $100,000 for 25 years.

The base project plan includes the demolition, foundations and new grandstands at
Suplizio Field and Stocker Stadium. This involves the replacement of the oldest
sections of bleachers at Suplizio with 1,000 new chairback seats behind home plate
and 3,000 new bleacher seats along the 3rd baseline. All electrical, utilities, asphalt,
electrical, cabling and audio/visual elements in this section of the stadium will also be
replaced. On the Stocker side, the base project plan includes demo, foundations and
new grandstands for the west bleachers, which are the oldest on the Stocker side. New
buildings will also be constructed under the new stands, including new men's and
women's bathrooms. All utilities, asphalt, electrical, cabling and audio/visual elements in
this section of the stadium will also be replaced.

The $2.5 million addition to the base project would include the following elements:

New Entryways: The west entrance to the Stadium is heavily used by fans, teams, and
students coming from both the west and north sides of the Stadium. This addition to
the project would provide the construction of a new northwest entry plaza with
landscaping provide a more immediate and safer entry from the north side of the
Stadium. The southwest plaza would provide a new ticketing venue and added space
for entry from the west relieving severe congestion during events and significantly
enhancing the safety of that entrance.

Technical, Electrical, and Audio Visual Upgrades: The announcing and sound system
was originally installed in 2004. As a part of the 2012 Tower Project, the speakers and
components were rebuilt and reinstalled. However, with the accelerated rate of
technology advancement over the last decade, the current speaker and IT systems are
outdated and unreliable. These upgrades replace all of the speakers and components
needed to operate the master system. It also includes upgrade to all ticketing locations
to allow for mobile tickers, Lincoln Tower Pres Box upgrades including broadcasting
and announcing functions, add electrical plug-ins in each endzone for Stocker Stadium,
adds audio-visual to the camera platforms and improves the scoreboard functionality.

This would require a supplemental appropriation of $2,500,000 in the General Fund
(Fund 100) to advance funds to the Stadium project through a transfer to the Sales Tax
Capital Improvement Plan (Fund 201). These funds will come from the General Fund
reserve which is currently projected to be approximately $37 million at 12/31/2021, and
will likely increase if sales tax revenues exceed amended budget. Within that reserve is
internal loans to other funds of $2.5 million and a minimum reserve based on Council
adopted policy of $19.3 million.

Packet Page 26



This also would require a supplemental appropriation of $2,500,000 for the addition to
the construction project budget in the Sales Tax Capital Improvement Plan (Fund 201).

FISCAL IMPACT:

The supplemental appropriation ordinance is presented in order to ensure sufficient
appropriation by fund to defray the necessary expenses of the City of Grand Junction.
The appropriation ordinance is consistent with, and as proposed for adoption, reflective
of lawful and proper governmental accounting practices and are supported by the
supplementary documents incorporated by reference above.

Stadium Project Summary:

Description Cost Source
Base Project: 5 8,000,000 Proceeds From COP Refunding

Additional Elements:
Light Conversion® 1,200,000 General Fund S&00,000, DOLA S600,000

Two Entry Plazas S 1,100,000
Technical, Electrical and Audio Visual Upgrades 1,200,000
Design and ConstructionFees 200,000

Total Additional Element 5 2,500,000 General Fund Advance, CVIU Payback

Total Project § 11,700,000 Before Multi-Purpose Building

SUGGESTED MOTION:

I move to introduce an ordinance making Supplemental Appropriations and Amending
the 2021 Budget of the City of Grand Junction, Colorado for the year beginning January
1, 2021 and ending December 31, 2021 and to set a public hearing for September 15,
2021.

Attachments

1. 2021 Supplemental Appropriation September 1, 2021 Stadium Project Additions
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ORDINANCE NO.____

AN ORDINANCE MAKING SUPPLEMENTAL APPROPRIATIONS TO THE 2021 BUDGET
OF THE CITY OF GRAND JUNCTION, COLORADO FOR THE YEAR BEGINNING
JANUARY 1, 2021 AND ENDING DECEMBER 31, 2021.

BE IT ORDAINED BY THE CITY COUNCIL OF THE CITY OF GRAND JUNCTION:
That the following sums of money be appropriated from unappropriated fund balance and

additional revenues to the funds indicated for the year ending December 31, 2021 to be
expended from such funds as follows:

Fund Name Fund # | Appropriation
General Fund 100 $ 2,500,000
Sales Tax CIP Fund 201 $ 2,500,000
INTRODUCED AND ORDERED PUBLISHED IN PAMPHLET FORM this day of
, 2021.

TO BE PASSED AND ADOPTED AND ORDERED PUBLISHED IN PAMPHLET FORM this
day of , 2021.

President of the Council
Attest:

City Clerk
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CITY O

Grand Junction
("_Q COLORADDO

Grand Junction City Council

Regular Session

Item #2.a.iii.

Meeting Date: September 1, 2021

Presented By: Jodi Welch, Finance Director

Department: Finance
Submitted By: Jodi Welch, Finance Director

Information
SUBJECT:

Introduction of an Ordinance Making Supplemental Appropriations for Addition of a
Multi-Purpose Building at Lincoln Park Stadium and Setting a Public Hearing for
September 15, 2021

RECOMMENDATION:

Staff recommends approval of an ordinance making supplemental appropriations for
addition of a multi-purpose building to the Lincoln Park Stadium project and amending
the 2021 City of Grand Junction Budget and setting a public hearing for September 15,
2021.

EXECUTIVE SUMMARY:

The budget is adopted by City Council through an appropriation ordinance to authorize
spending at a fund level based on the line item budget. Supplemental appropriations
are also adopted by ordinance and are required when the adopted budget is increased
to approve new projects or expenditures. When a project includes a transfer from one
fund to another, both the transfer and the expenditure have to be appropriated.

As discussed by City Council in the August 30th, 2021 workshop, this supplemental
appropriation is for the addition of $2,800,000 for a multi-purpose building which would
include locker rooms and offices for the Colorado Mesa University (CMU) football team,
public restrooms, and a shared-use area for other users of the stadium. The City has
been asked for a contribution of $500,000 towards this specific addition to the stadium
complex, and CMU will fund the remaining cost.

BACKGROUND OR DETAILED INFORMATION:
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This would require a supplemental appropriation of $500,000 in the General Fund
(Fund 100) to fund a portion of the multi-purpose building through a transfer to the
Sales Tax Capital Improvement Plan (Fund 201). These funds will come from the
General Fund reserve which is currently projected to be approximately $37 million at
12/31/2021, and will likely increase if sales tax revenues exceed amended budget.
Within that reserve is internal loans to other funds of $2.5 million and a minimum
reserve based on Council adopted policy of $19.3 million.

Additionally, this would also require a supplemental appropriation of $2,800,000 for the
addition to the construction project budget in the Sales Tax Capital Improvement Plan
(Fund 201).

FISCAL IMPACT:

The supplemental appropriation ordinance is presented in order to ensure sufficient
appropriation by fund to defray the necessary expenses of the City of Grand Junction.
The appropriation ordinance is consistent with, and as proposed for adoption, reflective
of lawful and proper governmental accounting practices and are supported by the
supplementary documents incorporated by reference above.

Stadium Project Summary:

Description Cost Source
Base Project: 5 8,000,000 Proceeds From COP Refunding

Additional Elements:
Light Conversion® 1,200,000 General Fund 5600,000, DO LA S600,000

Two Entry Plazas S 1,100,000
Technical, Electrical and Audio Visual Upgrades 1,200,000
Design and ConstructionFees 200,000

Total Additional Element S 2,500,000 General Fund Advance, CMU Payback

Total Project 5 11,700,000 Before Multi-Purpose Building

Multi-Purpose Building 5 2,800,000 CMU 52.3 million, General Fund $500,000

Total $ 14,500,000

SUGGESTED MOTION:

I move to introduce an ordinance making Supplemental Appropriations and Amending
the 2021 Budget of the City of Grand Junction, Colorado for the year beginning January
1, 2021 and ending December 31, 2021 and to set a public hearing for September 15,
2021.
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Attachments

1. 2021 Supplemental Appropriation September 1, 2021 Stadium Multi-Purpose
Building Addition
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ORDINANCE NO.____

AN ORDINANCE MAKING SUPPLEMENTAL APPROPRIATIONS TO THE 2021 BUDGET
OF THE CITY OF GRAND JUNCTION, COLORADO FOR THE YEAR BEGINNING
JANUARY 1, 2021 AND ENDING DECEMBER 31, 2021.

BE IT ORDAINED BY THE CITY COUNCIL OF THE CITY OF GRAND JUNCTION:
That the following sums of money be appropriated from unappropriated fund balance and

additional revenues to the funds indicated for the year ending December 31, 2021 to be
expended from such funds as follows:

Fund Name Fund # | Appropriation
General Fund 100 $ 500,000
Sales Tax CIP Fund 201 $ 2,800,000
INTRODUCED AND ORDERED PUBLISHED IN PAMPHLET FORM this day of
, 2021.

TO BE PASSED AND ADOPTED AND ORDERED PUBLISHED IN PAMPHLET FORM this
day of , 2021.

President of the Council
Attest:

City Clerk
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CITY O

Grand Junction
("_Q COLORADDO

Grand Junction City Council

Regular Session

Item #2.b.i.

Meeting Date: September 1, 2021

Presented By: Kristen Ashbeck, Principal Planner/CDBG Admin

Department: Community Development
Submitted By: Kristen Ashbeck, Principal Planner

Information
SUBJECT:

Introduction of an Ordinance for a Request by the Lincoln Park
Neighborhood/Residential Historic District to Amend Municipal Code Volume II:
Development Regulations to Adopt Standards and Guidelines for the Lincoln Park
Residential Historic District and to Amend Title 21 Pertaining to the Role of the Historic
Preservation Board in the Review of Alterations within the District and Setting a Public
Hearing for September 15, 2021

RECOMMENDATION:

Planning Commission heard this item at its March 23, 2021 meeting and recommended
denial of the request (5-1).

EXECUTIVE SUMMARY:

The Applicant, the Lincoln Park Neighborhood/Residential Historic District, is
requesting Zoning and Development Code (Code) amendments to: 1) adopt the Lincoln
Park Residential Historic District Standards and Guidelines; and 2) amend the Code
pertaining to the jurisdiction, duties and responsibilities of the City of Grand Junction
Historic Preservation Board (Board). The proposed Standards and Guidelines have
been developed by a group of property owners within the District and, if adopted, would
be applicable to properties and structures located within the boundaries of the District
between 12th and 15th Streets and Gunnison and Grand Avenues.

BACKGROUND OR DETAILED INFORMATION:

The Lincoln Park Residential Historic District (“District”) includes the properties between
the eastern side of North 12th Street and the western side of North 15th Street and the
south side of Gunnison Avenue and the north side of Grand Avenue (refer to the
location map in the attachments). The boundaries coincide with the City-recognized
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Lincoln Park Neighborhood Association. The four blocks between North 12th Street and
North 14th Street and Gunnison Avenue to Ouray Avenue formed the original District
designated in the City Register of Historic Structures, Sites and Districts in 1997. The
District boundaries were expanded to the current designated area in May 2018. The
neighborhood is proud of the designation and desires to establish a process and
standards through which to maintain and enhance its historic character.

Over the past two years, an organized group of residents/property owners within the
District has been working together, with broad input from others in the neighborhood, to
develop design standards and guidelines intended to preserve its historic nature and
quality. The Historic Preservation Board and members of City Staff have been involved
in neighborhood and group meetings, discussed the goals and objectives of the
standards and guidelines with the neighborhood, reviewed draft documents and have
provided comments and suggestions as the document evolved. The result of this long
and sustained effort is the Lincoln Park Residential Historic District Standards and
Guidelines included in the proposed ordinance (“Standards and Guidelines”) which City
Staff and the neighborhood now request that the City adopt for the District. A historic
inventory was conducted by the Museum of the West in the late 1990s that included
many homes within the District. The characteristics and history of the homes recorded
in the inventory formed the basis for development of the Standards and Guidelines in
order to promote and ensure the maintenance and enhancement of the major exterior
elements that characterize the District.

The neighborhood conducted a series of meetings and a property owner poll to discuss
and determine the direction for the guidelines and standards. Several drafts of the
document were prepared and reviewed. The poll and notices of the meetings were
provided to the neighborhood, with the last overall meeting being held in December
2018.

Since that time, the document has been reviewed by the Board, which has generally
indicated its approval of the guidelines and standards and of its proposed expanded
role of reviewing and deciding development applications in public hearings. City staff
has also worked with neighborhood representatives to refine the document so that it
better implements the desires of the residents and defines the review process for
proposed alterations. The process is basically the same as the review already being
conducted for alterations within the North Seventh Street Residential Historic District. A
property owner will apply for a Certificate of Appropriateness which will be reviewed by
staff and then a recommendation made to the Board for a final decision. A decision by
the Board may be appealed to City Council for consideration.

Generally, approval of the proposed ordinance will:

* Retain the existing zone districts of R-5 (Residential 5 dwelling units per acre) and R-
8 (Residential 8 dwelling units per acre)

* Establish bulk standards for all properties within the District that vary slightly from
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those in the standard R-5 and R-8 zone districts due to the unique nature of
development within the District

» Require property owners that propose alterations addressed in the Standards and
Guidelines make application for a Certificate of Appropriateness that is reviewed by
Community Development staff and final decisions are made by the Grand Junction

Historic Preservation Board

* Provide guidelines and standards by which changes to structures and sites in the
District are reviewed that primarily address maintenance and enhancement of the major
exterior elements that characterize the District and the structures within it, such as
streetscape, site development features, mass and proportion of buildings, rooflines,
siding, windows, doors and porches and similar features

PUBLIC NOTICE

The Code does not require neighborhood meetings for amendments such as this.
However, as previously summarized, after the District was designated, a series of
neighborhood-wide meetings were held to discuss whether a majority wanted to move
ahead with creating standards and guidelines as well as determine the site and
architectural elements within the District were most important to be addressed.

The neighborhood distributed 111 copies of the draft standards and guidelines to all
property owners in the District, including Mesa County Valley School District 51. Eleven
(11) responses were received, of which six (6) were positive and supportive, four (4)
were negative and 1 was neutral. Concerns expressed against adoption of the
Standards and Guidelines included: do not want formation of a homeowners’
association with dues; unable to replace windows; how can ADA requirements be met;
and possibly not being able to cut down trees on their property.

In addition, all property owners within the District were notified of the public hearing
schedule via a mailing sent on March 12, 2021. In addition, the notice of this public
hearing was published on March 16, 2021 in the Grand Junction Daily Sentinel.

ANALYSIS

In accordance with Section 21.02.140(c)(3), a proposed Code amendment shall
address in writing the reasons for the proposed amendment. There are no specific
criteria for review because a code amendment is a legislative act and within the
discretion of the City Council to amend the Code with a recommendation from the
Planning Commission. The purpose for proposing these amendments is to facilitate the
enhancement and preservation of a historic neighborhood. This is clearly supported in
the recently adopted One Grand Junction Comprehensive under Plan Principle 1:
Collective Identity that further states the strategies listed below. Adoption of the Code
amendments to establish design standards and guidelines and a process by which to
review alterations in the Lincoln Park Residential Historic District will strengthen this
neighborhood, provide a historic context, and educate the community about its heritage
in general and specifically this part of the City.

Packet Page 35



Strategy d. Historic Properties — Identify, recognize, and increase historic resources
by encouraging and incentivizing the addition of properties to the local, state
and national historic registers.

Strategy e. Heritage Preservation — Emphasize the economic benefits of historic
preservation and its role in economic development, sustainability, and heritage tourism.

Strategy f. Historic Preservation Education — Support efforts to provide educational
resources on the city and region, while maintaining the City’s direct efforts in historic
preservation, the City’s register of historic places and historic districts.

FINDINGS OF FACT AND RECOMMENDATION

After reviewing the request by the Lincoln Park Residential Historic District to adopt
Standards and Guidelines for the District amend the Code pertaining to the jurisdiction,
duties and responsibilities of the City of Grand Junction Historic Preservation Board
(Board), ZCA-2021-67, for properties located within the Lincoln Park Residential
Historic District lying between North 12th Street and 15th Street and Gunnison Avenue
to Grand Avenue, the following findings of fact have been made:

1. Reasons stated for the proposed Code amendments are consistent with and
supported by the 2020 One Grand Junction Comprehensive Plan.

Therefore, Staff recommends approval of the request.

PLANNING COMMISSION ACTION AND NEIGHBORHOOD FOLLOW-UP

The Grand Junction Planning Commission heard this item at its March 23, 2021
meeting. There were questions and discussion of a few terms used in the document
and the requirement for proposed demolitions to be heard by City Council. The majority
of the discussion was focused on the public process with property owners within the
District in the development of the the proposed guidelines and standards. While
individual members of Planning Commission noted that the proposed Standards and
Guidelines were reasonable and there did not appear any broad-based opposition to
them, the general concensus of Planning Commission was that there was not sufficient
evidence that each property owner in the District had had ample opportunity to "vote"
on adopting the Standards and Guidelines. Thus, Planning Commission recommended
denial of the request.

Thus, since the Planning Commission hearing, the proposed Standards and Guidelines
document was mailed to each property owner in the District along with a survey
questionnaire requesting each owner express support or non-support of its adoption. 54
of the 108 property owners returned the survey form, of which 28 (51% of forms
received) expressed support of the Standards and Guidelines, 24 (44%) were in
opposition, and 2 forms did not indicate a preference. The survey form included the
statement "Return this form in the enclosed envelope by June 20, 2021. A "No
Response" will be treated as approval". Thus, for the other 54 property owners that did
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not respond, it is assumed they approved or at least were not opposed to adoption of
the document. The responses received are included as an attachment to the staff
report.

FISCAL IMPACT:

This land use action does not have direct fiscal impact to the City.

SUGGESTED MOTION:

Mayor, Regarding File No. ZCA-2021-67, | move to approve/deny Ordinance __ to
amend the Zoning and Development Code to 1) adopt the Lincoln Park Residential
Historic District Standards and Guidelines as a new Title within Volume I, Development
Regulations, of the Grand Junction Municipal Code; and 2) amend Title 21, Zoning and
Development Code pertaining to the jurisdiction, duties and responsibilities of the City
of Grand Junction Historic Preservation Board.

Attachments

Lincoln Park Historic District Location Map

LPHD Guidelines and Standards Opinion Poll

Timeline of Public Outreach Provided by Applicant

Planning Commission Minutes - 2021 - March 23 - LPHD Standards and
Guidelines

Committee Response to PC Hearing

ORD - Lincoln Park S&G Ordinance 0825210
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RETURNED OPINION POLL FORMS
APPROVAL — 28 PROPERTIES
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Lincoln § Park
LINCOLN PARK HISTORIC DISTRICT
OPINION POLL
June 3, 2021
The Lincoln Park Historic District was expanded in 2018 by a majority vote of its homeowners, followed by
Grand Junction Historic Board and City Council approval. Our Historic District includes 110 homes between

12 and 15" streets as the western and eastern boundaries and Gunnison and the north side of Grand as the
northern and southern boundaries.

For the past 2-1/2 years, a committee of residents has been working on development of standards &
guidelines, pursuant to a meeting held in December 2018. All homeowners were given notice of that meeting
by email, mail, or hand delivery. The main reason for standards and guidelines is to preserve the character of
our historic district. This can be done by ensuring that new structures/improvements are compatible with
adjacent homes and the remainder of the district.

In July 2020, a draft of the Lincoln Park Standards & Guidelines was distributed to every homeowner by email,

mail, or hand delivery. 11 homeowners responded with comments. The Committee met in August 2020 to
address those comments.

We are now at the point of final adoption of the attached Standards & Guidelines by City Council; the
Standards & Guidelines have changed slightly since the original copy you were provided in July. Please review
the Standards & Guidelines again and mark with an “X” whether you want them to be approved or not.

|/We the undersigned, as owner(s) of the property located at /211 Pu AY
hereby:

l/ approve of the attached Lincoln Park Standards & Guidelines.
disapprove of the attached Lincoln Park Standards & Guidelines.

Property Owner(s):
FLORENCE  SyxenS_ Luul dor Yo D hapsno Jhath G 128/202)

Name (printed) Signature Date

Name (printed) Signature Date

RETURN THIS FORM IN THE ENCLOSED ENVELOPE BY JUNE 20, 2021. A “NO RESPONSE” WILL BE TREATED
AS APPROVAL.
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Lincoln & Park
LINCOLN PARK HISTORIC DISTRICT
OPINION POLL
June 3, 2021
The Lincoln Park Historic District was expanded in 2018 by a majority vote of its homeowners, followed by
Grand Junction Historic Board and City Council approval. Our Historic District includes 110 homes between

12t and 15" streets as the western and eastern boundaries and Gunnison and the north side of Grand as the
northern and southern boundaries.

For the past 2-1/2 years, a committee of residents has been working on development of standards &
guidelines, pursuant to a meeting held in December 2018. All homeowners were given notice of that meeting
by email, mail, or hand delivery. The main reason for standards and guidelines is to preserve the character of

our historic district. This can be done by ensuring that new structures/improvements are compatible with
adjacent homes and the remainder of the district.

In July 2020, a draft of the Lincoln Park Standards & Guidelines was distributed to every homeowner by email,

mail, or hand delivery. 11 homeowners responded with comments. The Committee met in August 2020 to
address those comments.

We are now at the point of final adoption of the attached Standards & Guidelines by City Council; the
Standards & Guidelines have changed slightly since the original copy you were provided in July. Please review
the Standards & Guidelines again and mark with an “X” whether you want them to be approved or not.

I/We the undersigned, as owner(s) of the property located at [LO@ L)\/’V C“] AV‘(
hereby:

Zr} approve of the attached Lincoln Park Standards & Guidelines.

disapprove of the attached Lincoln Park Standards & Guidelines.

Property Owner(s):

Bepx Masan ;&_ \ b MH@ sy

L

Name (printed) Signature Date

Name (printed) Signature Date

RETURN THIS FORM IN THE ENCLOSED ENVELOPE BY JUNE 20, 2021. A “NO RESPONSE” WILL BE TREATED
AS APPROVAL.
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Lincoln
LINCOLN PARK HISTORIC DISTRICT

OPINION POLL
June 3, 2021

The Lincoln Park Historic District was expanded in 2018 by a majority vote of its homeowners, followed by
Grand Junction Historic Board and City Council approval. Our Historic District includes 110 homes hetween
12 and 15 streets as the western and eastern boundaries and Gunnison and the north side of Grand as the
northern and southern boundaries.

For the past 2-1/2 years, a committee of residents has been working on development of standards &
guidelines, pursuant to a meeting held in December 2018. All homeowners were given notice of that meeting
by email, mail, or hand delivery. The main reason for standards and guidelines is to preserve the character of
our historic district. This can be done by ensuring that new structures/improvements are compatible with
adjacent homes and the remainder of the district.

In July 2020, a draft of the Lincoln Park Standards & Guidelines was distributed to every homeowner by email,

mail, or hand delivery. 11 homeowners responded with comments. The Committee met in August 2020 to
address those comments.

We are now at the point of final adoption of the attached Standards & Guidelines by City Council; the
Standards & Guidelines have changed slightly since the original copy you were provided in July. Please review
the Standards & Guidelines again and mark with an “X” whether you want them to be approved or not.

I/We the undersigned, as owner(s) of the property located at __/ ) #/ G wn miSon] Ava—
hereby:

\74 approve of the attached Lincoln Park Standards & Guidelines.
disapprove of the attached Lincoln Park Standards & Guidelines.
Property Owner(s):
ENAALGS & /\/AAE7/ éji (./,g,-//-,_,

Name (printed)

] Date
Linpa L NA‘R:’/Y %/[%//3//

Name (printed) Signature @ Date

RETURN THIS FORM IN THE ENCLOSED ENVELOPE BY JUNE 20, 2021. A “NO RESPONSE” WILL BE TREATED
AS APPROVAL.
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Lineoln & Park
LINCOLN PARK HISTORIC DISTRICT
OPINION POLL

June 3, 2021
The Lincoln Park Historic District was expanded in 2018 by a majority vote of its homeowners, followed by
Grand Junction Historic Board and City Council approval. Our Historic District includes 110 homes between

12%h and 15 streets as the western and eastern boundaries and Gunnison and the north side of Grand as the
northern and southern boundaries.

For the past 2-1/2 years, a committee of residents has been working on development of standards &
guidelines, pursuant to a meeting held in December 2018. All homeowners were given notice of that meeting
by email, mail, or hand delivery. The main reason for standards and guidelines is to preserve the character of

our historic district. This can be done by ensuring that new structures/improvements are compatible with
adjacent homes and the remainder of the district.

In July 2020, a draft of the Lincoln Park Standards & Guidelines was distributed to every homeowner by email,
mail, or hand delivery. 11 homeowners responded with comments. The Committee met in August 2020 to
address those comments.

We are now at the point of final adoption of the attached Standards & Guidelines by City Council; the
Standards & Guidelines have changed slightly since the original copy you were provided in July. Please review
the Standards & Guidelines again and mark with an “X” whether you want them to be approved or not.

I/We the undersigned, as owner(s) of the property located at _ \A1&  RAND  (JE

he\yb:
approve of the attached Lincoln Park Standards & Guidelines.

disapprove of the attached Lincoln Park Standards & Guidelines.

Property Owner(s):
SteRee | RUKAL \Q//KM x:/Zz/idzj GJ/{ G /9\)
Name (printed) Signature Date
AKIRA  FUKAL ﬂt .:2*{2 /)
Name (printed) Signature Date

RETURN THIS FORM IN THE ENCLOSED ENVELOPE BY JUNE 20, 2021. A “NO RESPONSE” WILL BE TREATED
AS APPROVAL.
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LINCOLN PARK HISTORIC DISTRICT
OPINION POLL

June 3, 2021 SN

The Lincoln Park Historic District was expanded in 2018 by a m’aj'ority vote of its homeowners, followed by

Grand Junction Historic Board and City Council approval. Our Historic District includes 110 homes between

12" and 15" streets as the western and eastern boundaries and Gunnison and the north side of Grand as the
northern and southern boundaries.

For the past 2-1/2 years, a committee of residents has been working on development of standards &
guidelines, pursuant to a meeting held in December 2018. All homeowners were given notice of that meeting
by email, mail, or hand delivery. The main reason for standards and guidelines is to preserve the character of
our historic district. This can be done by ensuring that new structures/improvements are compatible with
adjacent homes and the remainder of the district.

In July 2020, a draft of the Lincoln Park Standards & Guidelines was distributed to every homeowner by email,
mail, or hand delivery. 11 homeowners responded with comments. The Committee met in August 2020 to
address those comments. '

We are now at the point of final adoption of the attached Standards & Guidelines by City Council; the
Standards & Guidelines have changed slightly since the original copy you were provided in July. Please review
the Standards & Guidelines again and mark with an “X” whether you want them to be approved or not.

I/We the undersigned, as owner(s) of the property located at __/ 304 OURAY Al ;
hereby;:

«/____approve of the attached Lincoln Park Standards & Guidelines.
disapprove of the attached Lincoln Park Standards & Guidelines.

Property Owner(s):
AKTRN  FURBT M ; WY,
Name (printed) Signature Date
SHeREE  Fukaz M@; M/
Name (printed) Signature Date

RETURN THIS FORM IN THE ENCLOSED ENVELOPE BY JUNE 20, 2021. A “NO RESPONSE” WILL BE TREATED
AS APPROVAL.
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Lineoln & Park
LINCOLN PARK HISTORIC DISTRICT
OPINION POLL
June 3, 2021
The Lincoln Park Historic District was expanded in 2018 by a majority vote of its homeowners, followed by
Grand Junction Historic Board and City Council approval. Our Historic District includes 110 homes between

12t and 15" streets as the western and eastern boundaries and Gunnison and the north side of Grand as the
northern and southern boundaries.

For the past 2-1/2 years, a committee of residents has been working on development of standards &
guidelines, pursuant to a meeting held in December 2018. All homeowners were given notice of that meeting
by email, mail, or hand delivery. The main reason for standards and guidelines is to preserve the character of
our historic district. This can be done by ensuring that new structures/improvements are compatible with
adjacent homes and the remainder of the district.

In July 2020, a draft of the Lincoln Park Standards & Guidelines was distributed to every homeowner by email,
mail, or hand delivery. 11 homeowners responded with comments. The Committee met in August 2020 to
address those comments.

We are now at the point of final adoption of the attached Standards & Guidelines by City Council; the
Standards & Guidelines have changed slightly since the original copy you were provided in July. Please review
the Standards & Guidelines again and mark with an “X” whether you want them to be approved or not.

I/We the undersigned, as owner(s) of the property located at l?,(o() @rQl\OS ﬁu’i, ;
hereby:

Q) approve of the attached Lincoln Park Standards & Guidelines.

disapprove of the attached Lincoln Park Standards & Guidelines.

Property Owner(s):

/D? Cihe Q(‘qu ([\ a0 ‘,,Z,Q/_—\‘_. (C’ ;7-_2’(

Nar/ne (printed) Jebrl L.Moddvl@nature Date
¢/7/2/
ame (printed) Signature Date

RETURN THIS FORM IN THE ENCLOSED ENVELOPE BY JUNE 20, 2021. A “NO RESPONSE” WILL BE TREATED
AS APPROVAL.
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Lincoln & Park
LINCOLN PARK HISTORIC DISTRICT
OPINION POLL

June 3, 2021
The Lincoln Park Historic District was expanded in 2018 by a majority vote of its homeowners, followed by
Grand Junction Historic Board and City Council approval. Our Historic District includes 110 homes between

12th and 15% streets as the western and eastern boundaries and Gunnison and the north side of Grand as the
northern and southern boundaries.

For the past 2-1/2 years, a committee of residents has been working on development of standards &
guidelines, pursuant to a meeting held in December 2018. All homeowners were given notice of that meeting
by email, mail, or hand delivery. The main reason for standards and guidelines is to preserve the character of
our historic district. This can be done by ensuring that new structures/improvements are compatible with
adjacent homes and the remainder of the district.

In July 2020, a draft of the Lincoln Park Standards & Guidelines was distributed to every homeowner by email,

mail, or hand delivery. 11 homeowners responded with comments. The Committee met in August 2020 to
address those comments.

We are now at the point of final adoption of the attached Standards & Guidelines by City Council; the
Standards & Guidelines have changed slightly since the original copy you were provided in July. Please review
the Standards & Guidelines again and mark with an “X” whether you want them to be approved or not.

. z & >
I/We the undersigned, as owner(s) of the property located at /Lgcﬁ f ﬂ&//n/ﬂ\/ /4/’”

hereby:
k approve of the attached Lincoln Park Standards & Guidelines.

disapprove of the attached Lincoln Park Standards & Guidelines.

Property Owner(s):

T Welb fineckd)  pptanibmd) &z
Name (printed) Signatlre Date

SEAV _NEL& e il £/ 3 /22
Name (printed) Signature Date

RETURN THIS FORM IN THE ENCLOSED ENVELOPE BY JUNE 20, 2021. A “NO RESPONSE” WILL BE TREATED
AS APPROVAL.
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Lincoln | Park
LINCOLN PARK HISTORIC DISTRICT
OPINION POLL

June 3, 2021

The Lincoln Park Historic District was expanded in 2018 by a majority vote of its homeowners, followed by
Grand Junction Historic Board and City Council approval. Our Historic District includes 110 homes between
12" and 15'™ streets as the western and eastern boundaries and Gunnison and the north side of Grand as the
northern and southern boundaries.

For the past 2-1/2 years, a committee of residents has been working on development of standards &
guidelines, pursuant to a meeting held in December 2018. All homeowners were given notice of that meeting
by email, mail, or hand delivery. The main reason for standards and guidelines is to preserve the character of

our historic district. This can be done by ensuring that new structures/improvements are compatible with
adjacent homes and the remainder of the district.

In July 2020, a draft of the Lincoln Park Standards & Guidelines was distributed to every homeowner by email,
mail, or hand delivery. 11 homeowners responded with comments. The Committee met in August 2020 to
address those comments.

We are now at the point of final adoption of the attached Standards & Guidelines by City Council; the
Standards & Guidelines have changed slightly since the original copy you were provided in July. Please review
the Standards & Guidelines again and mark with an “X” whether you want them to be approved or not.

I/We the undersigned, as owner(s) of the property located at

hegeby GV—G’Y\CI -_-j},b?\ c,{:\'OJ\ ¢ f; J 5{/_8_6)/
approve of the attached Lincoln Park Standards & Guidelines.

v

_____ disapprove of the attached Lincoln Park Standards & Guidelines.

Wl bt (M eldln Gl

Name (printed) Signature Date
kﬂf/m Scholz / @ 0/9)2

Name (printed) Synéture Date

RETURN THIS FORM IN THE ENCL@SED ENVELOPE BY JUNE 20, 2021. A “NO RESPONSE” WILL BE TREATED
AS APPROVAL.
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LINCOLN PARK HISTORIC DISTRICT
OPINION POLL
June 3, 2021
The Lincoln Park Historic District was expanded in 2018 by a majority vote of its homeowners, followed by
Grand Junction Historic Board and City Council approval. Our Historic District includes 110 homes between

12t and 15 streets as the western and eastern boundaries and Gunnison and the north side of Grand as the
northern and southern boundaries.

For the past 2-1/2 years, a committee of residents has been working on development of standards &
guidelines, pursuant to a meeting held in December 2018. All homeowners were given notice of that meeting
by email, mail, or hand delivery. The main reason for standards and guidelines is to preserve the character of
our historic district. This can be done by ensuring that new structures/improvements are compatible with
adjacent homes and the remainder of the district.

In July 2020, a draft of the Lincoln Park Standards & Guidelines was distributed to every homeowner by email,
mail, or hand delivery. 11 homeowners responded with comments. The Committee met in August 2020 to
address those comments.

We are now at the point of final adoption of the attached Standards & Guidelines by City Council; the
Standards & Guidelines have changed slightly since the original copy you were provided in July. Please review
the Standards & Guidelines again and mark with an “X” whether you want them to be approved or not.

|/We the undersigned, as owner(s) of the property located at _/ 3’ 5 Cunn SO
hereby:

il approve of the attached Lincoln Park Standards & Guidelines.
disapprove of the attached Lincoln Park Standards & Guidelines.

Property Owner(s):

Ross 1. Tuthot! o fs]ai

Name (printed) Signature Date
fj?ﬁ/)p cea Tadholl™ 7@&&@//1 A/% 7 4’/ 5/ 2/
Name (printed) Slgnature Date

RETURN THIS FORM IN THE ENCLOSED ENVELOPE BY JUNE 20, 2021. A “NO RESPONSE” WILL BE TREATED
AS APPROVAL.
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Lincoln § Park

LINCOLN PARK HISTORIC DISTRICT
OPINION POLL

June 3, 2021

The Lincoln Park Historic District was expanded in 2018 by a majority vote of its homeowners, followed by
Grand Junction Historic Board and City Council approval. Our Historic District includes 110 homes between
12 and 15" streets as the western and eastern boundaries and Gunnison and the north side of Grand as the
northern and southern boundaries.

For the past 2-1/2 years, a committee of residents has been working on development of standards &
guidelines, pursuant to a meeting held in December 2018. All homeowners were given notice of that meeting
by email, mail, or hand delivery. The main reason for standards and guidelines is to preserve the character of
our historic district. This can be done by ensuring that new structures/improvements are compatible with
adjacent homes and the remainder of the district.

In July 2020, a draft of the Lincoln Park Standards & Guidelines was distributed to every homeowner by email,

mail, or hand delivery. 11 homeowners responded with comments. The Committee met in August 2020 to
address those comments.

We are now at the point of final adoption of the attached Standards & Guidelines by City Council; the
Standards & Guidelines have changed slightly since the original copy you were provided in July. Please review
the Standards & Guidelines again and mark with an “X” whether you want them to be approved or not.

I/We the undersigned, as owner(s) of the property locatedat (427 CHiPETn AVE
hereby:

v approve of the attached Lincoln Park Standards & Guidelines.
disapprove of the attached Lincoln Park Standards & Guidelines.
Property Owner(s):

Lou HaLL Koo Heats 06 /08/303]

Name (printed) Signature Date
Bonnic Ha(l Banmes tHalk (-8~
Name (printed) Signature Date

RETURN THIS FORM IN THE ENCLOSED ENVELOPE BY JUNE 20, 2021. A “NO RESPONSE” WILL BE TREATED
AS APPROVAL.
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Lincoln § Park

LINCOLN PARK HISTORIC DISTRICT

OPINION POLL
June 3, 2021

The Lincoln Park Historic District was expanded in 2018 by a majority vote of its homeowners, followed by
Grand Junction Historic Board and City Council approval. Our Historic District includes 110 homes between
12t and 15" streets as the western and eastern boundaries and Gunnison and the north side of Grand as the
northern and southern boundaries.

For the past 2-1/2 years, a committee of residents has been working on development of standards &
guidelines, pursuant to a meeting held in December 2018. All homeowners were given notice of that meeting
by email, mail, or hand delivery. The main reason for standards and guidelines is to preserve the character of

our historic district. This can be done by ensuring that new structures/improvements are compatible with
adjacent homes and the remainder of the district.

In July 2020, a draft of the Lincoln Park Standards & Guidelines was distributed to every homeowner by email,

mail, or hand delivery. 11 homeowners responded with comments. The Committee met in August 2020 to
address those comments.

We are now at the point of final adoption of the attached Standards & Guidelines by City Council; the
Standards & Guidelines have changed slightly since the original copy you were provided in July. Please review
the Standards & Guidelines again and mark with an “X” whether you want them to be approved or not.

I/We the undersigned, as owner(s) of the property located at %K 6\ JEATAT \\f\/\ ﬁ\&%

hergby:
approve of the attached Lincoln Park Standards & Guidelines.

disapprove of the attached Lincoln Park Standards & Guidelines.

Property Owner(s)

Qb\f\v\”\g N (S QLBSQ, @/8/2\

(printed) |gnatureg Date
e T rCins RN ﬁ ) L@l%l(

Name (printed Signature Date

RETURN THIS FORM IN THE ENCLOSED ENVELOPE BY JUNE 20, 2021. A “NO RESPONSE” WILL BE TREATED
AS APPROVAL.
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Lineoln
LINCOLN PARK HISTORIC DISTRICT

OPINION POLL
June 3, 2021

The Lincoln Park Historic District was expanded in 2018 by a majority vote of its homeowners, followed by
Grand Junction Historic Board and City Council approval. Our Historic District includes 110 homes between
12" and 15" streets as the western and eastern boundaries and Gunnison and the north side of Grand as the
northern and southern boundaries.

For the past 2-1/2 years, a committee of residents has been working on development of standards &
guidelines, pursuant to a meeting held in December 2018. All homeowners were given notice of that meeting
by email, mail, or hand delivery. The main reason for standards and guidelines is to preserve the character of
our historic district. This can be done by ensuring that new structures/improvements are compatible with
adjacent homes and the remainder of the district.

In July 2020, a draft of the Lincoln Park Standards & Guidelines was distributed to every homeowner by email,

mail, or hand delivery. 11 homeowners responded with comments. The Committee met in August 2020 to
address those comments.

We are now at the point of final adoption of the attached Standards & Guidelines by City Council; the
Standards & Guidelines have changed slightly since the original copy you were provided in July. Please review
the Standards & Guidelines again and mark with an “X” whether you want them to be approved or not.

|/We the undersigned, as owner(s) of the property located at JRA3Y OLA( Cry Au‘f‘
hereby:

f‘ g approve of the attached Lincoln Park Standards & Guidelines.
disapprove of the attached Lincoln Park Standards & Guidelines.
Property Owner(s):

foile C)ek LZis /%,a.f/ $/9/24

Name (printed) Signature Date

Name (printed) Signature Date

RETURN THIS FORM IN THE ENCLOSED ENVELOPE BY JUNE 20, 2021. A “NO RESPONSE” WILL BE TREATED
AS APPROVAL.
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Lincoln § Park

LINCOLN PARK HISTORIC DISTRICT
OPINION POLL
June 3, 2021

The Lincoln Park Historic District was expanded in 2018 by a majority vote of its homeowners, followed by
Grand Junction Historic Board and City Council approval. Our Historic District includes 110 homes between
12 and 15" streets as the western and eastern boundaries and Gunnison and the north side of Grand as the
northern and southern boundaries.

For the past 2-1/2 years, a committee of residents has been working on development of standards &
guidelines, pursuant to a meeting held in December 2018. All homeowners were given notice of that meeting
by email, mail, or hand delivery. The main reason for standards and guidelines is to preserve the character of

our historic district. This can be done by ensuring that new structures/improvements are compatible with
adjacent homes and the remainder of the district.

In July 2020, a draft of the Lincoln Park Standards & Guidelines was distributed to every homeowner by email,

mail, or hand delivery. 11 homeowners responded with comments. The Committee met in August 2020 to
address those comments.

We are now at the point of final adoption of the attached Standards & Guidelines by City Council; the
Standards & Guidelines have changed slightly since the original copy you were provided in July. Please review
the Standards & Guidelines again and mark with an “X” whether you want them to be approved or not.

I/We the undersigned, as owner(s) of the property located at (&5\5_‘0()/&17' %Q .
hereby:

approve of the attached Lincoln Park Standards & Guidelines.

disapprove of the attached Lincoln Park Standards & Guidelines.

ok Toanns. (gl Clofoz

Name (printed) Signatdre Date
%Lw&(,ér;— Losscelen sy 1, W/ & / - / 2/
il
Name (printed) Signature Date

RETURN THIS FORM IN THE ENCLOSED ENVELOPE BY JUNE 20, 2021. A “NO RESPONSE” WILL BE TREATED
AS APPROVAL.
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Lincoln
LINCOLN PARK HISTORIC DISTRICT

OPINION POLL
June 3, 2021

The Lincoln Park Historic District was expanded in 2018 by a majority vote of its homeowners, followed by
Grand Junction Historic Board and City Council approval. Our Historic District includes 110 homes between

12t and 15t streets as the western and eastern boundaries and Gunnison and the north side of Grand as the
northern and southern boundaries.

For the past 2-1/2 years, a committee of residents has been working on development of standards &
guidelines, pursuant to a meeting held in December 2018. All homeowners were given notice of that meeting
by email, mail, or hand delivery. The main reason for standards and guidelines is to preserve the character of
our historic district. This can be done by ensuring that new structures/improvements are compatible with
adjacent homes and the remainder of the district.

In July 2020, a draft of the Lincoln Park Standards & Guidelines was distributed to every homeowner by email,
mail, or hand delivery. 11 homeowners responded with comments. The Committee met in August 2020 to
address those comments.

We are now at the point of final adoption of the attached Standards & Guidelines by City Council; the
Standards & Guidelines have changed slightly since the original copy you were provided in July. Please review
the Standards & Guidelines again and mark with an “X” whether you want them to be approved or not.

I/We thyan’dersigned, as owner(s) of the property located at ,l B’j) Y M&l/(j}/ n/‘/e/ )
herehy?

approve of the attached Lincoln Park Standards & Guidelines.
disapprove of the attached Lincoln Park Standards & Guidelines.

Property Owner(s):

Koy ScliweiTaeq™ K SP——— it
Name (printed) . Signature Date
ke Sthwes taen Z\QMZA«/%\ oflo/1

Name (printed) Signature Date

RETURN THIS FORM IN THE ENCLOSED ENVELOPE BY JUNE 20, 2021. A “NO RESPONSE” WILL BE TREATED
AS APPROVAL.
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Lincoln § Park

LINCOLN PARK HISTORIC DISTRICT
OPINION POLL
June 3, 2021
The Lincoln Park Historic District was expanded in 2018 by a majority vote of its homeowners, followed by
Grand Junction Historic Board and City Council approval. Our Historic District includes 110 homes between

12t and 15 streets as the western and eastern boundaries and Gunnison and the north side of Grand as the
northern and southern boundaries.

For the past 2-1/2 years, a committee of residents has been working on development of standards &
guidelines, pursuant to a meeting held in December 2018. All homeowners were given notice of that meeting
by email, mail, or hand delivery. The main reason for standards and guidelines is to preserve the character of
our historic district. This can be done by ensuring that new structures/improvements are compatible with
adjacent homes and the remainder of the district.

In July 2020, a draft of the Lincoln Park Standards & Guidelines was distributed to every homeowner by email,

mail, or hand delivery. 11 homeowners responded with comments. The Committee met in August 2020 to
address those comments.

We are now at the point of final adoption of the attached Standards & Guidelines by City Council; the
Standards & Guidelines have changed slightly since the original copy you were provided in July. Please review
the Standards & Guidelines again and mark with an “X” whether you want them to be approved or not.

I/We the undersigned, as owner(s) of the property located at \4‘{)‘2 (AS!:, ) i ) Culen i 2

hereby:
/__approve of the attached Lincoln Park Standards & Guidelines.

disapprove of the attached Lincoln Park Standards & Guidelines.

Property Owner(s):

] e 3 A 2. CQQQ AL, éh:n{éé? ) -2 i

Name (printed) Signature Date
Name (printed) Signature Date

RETURN THIS FORM IN THE ENCLOSED ENVELOPE BY JUNE 20, 2021. A “NO RESPONSE” WILL BE TREATED
AS APPROVAL.
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£mcoln Park

LINCOLN PARK HISTORIC DISTRICT

OPINION POLL
June 3, 2021
The Lincoln Park Historic District was expanded in 2018 by a majority vote of its homeowners, followed by
Grand Junction Historic Board and City Council approval. Our Historic District includes 110 homes between

12t and 15 streets as the western and eastern boundaries and Gunnison and the north side of Grand as the
northern and southern boundaries.

For the past 2-1/2 years, a committee of residents has been working on development of standards &
guidelines, pursuant to a meeting held in December 2018. All homeowners were given notice of that meeting
by email, mail, or hand delivery. The main reason for standards and guidelines is to preserve the character of
our historic district. This can be done by ensuring that new structures/improvements are compatible with
adjacent homes and the remainder of the district.

In July 2020, a draft of the Lincoln Park Standards & Guidelines was distributed to every homeowner by email,

mail, or hand delivery. 11 homeowners responded with comments. The Committee met in August 2020 to
address those comments.

We are now at the point of final adoption of the attached Standards & Guidelines by City Council; the
Standards & Guidelines have changed slightly since the original copy you were provided in July. Please review
the Standards & Guidelines again and mark with an “X” whether you want them to be approved or not.

I/We the undersigned, as owner(s) of the property located at /% Ze OJU /4 7/
hereby:

X approve of the attached Lincoln Park Standards & Guidelines.

______ disapprove of the attached Lincoln Park Standards & Guidelines.

y Owner(s):
LLMM ~ ¢ ‘?/}a 2

Name (printed) Signature Date

Name (printed) Signature Date

RETURN THIS FORM IN THE ENCLOSED ENVELOPE BY JUNE 20, 2021. A “NO RESPONSE” WILL BE TREATED
AS APPROVAL.
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.Cmcoln Park

LINCOLN PARK HISTORIC DISTRICT

OPINION POLL
June 3, 2021

The Lincoln Park Historic District was expanded in 2018 by a majority vote of its homeowners, followed by
Grand Junction Historic Board and City Council approval. Our Historic District includes 110 homes between
12" and 15" streets as the western and eastern boundaries and Gunnison and the north side of Grand as the
northern and southern boundaries.

For the past 2-1/2 years, a committee of residents has been working on development of standards &
guidelines, pursuant to a meeting held in December 2018. All homeowners were given notice of that meeting
by email, mail, or hand delivery. The main reason for standards and guidelines is to preserve the character of
our historic district. This can be done by ensuring that new structures/improvements are compatible with
adjacent homes and the remainder of the district.

In July 2020, a draft of the Lincoln Park Standards & Guidelines was distributed to every homeowner by email,

mail, or hand delivery. 11 homeowners responded with comments. The Committee met in August 2020 to
address those comments.

We are now at the point of final adoption of the attached Standards & Guidelines by City Council; the
Standards & Guidelines have changed slightly since the original copy you were provided in July. Please review
the Standards & Guidelines again and mark with an “X” whether you want them to be approved or not.

I/We the undersigned, as owner(s) of the property located at /3 O @f an fL/
hereby:

J

approve of the attached Lincoln Park Standards & Guidelines.

disapprove of the attached Lincoln Park Standards & Guidelines.

Property Owner(s):
Michele Virn (o) M\ 1 202

Name (printed) S gnature Date

Name (printed) Signature Date

RETURN THIS FORM IN THE ENCLOSED ENVELOPE BY JUNE 20, 2021. A “NO RESPONSE” WILL BE TREATED
AS APPROVAL.
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.Cmcoln Park

LINCOLN PARK HISTORIC DISTRICT

OPINION POLL
June 3, 2021

The Lincoln Park Historic District was expanded in 2018 by a majority vote of its homeowners, followed by
Grand Junction Historic Board and City Council approval. Our Historic District includes 110 homes between
12" and 15" streets as the western and eastern boundaries and Gunnison and the north side of Grand as the
northern and southern boundaries.

For the past 2-1/2 years, a committee of residents has been working on development of standards &
guidelines, pursuant to a meeting held in December 2018. All homeowners were given notice of that meeting
by email, mail, or hand delivery. The main reason for standards and guidelines is to preserve the character of
our historic district. This can be done by ensuring that new structures/improvements are compatible with
adjacent homes and the remainder of the district.

In July 2020, a draft of the Lincoln Park Standards & Guidelines was distributed to every homeowner by email,

mail, or hand delivery. 11 homeowners responded with comments. The Committee met in August 2020 to
address those comments.

We are now at the point of final adoption of the attached Standards & Guidelines by City Council; the
Standards & Guidelines have changed slightly since the original copy you were provided in July. Please review
the Standards & Guidelines again and mark with an “X” whether you want them to be approved or not.

I/We the undersigned, as owner(s) of the property located at /g/f/"""y’
hereby:

,2 § approve of the attached Lincoln Park Standards & Guidelines.

disapprove of the attached Lincoln Park Standards & Guidelines.

Property Owner(s): .
Gres R oo ////f e

Name (printed) Sign Date
(orn b few %/éf/ Z

Name (printed) ignature Date

RETURN THIS FORM IN THE ENCLOSED ENVELOPE BY JUNE 20, 2021. A “NO RESPONSE” WILL BE TREATED
AS APPROVAL.
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LINCOLN PARK HISTORIC DISTRICT
OPINION POLL

June 3, 2021
The Lincoln Park Historic District was expanded in 2018 by a majority vote of its homeowners, followed by
Grand Junction Historic Board and City Council approval. Our Historic District includes 110 homes between

12t and 15 streets as the western and eastern boundaries and Gunnison and the north side of Grand as the
northern and southern boundaries.

For the past 2-1/2 years, a committee of residents has been working on development of standards &
guidelines, pursuant to a meeting held in December 2018. All homeowners were given notice of that meeting
by email, mail, or hand delivery. The main reason for standards and guidelines is to preserve the character of
our historic district. This can be done by ensuring that new structures/improvements are compatible with
adjacent homes and the remainder of the district.

In July 2020, a draft of the Lincoln Park Standards & Guidelines was distributed to every homeowner by email,

mail, or hand delivery. 11 homeowners responded with comments. The Committee met in August 2020 to
address those comments.

We are now at the point of final adoption of the attached Standards & Guidelines by City Council; the
Standards & Guidelines have changed slightly since the original copy you were provided in July. Please review
the Standards & Guidelines again and mark with an “X” whether you want them to be approved or not.

I/We the undersigned, as owner(s) of the property located at /2 TF Cqé ,‘/2@3@
hereby:

r

Z approve of the attached Lincoln Park Standards & Guidelines.

disapprove of the attached Lincoln Park Standards & Guidelines.

Property Owner(s): /2
N L/. el Lo &=/

Name (printed) Signe;ture Date

Name (printed) Signature Date

RETURN THIS FORM IN THE ENCLOSED ENVELOPE BY JUNE 20, 2021. A “NO RESPONSE” WILL BE TREATED
AS APPROVAL.
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LINCOLN PARK HISTORIC DISTRICT

OPINION POLL
June 3, 2021
The Lincoln Park Historic District was expanded in 2018 by a majority vote of its homeowners, followed by
Grand Junction Historic Board and City Council approval. Our Historic District includes 110 homes between

12t and 15 streets as the western and eastern boundaries and Gunnison and the north side of Grand as the
northern and southern boundaries.

For the past 2-1/2 years, a committee of residents has been working on development of standards &
guidelines, pursuant to a meeting held in December 2018. All homeowners were given notice of that meeting
by email, mail, or hand delivery. The main reason for standards and guidelines is to preserve the character of
our historic district. This can be done by ensuring that new structures/improvements are compatible with
adjacent homes and the remainder of the district.

In July 2020, a draft of the Lincoln Park Standards & Guidelines was distributed to every homeowner by email,
mail, or hand delivery. 11 homeowners responded with comments. The Committee met in August 2020 to
address those comments.

We are now at the point of final adoption of the attached Standards & Guidelines by City Council; the
Standards & Guidelines have changed slightly since the original copy you were provided in July. Please review
the Standards & Guidelines again and mark with an “X” whether you want them to he approved or not.

I/We the undersigned, as owner(s) of the property located at_’/g% MO/ﬂW X

hereby:

pprove of the attached Lincoln Park Standards & Guidelines.

disap

hroveof The attached Lincoln Park Standards & Guidelines.
= S 8 o y ]
L/e @ v 52 2% 5/5‘/4//" é/(/;’

74
me (printed) Signature Date
Name (printed) Signature Date

RETURN THIS FORM IN THE ENCLOSED ENVELOPE BY JUNE 20, 2021. A “NO RESPONSE” WILL BE TREATED
AS APPROVAL.
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LINCOLN PARK HISTORIC DISTRICT
OPINION POLL

June 3, 2021

The Lincoln Park Historic District was expanded in 2018 by a majority vote of its homeowners, followed by
Grand Junction Historic Board and City Council approval. Our Historic District includes 110 homes between
12" and 15" streets as the western and eastern boundaries and Gunnison and the north side of Grand as the
northern and southern boundaries.

For the past 2-1/2 years, a committee of residents has been working on development of standards &
guidelines, pursuant to a meeting held in December 2018. All homeowners were given notice of that meeting
by email, mail, or hand delivery. The main reason for standards and guidelines is to preserve the character of
our historic district. This can be done by ensuring that new structures/improvements are compatible with
adjacent homes and the remainder of the district.

In July 2020, a draft of the Lincoln Park Standards & Guidelines was distributed to every homeowner by email,
mail, or hand delivery. 11 homeowners responded with comments. The Committee met in August 2020 to
address those comments.

We are now at the point of final adoption of the attached Standards & Guidelines by City Council; the
Standards & Guidelines have changed slightly since the original copy you were provided in July. Please review
the Standards & Guidelines again and mark with an “X” whether you want them to be approved or not.

I/We the undersigned, as owner(s) of the property located at 1?7?74' WMA A'V{/

hereby:
Ki approve of the attached Lincoln Park Standards & Guidelines.

disapprove of the attached Lincoln Park Standards & Guidelines.
Property Owner(s): QQM
b/ 14]
Humy Lind g N / /1424

Na% Signatuye Dat
L) Zdod\( Z

Name (p Signature Date

J

RETURN THIS FORM IN THE ENCLOSED ENVELOPE BY JUNE 20, 2021. A “NO RESPONSE” WILL BE TREATED
AS APPROVAL.
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OPINION POLL
June 3, 2021
The Lincoln Park Historic District was expanded in 2018 by a majority vote of its homeowners, followed by
Grand Junction Historic Board and City Council approval. Our Historic District includes 110 homes between

12 and 15% streets as the western and eastern boundaries and Gunnison and the north side of Grand as the
northern and southern boundaries.

For the past 2-1/2 years, a committee of residents has been working on development of standards &
guidelines, pursuant to a meeting held in December 2018. All homeowners were given notice of that meeting
by email, mail, or hand delivery. The main reason for standards and guidelines is to preserve the character of
our historic district. This can be done by ensuring that new structures/improvements are compatible with
adjacent homes and the remainder of the district.

In July 2020, a draft of the Lincoln Park Standards & Guidelines was distributed to every homeowner by email,

mail, or hand delivery. 11 homeowners responded with comments. The Committee met in August 2020 to
address those comments.

We are now at the point of final adoption of the attached Standards & Guidelines by City Council; the
Standards & Guidelines have changed slightly since the original copy you were provided in July. Please review
the Standards & Guidelines again and mark with an “X” whether you want them to be approved or not.

I/We the undersigned, as owner(s) of the property located at \ZO 3 CQUM]DL o)D) "

hereby:
A approve of the attached Lincoln Park Standards & Guidelines.

disapprove of the attached Lincoln Park S;candards & Guidelines.

Property Owner(s):

l 0 @b(mb&(
=

(212

ame (printe Date
L AQumber (-1
Name (printed) Date

RETURN THIS FORM IN THE ENCLOSED ENVELOPE BY JUNE 20, 2021. A “NO RESPONSE” WILL BE TREATED
AS APPROVAL.
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Lincoln Park

LINCOLN PARK HISTORIC DISTRICT
OPINION POLL
June 3, 2021
The Lincoln Park Historic District was expanded in 2018 by a majority vote of its homeowners, followed hy
Grand Junction Historic Board and City Council approval. Our Historic District includes 110 homes between

12" and 15 streets as the western and eastern boundaries and Gunnison and the north side of Grand as the
northern and southern boundaries.

For the past 2-1/2 years, a committee of residents has been working on development of standards &
guidelines, pursuant to a meeting held in December 2018. All homeowners were given notice of that meeting
by email, mail, or hand delivery. The main reason for standards and guidelines is to preserve the character of
our historic district. This can be done by ensuring that new structures/improvements are compatible with
adjacent homes and the remainder of the district.

In July 2020, a draft of the Lincoln Park Standards & Guidelines was distributed to every homeowner by email,

mail, or hand delivery. 11 homeowners responded with comments. The Committee met in August 2020 to
address those comments.

We are now at the point of final adoption of the attached Standards & Guidelines by City Council; the
Standards & Guidelines have changed slightly since the original copy you were provided in July. Please review
the Standards & Guidelines again and mark with an “X” whether you want them to be approved or not.

I/We the undersigned, as owner(s) of the property located at /Z,Lf_?/ C{Q@L;’)@-@;’t_ﬂ\ 74&!‘6’/,,

hereby:
2 ; approve of the attached Lincoln Park Standards & Guidelines.

disapprove of the attached Lincoln Park Standards & Guidelines.

Property Owner(s):
Mary £.00. Moore %W/@@%/F L/A@L 202 |

Name (printed) Signature Date

Name (printed) Signature Date

RETURN THIS FORM IN THE ENCLOSED ENVELOPE BY JUNE 20, 2021. A “NO RESPONSE” WILL BE TREATED
AS APPROVAL.
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LINCOLN PARK HISTORIC DISTRICT

OPINION POLL
June 3, 2021

The Lincoln Park Historic District was expanded in 2018 by a majority vote of its homeowners, followed by
Grand Junction Historic Board and City Council approval. Our Historic District includes 110 homes between

12" and 15t streets as the western and eastern boundaries and Gunnison and the north side of Grand as the
northern and southern boundaries.

For the past 2-1/2 years, a committee of residents has been working on development of standards &
guidelines, pursuant to a meeting held in December 2018. All homeowners were given notice of that meeting
by email, mail, or hand delivery. The main reason for standards and guidelines is to preserve the character of

our historic district. This can be done by ensuring that new structures/improvements are compatible with
adjacent homes and the remainder of the district.

In July 2020, a draft of the Lincoln Park Standards & Guidelines was distributed to every homeowner by email,

mail, or hand delivery. 11 homeowners responded with comments. The Committee met in August 2020 to
address those comments.

We are now at the point of final adoption of the attached Standards & Guidelines by City Council; the
Standards & Guidelines have changed slightly since the original copy you were provided in July. Please review
the Standards & Guidelines again and mark with an “X” whether you want them to be approved or not.

|/We the undersigned, as owner(s) of the property located at ’13 D sl Q,{’/CINJ /@ (CF
hereby:

J

X approve of the attached Lincoln Park Standards & Guidelines.

disapprove of the attached Lincoln Park Standards & Guidelines.

Property Owner(s): . . A
Jewrd LEE /@ﬁ )74 i/w)// L AL A 6 / /ﬁ/é 7%/
Name (printed) (<ignature Date |

=t TS /S_ppr_&‘@»f/ é /A §79.9L /
Name (printed) Signature Date

RETURN THIS FORM IN THE ENCLOSED ENVELOPE BY JUNE 20, 2021. A “NO RESPONSE” WILL BE TREATED
AS APPROVAL.
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LINCOLN PARK HISTORIC DISTRICT
OPINION POLL
June 3, 2021
The Lincoln Park Historic District was expanded in 2018 by a majority vote of its homeowners, followed by
Grand Junction Historic Board and City Council approval. Our Historic District includes 110 homes between

12t and 15t streets as the western and eastern boundaries and Gunnison and the north side of Grand as the
northern and southern boundaries.

For the past 2-1/2 years, a committee of residents has been working on development of standards &
guidelines, pursuant to a meeting held in December 2018. All homeowners were given notice of that meeting
by email, mail, or hand delivery. The main reason for standards and guidelines is to preserve the character of
our historic district. This can be done by ensuring that new structures/improvements are compatible with
adjacent homes and the remainder of the district.

In July 2020, a draft of the Lincoln Park Standards & Guidelines was distributed to every homeowner by email,

mail, or hand delivery. 11 homeowners responded with comments. The Committee met in August 2020 to
address those comments.

We are now at the point of final adoption of the attached Standards & Guidelines by City Council; the
Standards & Guidelines have changed slightly since the original copy you were provided in July. Please review
the Standards & Guidelines again and mark with an “X” whether you want them to be approved or not.

. S ' e
|/We the undersigned, as owner(s) of the property located at /;?/5 é?/'{///@f/? /=
hereby:

& ‘ approve of the attached Lincoln Park Standards & Guidelines.
disapprove of the attached Lincoln Park Standards & Guidelines.

Property Owner(s): E
L1Z 4PPul Csepror)d = L 4%%‘}// é;/ﬁ%z /

Name (printed) Signature Date

Name (printed) Signature Date

RETURN THIS FORM IN THE ENCLOSED ENVELOPE BY JUNE 20, 2021. A “NO RESPONSE” WILL BE TREATED
AS APPROVAL.

Packet Page 64



LINCOLN PARK HISTORIC DISTRICT

OPINION POLL
June 3, 2021
The Lincoln Park Historic District was expanded in 2018 by a majority vote of its homeowners, followed by
Grand Junction Historic Board and City Council approval. Our Historic District includes 110 homes between

12t and 15 streets as the western and eastern boundaries and Gunnison and the north side of Grand as the
northern and southern boundaries.

For the past 2-1/2 years, a committee of residents has been working on development of standards &
guidelines, pursuant to a meeting held in December 2018. All homeowners were given notice of that meeting
by email, mail, or hand delivery. The main reason for standards and guidelines is to preserve the character of
our historic district. This can be done by ensuring that new structures/improvements are compatible with
adjacent homes and the remainder of the district.

In July 2020, a draft of the Lincoln Park Standards & Guidelines was distributed to every homeowner by email,

mail, or hand delivery. 11 homeowners responded with comments. The Committee met in August 2020 to
address those comments.

We are now at the point of final adoption of the attached Standards & Guidelines by City Council; the
Standards & Guidelines have changed slightly since the original copy you were provided in July. Please review
the Standards & Guidelines again and mark with an “X” whether you want them to be approved or not.

|/We the undersigned, as owner(s) of the property located at /3 Lo C A f_ﬂ ¢ /e Aut
hereby:

'

X approve of the attached Lincoln Park Standards & Guidelines.

disapprove of the attached Lincoln Park Standards & Guidelines.

Property Owner(s):

JbIJN LIOPKJNJ dlp/[ /-l’/l/e-/—\ Z/)f/?/

Name (printed) Signat : Date
env o\ (e /=28~ 2|
Name (printed) Signature Date

RETURN THIS FORM IN THE ENCLOSED ENVELOPE BY JUNE 20, 2021. A “NO RESPONSE” WILL BE TREATED
AS APPROVAL.
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LINCOLN PARK HISTORIC DISTRICT
OPINION POLL

June 3, 2021

The Lincoln Park Historic District was expanded in 2018 by a majority vote of its homeowners, followed by
Grand Junction Historic Board and City Council approval. Our Historic District includes 110 homes between
12 and 15 streets as the western and eastern boundaries and Gunnison and the north side of Grand as the
northern and southern boundaries.

For the past 2-1/2 years, a committee of residents has been working on development of standards &
guidelines, pursuant to a meeting held in December 2018. All homeowners were given notice of that meeting
by email, mail, or hand delivery. The main reason for standards and guidelines is to preserve the character of
our historic district. This can be done by ensuring that new structures/improvements are compatible with
adjacent homes and the remainder of the district.

In July 2020, a draft of the Lincoln Park Standards & Guidelines was distributed to every homeowner by email,
mail, or hand delivery. 11 homeowners responded with comments. The Committee met in August 2020 to
address those comments.

We are now at the point of final adoption of the attached Standards & Guidelines by City Council; the
Standards & Guidelines have changed slightly since the original copy you were provided in July. Please review
the Standards & Guidelines again and mark with an “X” whether you want them to be approved or not.

I/We the undersigned, as owner(s) of the property located at _' =5 HY5 Q/ W Son ﬁ%,
hereby:

mpprove of the attached Lincoln Park Standards & Guidelines.
disapprove of the attached Lincoln Park Standards & Guidelines.

Property Owner(s):

N
i ‘] ’ of V4 7.( [ -~ -
?7»:1}\ o va \ wilivan %E/’L"(,LILEIQ' XLQ{JI Vet \_,ZL'L il ,.2(/; 202/

Name (printed) Signature Date

Name (printed) Signature Date

RETURN THIS FORM IN THE ENCLOSED ENVELOPE BY JUNE 20, 2021. A “NO RESPONSE” WILL BE TREATED
AS APPROVAL.
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LINCOLN PARK HISTORIC DISTRICT
OPINION POLL
June 3, 2021

The Lincoln Park Historic District was expanded in 2018 by a majority vote of its homeowners, followed by
Grand Junction Historic Board and City Council approval. Our Historic District includes 110 homes between

12t and 15 streets as the western and eastern boundaries and Gunnison and the north side of Grand as the
northern and southern boundaries.

For the past 2-1/2 years, a committee of residents has been working on development of standards &
guidelines, pursuant to a meeting held in December 2018. All homeowners were given notice of that meeting
by email, mail, or hand delivery. The main reason for standards and guidelines is to preserve the character of
our historic district. This can be done by ensuring that new structures/improvements are compatible with
adjacent homes and the remainder of the district.

In July 2020, a draft of the Lincoln Park Standards & Guidelines was distributed to every homeowner by email,
mail, or hand delivery. 11 homeowners responded with comments. The Committee met in August 2020 to
address those comments.

We are now at the point of final adoption of the attached Standards & Guidelines by City Council; the
Standards & Guidelines have changed slightly since the original copy you were provided in July. Please review
the Standards & Guidelines again and mark with an “X” whether you want them to be approved or not.

|/We the undersigned, as owner(s) of the property located at 1220 Ouray Avenue
hereby:

X  approve of the attached Lincoln Park Standards & Guidelines.

disapprove of the attached Lincoln Park Standards & Guidelines.

Property Owner(s): ‘

____ Dennis R. Nowlan A 6-25-21

Name (printed) Signature Date
Pamela A, Nowlan _/aowéla ﬁ' Wméo\ 6-25-21

Name (printed) Signature Date

RETURN THIS FORM IN THE ENCLOSED ENVELOPE BY JUNE 20, 2021. A “NO RESPONSE” WILL BE TREATED
AS APPROVAL.
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Lincoln Park

LINCOLN PARK HISTORIC DISTRICT

OPINION POLL
June 3, 2021

The Lincoln Park Historic District was expanded in 2018 by a majority vote of its homeowners, followed by
Grand Junction Historic Board and City Council approval. Our Historic District includes 110 homes between

12th and 15 streets as the western and eastern boundaries and Gunnison and the north side of Grand as the
northern and southern boundaries.

For the past 2-1/2 years, a committee of residents has been working on development of standards &
guidelines, pursuant to a meeting held in December 2018. All homeowners were given notice of that meeting
by email, mail, or hand delivery. The main reason for standards and guidelines is to preserve the character of
our historic district. This can be done by ensuring that new structures/improvements are compatible with
adjacent homes and the remainder of the district.

In July 2020, a draft of the Lincoln Park Standards & Guidelines was distributed to every homeowner by email,

mail, or hand delivery. 11 homeowners responded with comments. The Committee met in August 2020 to
address those comments.

We are now at the point of final adoption of the attached Standards & Guidelines by City Council; the
Standards & Guidelines have changed slightly since the original copy you were provided in July. Please review
the Standards & Guidelines again and mark with an “X” whether you want them to be approved or not.

I/We the undersigned, as owner(s) of the property located at ll@‘l’ 0“9\@(‘”\ U\\ ) E ;

hereby:

approve of the attached Lincoln Park Standards & Guidelines.

disapprove of the attached Lincoln Park Standards & Guidelines.

///// /V / s)z/

// L
Name (printed) Signature &\ Date

Name (printed) Signature Date

RETURN THIS FORM IN THE ENCLOSED ENVELOPE BY JUNE 20, 2021. A “NO RESPONSE” WILL BE TREATED
AS APPROVAL.
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LINCOLN PARK HISTORIC DISTRICT
OPINION POLL

June 3, 2021

The Lincoln Park Historic District was expanded in 2018 by a majority vote of its homeowners, followed by
Grand Junction Historic Board and City Council approval. Our Historic District includes 110 homes between

12 and 15 streets as the western and eastern boundaries and Gunnison and the north side of Grand as the
northern and southern boundaries.

For the past 2-1/2 years, a committee of residents has been working on development of standards &
guidelines, pursuant to a meeting held in December 2018. All homeowners were given notice of that meeting
by email, mail, or hand delivery. The main reason for standards and guidelines is to preserve the character of

our historic district. This can be done by ensuring that new structures/improvements are compatible with
adjacent homes and the remainder of the district.

In July 2020, a draft of the Lincoln Park Standards & Guidelines was distributed to every homeowner by email,

mail, or hand delivery. 11 homeowners responded with comments. The Committee met in August 2020 to
address those comments.

We are now at the point of final adoption of the attached Standards & Guidelines by City Council; the
Standards & Guidelines have changed slightly since the original copy you were provided in July. Please review
the Standards & Guidelines again and mark with an “X” whether you want them to be approved or not.

I/We the undersigned, as owner(s) of the property located at _ 1.5 </ /%,’ggj;f ,4u<2
hereby:

approve of the attached Lincoln Park Standards & Guidelines.

Z disapprove of the attached Lincoln Park Standards & Guidelines.

Property Owner(s):

s b B /4/4/ awj /// o/ G Ae2)

Name (printed) "Sénatu e Date
“J Lea Ml Ll G lel
‘ 4
Name (printed) Signature Date -
RETURN THIS FORM IN THE ENCLOSED ENVELOPE BY JUNE 20, 2021 A “NO RESPONSE" ILL BE TREATED
AS APPROVAL. e A
R
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Lincoln Park

LINCOLN PARK HISTORIC DISTRICT
OPINION POLL
June 3, 2021
The Lincoln Park Historic District was expanded in 2018 by a majority vote of its homeowners, followed by
Grand Junction Historic Board and City Council approval. Our Historic District includes 110 homes between

12t and 15t streets as the western and eastern boundaries and Gunnison and the north side of Grand as the
northern and southern boundaries.

For the past 2-1/2 years, a committee of residents has been working on development of standards &
guidelines, pursuant to a meeting held in December 2018. All homeowners were given notice of that meeting
by email, mail, or hand delivery. The main reason for standards and guidelines is to preserve the character of
our historic district. This can be done by ensuring that new structures/improvements are compatible with
adjacent homes and the remainder of the district.

In July 2020, a draft of the Lincoln Park Standards & Guidelines was distributed to every homeowner by email,
mail, or hand delivery. 11 homeowners responded with comments. The Committee met in August 2020 to
address those comments.

We are now at the point of final adoption of the attached Standards & Guidelines by City Council; the
Standards & Guidelines have changed slightly since the original copy you were provided in July. Please review
the Standards & Guidelines again and mark with an “X” whether you want them to be approved or not.

I/We the undersigned, as owner(s) of the property located at /’Z7Z 0 9 C?/})Z 7129 ;
hereby:

approve of the attached Lincoln Park Standards & Guidelines.
3 disapprove of the attached Lincoln Park Standards & Guidelines.

Property Owner(s):
Name (prlnted) Slgnature Date

Facmlne "y (\fua@ﬂ{'

Name (printed) Signature Date

RETURN THIS FORM IN THE ENCLOSED ENVELOPE BY JUNE 20, 2021. A “NO RESPONSE” WILL BE TREATED
AS APPROVAL.
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Lincoln § Park

LINCOLN PARK HISTORIC DISTRICT
OPINION POLL
June 3, 2021
The Lincoln Park Historic District was expanded in 2018 by a majority vote of its homeowners, followed by
Grand Junction Historic Board and City Council approval. Our Historic District includes 110 homes between

12t and 15t streets as the western and eastern boundaries and Gunnison and the north side of Grand as the
northern and southern boundaries.

For the past 2-1/2 years, a committee of residents has been working on development of standards &
guidelines, pursuant to a meeting held in December 2018. All homeowners were given notice of that meeting
by email, mail, or hand delivery. The main reason for standards and guidelines is to preserve the character of
our historic district. This can be done by ensuring that new structures/improvements are compatible with
adjacent homes and the remainder of the district.

In July 2020, a draft of the Lincoln Park Standards & Guidelines was distributed to every homeowner by email,

mail, or hand delivery. 11 homeowners responded with comments. The Committee met in August 2020 to
address those comments.

We are now at the point of final adoption of the attached Standards & Guidelines by City Council; the
Standards & Guidelines have changed slightly since the original copy you were provided in July. Please review
the Standards & Guidelines again and mark with an “X” whether you want them to be approved or not.

I/We the undersigned, as owner(s) of the property located at /(o / O UYou-!y e ol
hereby:

approve of the attached Lincoln Park Standards & Guidelines.
.. disapprove of the attached Lincoln Park Standards & Guidelines.
Property Owner(s):
Carlo. Napp! ﬂ/\' ol [
T -

Name (printed) Sig Date
DOM = \{G\,\f NEy” @\ SN 22

\-—_
Name (printed) Signature Date

RETURN THIS FORM IN THE ENCLOSED ENVELOPE BY JUNE 20, 2021. A “NO RESPONSE” WILL BE TREATED
AS APPROVAL.
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Carla M. Nappi and David Varner
1261 Ouray Ave
Grand Junction, CO 81501

Lincoln Park Historic District

C/0 Community Development
250 N. 5" Street

Grand Junction, CO 81501-2628

June 16,2021

To Whom It May Concern:
We are writing to vote NO on the Lincoln Park Historic District Opinion Poll.

We would also like to voice the following concerns related to the process by which this poll is being
conducted:

1) The proposal seems like it would benefit from professional input (e.g., architectural firm). As it
stands, we are concerned the development of Standards and Guidelines appears to be grass
roots in nature. While this may be a low-cost approach, we believe that a more serious study
and formation of historic district Standards and Guidelines should be informed by subject
matter experts. Indeed, we would be more comfortable supporting professionally developed
Standards and Guidelines.

2) The design of the “voting” on this pool, which counts non-responses as “approval” votes, is
decidedly undemocratic. This process risks putting into place standards that were agreed upon
by only a small percentage of the affected parties. It also risks discriminating against neighbors
who may be too busy to respond or those without the resources to dedicate time to
understand the proposal. The fact that only 10% of households responded to the July 2020
draft is evidence that this approach is likely to result in a decision made by only a small
percentage of the homeowners in the area. A process, like that used when one is attempting to
place a measure on a ballot and must achieve a certain number of signatures to do so, may be
more appropriate. Requiring majority approval could result in a more sustainable set of
Standards and Guidelines properly voted upon by the affected parties.

3) Finally, the placement of a picture in the Standards and Guidelines in which the home is used
as an example of what is not “allowable” is, at best, unneighborly and, at worst, threatening.

We hope this feedback will be considered and a new, more democratic approach will be taken to
ensure a majority of the neighborhood is able to make an informed vote.

M7 [\ FT 20—

Carla M. Nappi and David Varner
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LINCOLN PARK HISTORIC DISTRICT
OPINION POLL

June 3, 2021

The Lincoln Park Historic District was expanded in 2018 by a majority vote of its homeowners, followed by
Grand Junction Historic Board and City Council approval. Our Historic District includes 110 homes between

12t and 15" streets as the western and eastern boundaries and Gunnison and the north side of Grand as the
northern and southern boundaries.

For the past 2-1/2 years, a committee of residents has been working on development of standards &
guidelines, pursuant to a meeting held in December 2018. All homeowners were given notice of that meeting
by email, mail, or hand delivery. The main reason for standards and guidelines is to preserve the character of
our historic district. This can be done by ensuring that new structures/improvements are compatible with
adjacent homes and the remainder of the district.

In July 2020, a draft of the Lincoln Park Standards & Guidelines was distributed to every homeowner by email,
mail, or hand delivery. 11 homeowners responded with comments. The Committee met in August 2020 to
address those comments.

We are now at the point of final adoption of the attached Standards & Guidelines by City Council; the
Standards & Guidelines have changed slightly since the original copy you were provided in July. Please review
the Standards & Guidelines again and mark with an “X” whether you w%nt them to be approved or not.

Wf Avenp/ ,

I/We the undersigned, as owner(s) of the property located at [401{
hereby:

______approve ofjhe attached Lincoln Park Standards & Guidelines.

5\2 d|sappr0 fjhe attached Lincoln Park Standards & Guidelines. /414 ’/’(0“4’ ﬂS’ //P re 4

pert ﬁlﬂ /I/f (é’aL
/Y, S(TML/MWL [\/Wﬂ]%/&—%//d/ 1&010 | Zﬁ@ ?L:ujﬁ e

Name(prlnted Sig ture Date 5
Stuther— %{ i~ b 4 ©, g %“"W

cl Mj 45(;1 >0
Name (printed) Signature Date e‘(s wilih (

s des g H e

RETURN THIS FORM IN THE ENCLOSED ENVELOPE BY JUNE 20, 2021. A “NO RESPONSE” WIL BE TREATED

=
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LINCOLN PARK HISTORIC DISTRICT
OPINION POLL
June 3, 2021
The Lincoln Park Historic District was expanded in 2018 by a majority vote of its homeowners, followed by
Grand Junction Historic Board and City Council approval. Our Historic District includes 110 homes between

12" and 15'™ streets as the western and eastern boundaries and Gunnison and the north side of Grand as the
northern and southern boundaries.

For the past 2-1/2 years, a committee of residents has been working on development of standards &
guidelines, pursuant to a meeting held in December 2018. All homeowners were given notice of that meeting
by email, mail, or hand delivery. The main reason for standards and guidelines is to preserve the character of
our historic district. This can be done by ensuring that new structures/improvements are compatible with
adjacent homes and the remainder of the district.

In July 2020, a draft of the Lincoln Park Standards & Guidelines was distributed to every homeowner by email,
mail, or hand delivery. 11 homeowners responded with comments. The Committee met in August 2020 to
address those comments.

We are now at the point of final adoption of the attached Standards & Guidelines by City Council; the
Standards & Guidelines have changed slightly since the original copy you were provided in July. Please review
the Standards & Guidelines again and mark with an “X” whether you want them to be approved or not.

I/We the undersigned, as owner(s) of the property located at _{ 3H5 C"“Pdm A‘V‘C‘n Ve
herebhy:

J

japprove of the attached Lincoln Park Standards & Guidelines.

disapprove of the attached Lincoln Park Standards & Guidelines.

Property Owner(s):
william MeNwly @'@ G et

Name (printed)

ot 5mk£nﬁdy

Name (printed)

Signatyre Date
15/ Z(

Signature Date

RETURN THIS FORM IN THE ENCLOSED ENVELOPE BY JUNE 20, 2021. A “NO RESPONSE” WILL BE TREATED
AS APPROVAL.
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Lincoln
LINCOLN PARK HISTORIC DISTRICT

OPINION POLL
June 3, 2021

The Lincoln Park Historic District was expanded in 2018 by a majority vote of its homeowners, followed by
Grand Junction Historic Board and City Council approval. Our Historic District includes 110 homes between

12t and 15 streets as the western and eastern boundaries and Gunnison and the north side of Grand as the
northern and southern boundaries.

For the past 2-1/2 years, a committee of residents has been working on development of standards &
guidelines, pursuant to a meeting held in December 2018. All homeowners were given notice of that meeting
by email, mail, or hand delivery. The main reason for standards and guidelines is to preserve the character of
our historic district. This can be done by ensuring that new structures/improvements are compatible with
adjacent homes and the remainder of the district.

In July 2020, a draft of the Lincoln Park Standards & Guidelines was distributed to every homeowner by email,

mail, or hand delivery. 11 homeowners responded with comments. The Committee met in August 2020 to
address those comments.

We are now at the point of final adoption of the attached Standards & Guidelines by City Council; the
Standards & Guidelines have changed slightly since the original copy you were provided in July. Please review
the Standards & Guidelines again and mark with an “X” whether you want them to be approved or not.

I/We the undersigned, as owner(s) of the property located at \L—\OS 8184 Cj\) QMO,muff
hereby:

J

approve of the attached Lincoln Park Standards & Guidelines.

disapprove of the attached Lincoln Park Standards & Guidelines.

Property Owner(s):

Name (printed) Signaty Date

Name (printed) Signature Date

RETURN THIS FORM IN THE ENCLOSED ENVELOPE BY JUNE 20, 2021. A “NO RESPONSE” WILL BE TREATED
AS APPROVAL.
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LINCOLN PARK HISTORIC DISTRICT
OPINION POLL

June 3, 2021

The Lincoln Park Historic District was expanded in 2018 by a majority vote of its homeowners, followed by
Grand Junction Historic Board and City Council approval. Our Historic District includes 110 homes between

12t and 15t streets as the western and eastern boundaries and Gunnison and the north side of Grand as the
northern and southern boundaries.

For the past 2-1/2 years, a committee of residents has been working on development of standards &
guidelines, pursuant to a meeting held in December 2018. All homeowners were given notice of that meeting
by email, mail, or hand delivery. The main reason for standards and guidelines is to preserve the character of
our historic district. This can be done by ensuring that new structures/improvements are compatible with
adjacent homes and the remainder of the district.

In July 2020, a draft of the Lincoln Park Standards & Guidelines was distributed to every homeowner by email,

mail, or hand delivery. 11 homeowners responded with comments. The Committee met in August 2020 to
address those comments.

We are now at the point of final adoption of the attached Standards & Guidelines by City Council; the
Standards & Guidelines have changed slightly since the original copy you were provided in July. Please review
the Standards & Guidelines again and mark with an “X” whether you want them to be approved or not.

J

I/We the undersigned, as owner(s) of the property located at __{ 2= qy A J'L{?mf’i(l O e
hereby:

approve of the attached Lincoln Park Standards & Guidelines.
% disapprove of the attached Lincoln Park Standards & Guidelines.
Property Owner(s):

',
j; leen Kyman

Name (printed) Signature ( Date

Name (printed) Signature Date

RETURN THIS FORM IN THE ENCLOSED ENVELOPE BY JUNE 20, 2021. A “NO RESPONSE” WILL BE TREATED
AS APPROVAL.
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LINCOLN PARK HISTORIC DISTRICT

OPINION POLL
June 3, 2021
The Lincoln Park Historic District was expanded in 2018 by a majority vote of its homeowners, followed by
Grand Junction Historic Board and City Council approval. Our Historic District includes 110 homes between

12t and 15 streets as the western and eastern boundaries and Gunnison and the north side of Grand as the
northern and southern boundaries.

For the past 2-1/2 years, a committee of residents has been working on development of standards &
guidelines, pursuant to a meeting held in December 2018. All homeowners were given notice of that meeting
by email, mail, or hand delivery. The main reason for standards and guidelines is to preserve the character of
our historic district. This can be done by ensuring that new structures/improvements are compatible with
‘adjacent homes and the remainder of the district.

In July 2020, a draft of the Lincoln Park Standards & Guidelines was distributed to every homeowner by email,
mail, or hand delivery. 11 homeowners responded with comments. The Committee met in August 2020 to
address those comments.

We are now at the point of final adoption of the attached Standards & Guidelines by City Council; the
Standards & Guidelines have changed slightly since the original copy you were provided in July. Please review
the Standards & Guidelines again and mark with an “X” whether you want them to be approved or not.

I/We the undersigned, as owner(s) of the property located at /3 20 ( /L ‘ vﬂ,«i '/t'\ :;4 V£,
hereby:

approve of the attached Lincoln Park Standards & Guidelines.

Y __disapprove of the attached Lincoln Park Standards & Guidelines.

Property Owner(s): !

Name (printed) Signature Date

,
= UK S G, A K"d’\é oA QA v/(’://"/’ﬁ" (e ~ 15 =2 Z/

[

Name (printed) Signature Date

RETURN THIS FORM IN THE ENCLOSED ENVELOPE BY JUNE 20, 2021. A “NO RESPONSE” WILL BE TREATED
AS APPROVAL.
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LINCOLN PARK HISTORIC DISTRICT
OPINION POLL
June 3, 2021
The Lincoln Park Historic District was expanded in 2018 by a majority vote of its homeowners, followed by

Grand Junction Historic Board and City Council approval. Our Historic District includes 110 homes between

12 and 15 streets as the western and eastern boundaries and Gunnison and the north side of Grand as the
northern and southern boundaries.

For the past 2-1/2 years, a committee of residents has been working on development of standards &
guidelines, pursuant to a meeting held in December 2018. All homeowners were given notice of that meeting
by email, mail, or hand delivery. The main reason for standards and guidelines is to preserve the character of
our historic district. This can be done by ensuring that new structures/improvements are compatible with
adjacent homes and the remainder of the district.

In July 2020, a draft of the Lincoln Park Standards & Guidelines was distributed to every homeowner by email,

mail, or hand delivery. 11 homeowners responded with comments. The Committee met in August 2020 to
address those comments.

We are now at the point of final adoption of the attached Standards & Guidelines by City Council; the
Standards & Guidelines have changed slightly since the original copy you were provided in July. Please review
the Standards & Guidelines again and mark with an “X” whether you want them to be approved or not.

I/We the undersigned, as owner(s) of the property located at \ 20 OW'”"\\'{ AVQ_. Qﬁ b1sD|
hereby:

approve of the attached Lincoln Park Standards & Guidelines.
X disapprove of the attached Lincoln Park Standards & Guidelines.
Property Owner(s):

We ndy Ce' i Hrenden G-b-202)\

Name (printed) Signature Date

Name (printed) Signature Date

RETURN THIS FORM IN THE ENCLOSED ENVELOPE BY JUNE 20, 2021. A “NO RESPONSE” WILL BE TREATED
AS APPROVAL.
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LINCOLN PARK HISTORIC DISTRICT

OPINION POLL
June 3, 2021

The Lincoln Park Historic District was expanded in 2018 by a majority vote of its homeowners, followed by
Grand Junction Historic Board and City Council approval. Our Historic District includes 110 homes between
12 and 15" streets as the western and eastern boundaries and Gunnison and the north side of Grand as the
northern and southern boundaries.

For the past 2-1/2 years, a committee of residents has been working on development of standards &
guidelines, pursuant to a meeting held in December 2018. All homeowners were given notice of that meeting
by email, mail, or hand delivery. The main reason for standards and guidelines is to preserve the character of
our historic district. This can be done by ensuring that new structures/improvements are compatible with
adjacent homes and the remainder of the district.

In July 2020, a draft of the Lincoln Park Standards & Guidelines was distributed to every homeowner by email,
mail, or hand delivery. 11 homeowners responded with comments. The Committee met in August 2020 to
address those comments.

We are now at the point of final adoption of the attached Standards & Guidelines by City Council; the
Standards & Guidelines have changed slightly since the original copy you were provided in July. Please review
the Standards & Guidelines again and mark with an “X” whether you want them to be approved or not.

I/We the undersigned, as owner(s) of the property located at |43% &ifa{i\) Ave.
hereby:

approve of the attached Lincoln Park Standards & Guidelines.
X disapprove of the attached Lincoln Park Standards & Guidelines.
Property Owner(s):
Hecter Phach uz Ypr L T ]/\,\_:Q' o \1'? ' 202\

Name (printed) Signature Date

Name (printed) Signature Date

RETURN THIS FORM IN THE ENCLOSED ENVELOPE BY JUNE 20, 2021. A “NO RESPONSE” WILL BE TREATED
AS APPROVAL,

Packet Page 80



LINCOLN PARK HISTORIC DISTRICT

OPINION POLL
June 3, 2021

The Lincoln Park Historic District was expanded in 2018 by a majority vote of its homeowners, followed by
Grand Junction Historic Board and City Council approval. Our Historic District includes 110 homes between

12t and 15t streets as the western and eastern boundaries and Gunnison and the north side of Grand as the
northern and southern boundaries.

For the past 2-1/2 years, a committee of residents has been working on development of standards &
guidelines, pursuant to a meeting held in December 2018. All homeowners were given notice of that meeting
by email, mail, or hand delivery. The main reason for standards and guidelines is to preserve the character of
our historic district. This can be done by ensuring that new structures/improvements are compatible with
adjacent homes and the remainder of the district.

In July 2020, a draft of the Lincoln Park Standards & Guidelines was distributed to every homeowner by email,

mail, or hand delivery. 11 homeowners responded with comments. The Committee met in August 2020 to
address those comments.

We are now at the point of final adoption of the attached Standards & Guidelines by City Council; the
Standards & Guidelines have changed slightly since the original copy you were provided in July. Please review
the Standards & Guidelines again‘and mark with an “X” whether you want them to be approved or not.

Y "G ,f\_q\_’__\ o
I/We the undersigned, as owner(s) of the property located at \RUZS e &\‘«”«
hereby:

J

approve of the attached Lincoln Park Standards & Guidelines.
\/ disapprove of the attached Lincoln Park Standards & Guidelines.

Property Owner(s):

P

:" ] e (\ N 1 - { .:. ‘;—\m" 2 ! "_\‘ ) . .
ooy ) 350000 L/(J U= OO (1! jf-ir/rl L
Name (printed) Signature Date

Name (printed) Signature Date

RETURN THIS FORM IN THE ENCLOSED ENVELOPE BY JUNE 20, 2021. A “NO RESPONSE” WILL BE TREATED
AS APPROVAL. ‘
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LINCOLN PARK HISTORIC DISTRICT
OPINION POLL
June 3, 2021
The Lincoln Park Historic District was expanded in 2018 by a majority vote of its homeowners, followed by
Grand Junction Historic Board and City Council approval. Our Historic District includes 110 homes between

12" and 15 streets as the western and eastern boundaries and Gunnison and the north side of Grand as the
northern and southern boundaries.

For the past 2-1/2 years, a committee of residents has been working on development of standards &
guidelines, pursuant to a meeting held in December 2018. All homeowners were given notice of that meeting
by email, mail, or hand delivery. The main reason for standards and guidelines is to preserve the character of
our historic district. This can be done by ensuring that new structures/improvements are compatible with
adjacent homes and the remainder of the district.

In July 2020, a draft of the Lincoln Park Standards & Guidelines was distributed to every homeowner by email,

mail, or hand delivery. 11 homeowners responded with comments. The Committee met in August 2020 to
address those comments.

We are now at the point of final adoption of the attached Standards & Guidelines by City Council; the
Standards & Guidelines have changed slightly since the original copy you were provided in July. Please review
the Standards & Guidelines again and mark with an “X” whether you want them to be approved or not.

I/We the undersigned, as owner(s) of the property located at /7 2y é‘/‘ 173 rA Ave
hereby:

approve of the attached Lincoln Park Standards & Guidelines.

3 disapprove of the attached Lincoln Park Standards & Guidelines.

Property Owner(s):
Jossica SHeler g%%yéa b/1b [2]

Name (printed) Signature Date

Name (printed) Signature Date

RETURN THIS FORM IN THE ENCLOSED ENVELOPE BY JUNE 20, 2021. A “NO RESPONSE” WILL BE TREATED
AS APPROVAL.
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Lincoln & Park
LINCOLN PARK HISTORIC DISTRICT
OPINION POLL
June 3, 2021
The Lincoln Park Historic District was expanded in 2018 by a majority vote of its homeowners, followed by
Grand Junction Historic Board and City Council approval. Our Historic District includes 110 homes between

12t and 15 streets as the western and eastern boundaries and Gunnison and the north side of Grand as the
northern and southern boundaries.

For the past 2-1/2 years, a committee of residents has been working on development of standards &
guidelines, pursuant to a meeting held in December 2018. All homeowners were given notice of that meeting
by email, mail, or hand delivery. The main reason for standards and guidelines is to preserve the character of
our historic district. This can be done by ensuring that new structures/improvements are compatible with
adjacent homes and the remainder of the district.

In July 2020, a draft of the Lincoln Park Standards & Guidelines was distributed to every homeowner by email,
mail, or hand delivery. 11 homeowners responded with comments. The Committee met in August 2020 to
address those comments.

We are now at the point of final adoption of the attached Standards & Guidelines by City Council; the
Standards & Guidelines have changed slightly since the original copy you were provided in July. Please review
the Standards & Guidelines again and mark with an “X” whether you want them to be approved or not.

I/We the undersigned, as owner(s) of the property located at [ Gor CHq PeT ¥ /?4/6— )
hereby:

approve of the attached Lincoln Park Standards & Guidelines.

x disapprove of the attached Lincoln Park Standards & Guidelines.

Property Owner(s):

Cilcody 4 Uik o202

Name (printed) Signature Date
Elizabeth pBlack FhapbtBlo g flhet— 06 05-2027

Name (printed) Signat/ure Date

RETURN THIS FORM IN THE ENCLOSED ENVELOPE BY JUNE 20, 2021. A “NO RESPONSE” WILL BE TREATED
AS APPROVAL.
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Lincoln Park

LINCOLN PARK HISTORIC DISTRICT
OPINION POLL
June 3, 2021
The Lincoln Park Historic District was expanded in 2018 by a majority vote of its homeowners, followed by
Grand Junction Historic Board and City Council approval. Our Historic District includes 110 homes between

12" and 15" streets as the western and eastern boundaries and Gunnison and the north side of Grand as the
northern and southern boundaries.

For the past 2-1/2 years, a committee of residents has been working on development of standards &
guidelines, pursuant to a meeting held in December 2018. All homeowners were given notice of that meeting
by email, mail, or hand delivery. The main reason for standards and guidelines is to preserve the character of
our historic district. This can be done by ensuring that new structures/improvements are compatible with
adjacent homes and the remainder of the district.

In July 2020, a draft of the Lincoln Park Standards & Guidelines was distributed to every homeowner by email,
mail, or hand delivery. 11 homeowners responded with comments. The Committee met in August 2020 to
address those comments.

We are now at the point of final adoption of the attached Standards & Guidelines by City Council; the
Standards & Guidelines have changed slightly since the original copy you were provided in July. Please review
the Standards & Guidelines again and mark with an “X” whether you want them to be approved or not.

I/We the undersigned, as owner(s) of the property located at /?/ﬂ @)/‘KZ,{‘[(/,#MC :
hereby:

approve of the attached Lincoln Park Standards & Guidelines.
; disapprove of the attached Lincoln Park Standards & Guidelines.

Property Owner(s):
i Foor 42> 202!

Name (printed) Signature 0 Date

Name (printed) Signature Date

RETURN THIS FORM IN THE ENCLOSED ENVELOPE BY JUNE 20, 2021. A “NO RESPONSE” WILL BE TREATED

AS APPROVAL.
/<'@/“’ A7 € /f//'(; ;)
gdo Wh7 T el
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LINCOLN PARK HISTORIC DISTRICT
OPINION POLL

June 3, 2021

The Lincoln Park Historic District was expanded in 2018 by a majority vote of its homeowners, followed by
Grand Junction Historic Board and City Council approval. Our Historic District includes 110 homes between
12 and 15 streets as the western and eastern boundaries and Gunnison and the north side of Grand as the
northern and southern boundaries.

For the past 2-1/2 years, a committee of residents has been working on development of standards &
guidelines, pursuant to a meeting held in December 2018. All homeowners were given notice of that meeting
by email, mail, or hand delivery. The main reason for standards and guidelines is to preserve the character of

our historic district. This can be done by ensuring that new structures/improvements are compatible with
adjacent homes and the remainder of the district.

In July 2020, a draft of the Lincoln Park Standards & Guidelines was distributed to every homeowner by email,

mail, or hand delivery. 11 homeowners responded with comments. The Committee met in August 2020 to
address those comments.

We are now at the point of final adoption of the attached Standards & Guidelines by City Council; the
Standards & Guidelines have changed slightly since the original copy you were provided in July. Please review
the Standards & Guidelines again and mark with an “X” whether you want them to be approved or not.

I/We the undersigned, as owner(s) of the property located at | 315 /7 /) ETA4 % /S A6 Ouiy %
hereby: PR fERTIES

approve of the attached Lincoln Park Standards & Guidelines. S st
| pesiey HisRey
_ X disapprove of the attached Lincoln Park Standards & Guidelines. ~ 7¢ Labe /L EyYsoRES
Property Owner(s):

GERILY ATIEMIN A7) (T fe— L0522/

Name (printed) Signature Date

Name (printed) Signature Date

RETURN THIS FORM IN THE ENCLOSED ENVELOPE BY JUNE 20, 2021. A “NO RESPONSE” WILL BE TREATED
AS APPROVAL.
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Lincoln & Park
LINCOLN PARK HISTORIC DISTRICT
OPINION POLL

June 3, 2021
The Lincoln Park Historic District was expanded in 2018 by a majority vote of its homeowners, followed by
Grand Junction Historic Board and City Council approval. Our Historic District includes 110 homes between

12t and 15! streets as the western and eastern boundaries and Gunnison and the north side of Grand as the
northern and southern boundaries.

For the past 2-1/2 years, a committee of residents has been working on development of standards &
guidelines, pursuant to a meeting held in December 2018. All homeowners were given notice of that meeting
by email, mail, or hand delivery. The main reason for standards and guidelines is to preserve the character of
our historic district. This can be done by ensuring that new structures/improvements are compatible with
adjacent homes and the remainder of the district.

In July 2020, a draft of the Lincoln Park Standards & Guidelines was distributed to every homeowner by email,

mail, or hand delivery. 11 homeowners responded with comments. The Committee met in August 2020 to
address those comments.

We are now at the point of final adoption of the attached Standards & Guidelines by City Council; the
Standards & Guidelines have changed slightly since the original copy you were provided in July. Please review
the Standards & Guidelines again and mark with an “X” whether you want them to be approved or not.

9 P 5 ',l
I/We the undersigned, as owner(s) of the property located at /9f/U é'zz.fa“ ?"%U\Q,/} UC
hereby:

approve of the attached Lincoln Park Standards & Guidelines.

| disapprove of the attached Lincoln Park Standards & Guidelines.

Property Owner(s): r,% 7 .
DY %A"W‘S [ A Z " 6L 202

Name (prjnt Signature Date
N . p— zo2/
Name (printed) at

RETURN THIS FORM IN THE ENCLOSED ENVELOPE BY JUNE 20, 2021. A “NO RESPONSE” WILL BE TREATED
AS APPROVAL.
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LINCOLN PARK HISTORIC DISTRICT

OPINION POLL
June 3, 2021

The Lincoln Park Historic District was expanded in 2018 by a majority vote of its homeowners, followed by
Grand Junction Historic Board and City Council approval. Our Historic District includes 110 homes between

12t and 15 streets as the western and eastern boundaries and Gunnison and the north side of Grand as the
northern and southern boundaries.

For the past 2-1/2 years, a committee of residents has been working on development of standards &
guidelines, pursuant to a meeting held in December 2018. All homeowners were given notice of that meeting
by email, mail, or hand delivery. The main reason for standards and guidelines is to preserve the character of
our historic district. This can be done by ensuring that new structures/improvements are compatible with
adjacent homes and the remainder of the district.

In July 2020, a draft of the Lincoln Park Standards & Guidelines was distributed to every homeowner by email,

mail, or hand delivery. 11 homeowners responded with comments. The Committee met in August 2020 to
address those comments.

We are now at the point of final adoption of the attached Standards & Guidelines by City Council; the
Standards & Guidelines have changed slightly since the original copy you were provided in July. Please review
the Standards & Guidelines again and mark with an “X” whether you want them to be approved or not.

I/We the undersigned, as owner(s) of the property located at _ \ 2L Q/U‘O\-\és, ‘k\)e.
hereby:

J

approve of the attached Lincoln Park Standards & Guidelines.

é disapprove of the attached Lincoln Park Standards & Guidelines.

E’roperty wner(s): | P [
ML edodpalt - Gfapen)

e

Name (printed) Signature Date

r ; \ - - :
e Pederonde 09 #207]
Name (printed) Signatu-re - Date

RETURN THIS FORM IN THE ENCLOSED ENVELOPE BY JUNE 20, 2021. A “NO RESPONSE” WILL BE TREATED
AS APPROVAL.
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Lincoln

LINCOLN PARK HISTORIC DISTRICT

OPINION POLL
June 3, 2021

The Lincoln Park Historic District was expanded in 2018 by a majority vote of its homeowners, followed by
Grand Junction Historic Board and City Council approval. Our Historic District includes 110 homes between

12" and 15" streets as the western and eastern boundaries and Gunnison and the north side of Grand as the
northern and southern boundaries.

For the past 2-1/2 years, a committee of residents has been working on development of standards &
guidelines, pursuant to a meeting held in December 2018. All homeowners were given notice of that meeting
by email, mail, or hand delivery. The main reason for standards and guidelines is to preserve the character of
our historic district. This can be done by ensuring that new structures/improvements are compatible with
adjacent homes and the remainder of the district.

In July 2020, a draft of the Lincoln Park Standards & Guidelines was distributed to every homeowner by email,

mail, or hand delivery. 11 homeowners responded with comments. The Committee met in August 2020 to
address those comments.

We are now at the point of final adoption of the attached Standards & Guidelines by City Council; the
Standards & Guidelines have changed slightly since the original copy you were provided in July. Please review
the Standards & Guidelines again and mark with an “X” whether you want them to be approved or not.

I/We the undersigned, as owner(s) of the property located at [I23( GRAND AVE.
hereby:

approve of the attached Lincoln Park Standards & Guidelines.

X disapprove of the attached Lincoln Park Standards & Guidelines.

Property Owner(s):

Kevin ANDER S SN Kevin ANDERSW) L-08- 2021
Name (printed) Signature Date
Name (printed) Signature Date

RETURN THIS FORM IN THE ENCLOSED ENVELOPE BY JUNE 20, 2021. A “NO RESPONSE” WILL BE TREATED
AS APPROVAL.
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Lincoln Park

LINCOLN PARK HISTORIC DISTRICT

OPINION POLL
June 3, 2021

The Lincoln Park Historic District was expanded in 2018 by a majority vote of its homeowners, followed by
Grand Junction Historic Board and City Council approval. Our Historic District includes 110 homes between
12'h and 15 streets as the western and eastern boundaries and Gunnison and the north side of Grand as the
northern and southern boundaries.

For the past 2-1/2 years, a committee of residents has been working on development of standards &
guidelines, pursuant to a meeting held in December 2018. All homeowners were given notice of that meeting
by email, mail, or hand delivery. The main reason for standards and guidelines is to preserve the character of
our historic district. This can be done by ensuring that new structures/improvements are compatible with
adjacent homes and the remainder of the district.

In July 2020, a draft of the Lincoln Park Standards & Guidelines was distributed to every homeowner by email,
mail, or hand delivery. 11 homeowners responded with comments. The Committee met in August 2020 to
address those comments.

We are now at the point of final adoption of the attached Standards & Guidelines by City Council; the
Standards & Guidelines have changed slightly since the original copy you were provided in July. Please review
the Standards & Guidelines again and mark with an “X” whether you want them to be approved or not.

g a8 — =
I/We the undersigned, as owner(s) of the property located at \,B/D\b C {j?ﬁ Mﬁ/
hereby:

approve of the attached Lincoln Park Standards & Guidelines.

«/
disapprove of the attached Lincoln Park Standards & Guidelines. ,——-—'—/\LD /(./ DD

"""""

foparty Owner(s): O
Y h«'\d@ﬁs (e \ e oo W%

Name (prmted) Signature e

Name (printed) Signature Date

RETURN THIS FORM IN THE ENCLOSED ENVELOPE BY JUNE 20, 2021. A “NO RESPONSE” WILL BE TREATED
AS APPROVAL.
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LINCOLN PARK HISTORIC DISTRICT

OPINION POLL
June 3, 2021

The Lincoln Park Historic District was expanded in 2018 by a majority vote of its homeowners, followed by
Grand Junction Historic Board and City Council approval. Our Historic District includes 110 homes between
12" and 15" streets as the western and eastern boundaries and Gunnison and the north side of Grand as the
northern and southern boundaries.

For the past 2-1/2 years, a committee of residents has been working on development of standards &
guidelines, pursuant to a meeting held in December 2018. All homeowners were given notice of that meeting
by email, mail, or hand delivery. The main reason for standards and guidelines is to preserve the character of
our historic district. This can be done by ensuring that new structures/improvements are compatible with
adjacent homes and the remainder of the district.

In July 2020, a draft of the Lincoln Park Standards & Guidelines was distributed to every homeowner by email,

mail, or hand delivery. 11 homeowners responded with comments. The Committee met in August 2020 to
address those comments.

We are now at the point of final adoption of the attached Standards & Guidelines by City Council; the
Standards & Guidelines have changed slightly since the original copy you were provided in July. Please review
the Standards & Guidelines again and mark with an “X” whether you want them to be approved or not.

I/We the undersigned, as owner(s) of the property located at _ /20 2 @Eg( IN LIS LIS ,

hereby:
approve of the attached Lincoln Park Standards & Guidelines.

'\./ disapprove of the attached Lincoln Park Standards & Guidelines.

Property Owner(s): /
) ,—'“_'—.”
s AN ' L/F (2/
Name (printed) Signature Date
Name (printed) Signature Date

RETURN THIS FORM IN THE ENCLOSED ENVELOPE BY JUNE 20, 2021. A “NO RESPONSE” WILL BE TREATED
AS APPROVAL.
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.Cinc;bt 'Pbrk
LINCOLN PARK HISTORIC DISTRICT
OPINION POLL

June 3, 2021

The Lincoln Park Historic District was expanded in 2018 by a majority vote of its homeowners, followed by
Grand Junction Historic Board and City Council approval. Our Historic District includes 110 homes between
12" and 15" streets as the western and eastern boundaries and Gunnison and the north side of Grand as the
northern and southern boundaries.

For the past 2-1/2 years, a committee of residents has been working on development of standards &
guidelines, pursuant to a meeting held in December 2018. All homeowners were given notice of that meeting
by email, mail, or hand delivery. The main reason for standards and guidelines is to preserve the character of
our historic district. This can be done by ensuring that new structures/improvements are compatible with
adjacent homes and the remainder of the district.

In July 2020, a draft of the Lincoln Park Standards & Guidelines was distributed to every homeowner by email,
mail, or hand delivery. 11 homeowners responded with comments. The Committee met in August 2020 to
address those comments.

We are now at the point of final adoption of the attached Standards & Guidelines by City Council; the
Standards & Guidelines have changed slightly since the original copy you were provided in July. Please review
the Standards & Guidelines again and mark with an “X” whether you want them to be approved.or not.

I/We the undersigned, as owner(s) of the property located at \Z/LHF OU ‘(ﬁLﬁ}) M/ )

hereby:

approve of the attached Lincoln Park Standards & Guidelines.

{ ~disapprove of the attached Lincoln Park Standards & Guidelines.

Property Own‘er(s)i

il N C aVAS //<\ C/ /23/@7) }) 2

=
Name (printed) Signature Date
Name (printed) Signature Date

RETURN THIS FORM IN THE ENCLOSED ENVELOPE BY JUNE 20, 2021. A “NO RESPONSE” WILL BE TREATED
AS APPROVAL.
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Lincoln
LINCOLN PARK HISTORIC DISTRICT
OPINION POLL
June 3, 2021
The Lincoln Park Historic District was expanded in 2018 by a majority vote of its homeowners, followed by
Grand Junction Historic Board and City Council approval. Our Historic District includes 110 homes between

12t and 15 streets as the western and eastern boundaries and Gunnison and the north side of Grand as the
northern and southern boundaries.

For the past 2-1/2 years, a committee of residents has been working on development of standards &
guidelines, pursuant to a meeting held in December 2018. All homeowners were given notice of that meeting
by email, mail, or hand delivery. The main reason for standards and guidelines is to preserve the character of
our historic district. This can be done by ensuring that new structures/improvements are compatible with
adjacent homes and the remainder of the district.

In July 2020, a draft of the Lincoln Park Standards & Guidelines was distributed to every homeowner by email,
mail, or hand delivery. 11 homeowners responded with comments. The Committee met in August 2020 to
address those comments.

We are now at the point of final adoption of the attached Standards & Guidelines by City Council; the
Standards & Guidelines have changed slightly since the original copy you were provided in July. Please review
the Standards & Guidelines again and mark with an “X” whether you want them to be approved or not.

|/We the undersigned, as owner(s) of the property located at 154 L C l! ;f/)ﬁ{‘/—} A[/é’,. ,
hereby:

approve of the attached Lincoln Park Standards & Guidelines.

\é disapprove of the attached Lincoln Park Standards & Guidelines.

Pjp;vt:;neﬁ Hiefrs Q@A@wof%/% t-71-21

Name (printed) Sgature Date
\/!',»()CA' A Heks —M@JCAS_ Je=T=R]
Name (printed) Signature Date

RETURN THIS FORM IN THE ENCLOSED ENVELOPE BY JUNE 20, 2021. A “NO RESPONSE” WILL BE TREATED
AS APPROVAL.
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RETURNED OPINION POLL FORMS
NO INDICATION OF APPROVAL/DISAPPROVAL — 2 PROPERTIES
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Lincoln
LINCOLN PARK HISTORIC DISTRICT
OPINION POLL
June 3, 2021
The Lincoln Park Historic District was expanded in 2018 by a majority vote of its homeowners, followed by
Grand Junction Historic Board and City Council approval. Our Historic District includes 110 homes between

12 and 15" streets as the western and eastern boundaries and Gunnison and the north side of Grand as the
northern and southern boundaries.

For the past 2-1/2 years, a committee of residents has been working on development of standards &
guidelines, pursuant to a meeting held in December 2018. All homeowners were given notice of that meeting
by email, mail, or hand delivery. The main reason for standards and guidelines is to preserve the character of
our historic district. This can be done by ensuring that new structures/improvements are compatible with
adjacent homes and the remainder of the district. -

In July 2020, a draft of the Lincoln Park Standards & Guidelines was distributed to every homeowner by email,

mail, or hand delivery. 11 homeowners responded with comments. The Committee met in August 2020 to
address those comments. ' '

We are now at the point of final adoption of the attached Standards & Guidelines by City Council; the
Standards & Guidelines have changed slightly since the original copy you were provided in July. Please review
the Standards & Guidelines again and mark with an “X” whether you want them to be approved or not.

I/We the undersigned, as owner(s) of the property located at /j 2—5 OW/ZLL//
hereby:

J

approve of the attached Lincoln Park Standards & Guidelines.

disapprove of the attached Lincoln Park Standards & Guidelines.

Property Owrier(s): \
Puce Wil o Wlle G2

Name (printed) Date
U, b—ls 2]
Name (printed) Date

RETURN THIS FORM IN THE ENCLOSED ENVELOPE BY JUNE 20, 2021. A “NO RESPONSE” WILL BE TREATED
AS APPROVAL. ¢
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Lincoln
LINCOLN PARK HISTORIC DISTRICT
OPINION POLL
June 3, 2021
The Lincoln Park Historic District was expanded in 2018 by a majority vote of its homeowners, followed by
Grand Junction Historic Board and City Council approval. Our Historic District includes 110 homes between

12 and 15" streets as the western and eastern boundaries and Gunnison and the north side of Grand as the
northern and southern boundaries.

For the past 2-1/2 years, a committee of residents has been working on development of standards &
guidelines, pursuant to a meeting held in December 2018. All homeowners were given notice of that meeting
by email, mail, or hand delivery. The main reason for standards and guidelines is to preserve the character of
our historic district. This can be done by ensuring that new structures/improvements are compatible with
adjacent homes and the remainder of the district.

In July 2020, a draft of the Lincoln Park Standards & Guidelines was distributed to every homeowner by email,
mail, or hand delivery. 11 homeowners responded with comments. The Committee met in August 2020 to
address those comments.

We are now at the point of final adoption of the attached Standards & Guidelines by City Council; the
Standards & Guidelines have changed slightly since the original copy you were provided in July. Please review
the Standards & Guidelines again and mark with an “X” whether you want them to be approved or not.

I/We the undersigned, as owner(s) of the property located at
hereby:

approve of the attached Lincoln Park Standards & Guidelines.
disapprove of the attached Lincoln Park Standards & Guidelines.

roperty Owner(s): \ .
" fi& Wy s (’P\Q\% NSy ﬁ '}&% {:b”"']

Name (printed) Signature Date

Name (printed) Signature Date

RETURN THIS FORM IN THE ENCLOSED ENVELOPE BY JUNE 20, 2021. A “NO RESPONSE” WILL BE TREATED
AS APPROVAL.
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LINCOLN PARK HISTORIC DISTRICT TIMELINE FOR RESIDENT INPUT
Prepared by Lincoln Park Historic District Committee

01/25/2018—Meeting at public library re possible expansion of historic district. 88 emails sent
out, 20 notices hand-delivered, 3 mailed to absentee homeowners in advance of the meeting. 19
residents attended.

05/2018—Door-to-door contact with residents, resulting in 64% approval for expansion. GJ
Historic Preservation Board and City Council approval of expansion.

11/23/2018—Notice sent out re meeting at public library re desire for standards & guidelines.
Same notice distribution as above.

12/3/2018—Reminder notice sent out re meeting. Same notice distribution as above.
12/6/2018—Meeting held at public library re desire for standards & guidelines. Same notice
practice as above. 25 residents attended. Committee of 10 formed..

12/12/2018—Minutes of above meeting sent out using same notice distribution as above.
02/24/2019—88 emails sent out, 20 notices hand-delivered, 3 mailed to absentee homeowners
indicating that the committee was “still working on the standards & guidelines and that there
would be an opportunity to review and comment prior to finalization.”

07/23/2019--1% notice sent out re annual neighborhood picnic, using same notice distribution as
above.

09/19/2019--2" notice sent out re annual neighborhood picnic using same notice distribution as
above.

09/21/2019—Annual neighborhood picnic held where it was mentioned that the committee was
“still working on the standards & guidelines and that there would be an opportunity to review
and comment prior to finalization.” 40 residents attended.

07/2020--Draft Standards & Guidelines distributed by the committee to every resident, using
the previous means of 84 email, 17 hand delivery, and 10 mail. Recipients were asked to
review & email comments back within 15 days.

08/13/2020-- Committee met to review 11 responses received.

08/2020—Committee responded to those who commented on the draft.

02/02/2021--GJ Historic Preservation Board unanimously approved the Lincoln Park Standards
& Guidelines. They will be functioning as the review board for the Standards.
03/2021—Notice sent by Community Development Department to all 110 households and
school district re Planning Commission hearing.

03/23/2021--GJ Planning Commission hearing. 12 households posted comments—11 were
positive and 1 was negative. 6 residents attended the zoom hearing. Planning Commission
denied .

06/03/2021—Opinion poll mailed by City of Grand Junction to all residents of LP Historic
District and school district. Self addressed, stamped envelope included. A total of 54 written
responses (households) were returned. Of these 54 households, a majority (28) were in favor, 24
were opposed, and 2 were non-responsive. If you then add in the remaining 57 properties that
didn't respond (per the statement at the bottom of the opinion poll-- a “no response” will be
treated as approval), 85 (76%) properties are in favor of adoption of the Lincoln Park Standards
& Guidelines.
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GRAND JUNCTION PLANNING COMMISSION
March 23, 2021 MINUTES
5:30 p.m.

The meeting of the Planning Commission was called to order at 5:30 p.m. by Chair
Andrew Teske.

Those present were Planning Commissioners; Chair Andrew Teske, Vice Chair Christian
Reece, George Gatseos, Sam Susuras, Andrea Haitz, and Sandra Weckerly.

Also present were Jamie Beard (Assistant City Attorney), Tamra Allen (Community
Development Director), Dave Thornton (Principal Planner), and Kristen Ashbeck

(Principal Planner).

There were 6 members of the public in virtual attendance: Brenda Muhr, Daniel
Nordmeyer, Ellie Schulz, Sheree Fukai, Abe Herman, Jennifer Kelly.

REGULAR AGENDA

. Lincoln Park Historic District Guidelines and Standards File # ZCA-2021-67
Agenda item can be viewed online here at 14:00

Consider a request by the Lincoln Park Neighborhood/Residential Historic District to
amend Municipal Code Volume II: Development Regulations to adopt standards and
guidelines for the Lincoln Park Historic District as Title 30 and Amend Section 21.02.040
of the Zoning and Development Code pertaining to the role of the Historic Preservation
Board in the review of alterations within the District.

Staff Presentation
Kristen Ashbeck, Principal Planner, introduced exhibits into the record and provided a
presentation regarding the request.

Questions for Staff
Commissioner Reece asked a question regarding notice to property owners in the District.

Commissioner Weckerly asked a follow-up question regarding notice.
Applicant Presentation
Elizabeth Rowan, Bennett Boeschenstein, and Kristen Armbruster, representing the

Lincoln Park Historic District, gave a presentation regarding the request.

Questions for Applicant
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Commissioner Gatseos asked a question regarding the accessory dwelling unit provision.
Commissioner Reece asked a question regarding the notice.

Commissioner Weckerly asked a question about the attendance of a meeting that was
held.

Commissioner Haitz
Public Hearing

The public hearing was opened at 5 p.m. on Tuesday, March 16, 2021 via
www.GJSpeaks.org.

The following made comments regarding the request: Akira Fukai, Jennifer Kelly (Mayo),
Deese Dancy and David Dancy, Michael and Tracy LeFebre, Jeanne Haberer, Bill
Scheskie, Sheree Fukai, Rebecca Mullen, Florence Irene (Renee) Sheilds, Riecke
Claussen, Bennet Boeschenstein, and Elizabeth Rowan.

Sheree Fukai gave testimony regarding the request.
The public hearing was closed at 6:50 p.m. on March 23, 2021.

Questions for Applicant or Staff
None.

Discussion
Commissioner Gatseos made a comment regarding the request.

Commissioner Reece made a comment regarding the request.
Commissioner Haitz agreed with Commissioner Gatseos and Reece.
Chair Teske made a comment regarding the request.

Motion and Vote

Commissioner Reece made the following motion, “Mr. Chairman, on the Code
amendments to 1) adopt the Lincoln Park Residential Historic District Standards and
Guidelines as a new Title within Volume Il, Development Regulations, of the Municipal
Code; and 2) amend Title 21, Zoning and Development Code pertaining to the
jurisdiction, duties and responsibilities of the City of Grand Junction Historic Preservation
Board, ZCA-2021-67, | move that the Planning Commission forward a recommendation of
approval of the request with the findings of fact listed in the staff report.”
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Commissioner Gatseos seconded the motion. The motion failed 5-1 with Commissioners
Teske, Reece, Gatseos, Haitz and Weckerly voting NO.
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LINCOLN PARK HISTORIC DISTRICT COMMITTEE RESPONSE TO QUESTIONS
RAISED BY PLANNING COMMISSION

1. Are Accessory Dwelling Units (ADUs) affected by the proposed Standards & Guidelines?
Response:

This document allows ADUs but requires that newly constructed ADUs be architecturally
compatible with and subordinate to the primary residential building on the site by placing the structure
to the rear of the lot. The footprint of the new ADU shall not be larger than the footprint of the primary
residential building. We believe this could greatly increase the housing stock in the downtown area.

2. There was a concern with the City Council considering and deciding upon the Certificate
of Appropriateness for demolition.
Response:

The demolition section contained in the proposed Lincoln Park Standards & Guidelines mirrors
word for word the 7" Street Historic District Standards & Guidelines which are contained in the
Municipal Code. The reason for the demolition section is to give time for the property owner,
neighborhood, and city historic preservation board to propose an alternative to demolition of a
historical structure.

3. There was a concern that the Lincoln Park Standards & Guidelines might affect property
rights.
Response:
Property rights are affected by a number of factors including: zoning, location, traffic,
surrounding land uses, property values and market trends. The history of neighborhood standards and
guidelines is that property values and rights are enhanced rather than decreased.

4. There was a concern that the word “compatible” as used in the document is too broad.
Response:
The Historic Preservation Board (HPB) will be interpreting what is compatible and what is not.
This is something they do on a regular basis with the North 7" Street Historic District. This is why the
document contains so many photos; Community Development staff and the HPB kept asking for
examples.

5. There was discussion that the PC wanted to be sure everyone in the district had an
opportunity to voice their opinion on the proposed Standards & Guidelines.
Response:

The events and dates listed in the Lincoln Park Historic District Timeline for Resident Input
were read verbatim at the hearing. In addition, subsequent to the PC hearing, an opinion poll was
mailed out by the City of Grand Junction to all property owners, giving them an opportunity to
respond. 48% responded. The results are reiterated in the aforementioned document.

One Planning Commissioner noted that the proposed Standards & Guidelines seemed to be
reasonable, another indicated they were totally supportive of developing Standards & Guidelines, and
remarked “there is a lot of good stuff in here.” It was also noted by another planning commission
member that there didn't appear to be any broad based opposition.
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CITY OF GRAND JUNCTION, COLORADO
ORDINANCE NO.

AN ORDINANCE AMENDING THE GRAND JUNCTION MUNICIPAL CODE DEVELOPMENT
REGULATIONS: TO ADOPT STANDARDS AND GUIDELINES FOR THE LINCOLN PARK
RESIDENTIAL HISTORIC DISTRICT AS TITLE 30 AND AMEND SECTIONS 21.07.040(g),
21.01.130(f)(9)(ix), AND 21.01.130(G) OF THE ZONING AND DEVELOPMENT CODE
PERTAINING TO THE ROLE OF THE HISTORIC PRESERVATION BOARD IN THE REVIEW
OF ALTERATIONS WITHIN THE DISTRICT

Recitals.

The Lincoln Park Residential Historic District (“District”) includes the properties between North
12th Street on the west North 15t Street on the east, Gunnison Avenue on the north and Grand
Avenue on the south. The specific parcels/outer boundaries of the District are shown on the
Location Map attached hereto and incorporated by this reference. The boundaries of the District
coincide with the City-recognized Lincoln Park Neighborhood Association (Association.)

In 1997 the City Register of Historic Structures designated the four blocks between North 12t
Street and North 14t Street and Gunnison Avenue to Ouray Avenue as the District boundary; In
May 2018 the District boundaries were expanded to the current designated area. . The
Association is proud of the Historic Structures designation and it is the Association’s desire to
establish processes and standards by which to maintain and enhance the historic character of
the District.

After a series of neighborhood meetings, and with collaboration of many District residents, a group
of property owners proposed the Standards and Guidelines/ the proposed Code amendments are
being considered for adoption by this Ordinance. Throughout the development of the Standards
and Guidelines the group consulted with City staff and the Grand Junction Historic Preservation
Board.

In addition to recommending the proposed Standards and Guidelines, the Association, the City
staff, and the HPB(?) recommend that the Historic Preservation Board, by and with the adoption
of this Ordinance, be charged with the interpretation, implementation and application of the
Standards and Guidelines to the properties in the Lincoln Park Residential Historic District.

After thorough review, deliberation and consideration, the City Council of the City of Grand
Junction has determined that the Historic Preservation Board, with its interest and expertise in
matters of historic preservation, is the appropriate body to review and decide Certificate of
Appropriateness applications for the Lincoln Park Residential Historic District and to apply the
Guidelines and Standards to those applications, subject to review on appeal by the City Council,
as provided in the Code.

Furthermore, after thorough review, deliberation and consideration, the City Council of the City of
Grand Junction finds that it is in the public interest to adopt the Lincoln Park Historic District
Standards and Guidelines in the form and content A attached to this Ordinance as Exhibit __.
Exhibit ___is attached hereto and incorporated by this reference as if fully set forth.
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Initial determination of compliance with the Guidelines and Standards shall be made by the
Director, who shall then make a recommendation to the Historic Preservation Board. The Historic
Preservation Board shall hear and decide applications for alteration/construction within the PD
zone district. A decision of the Historic Preservation Board may be appealed to the City Council.

NOW, THEREFORE, BE IT ORDAINED BY THE CITY COUNCIL OF THE CITY OF GRAND
JUNCTION THAT VOLUME II: DEVELOPMENT REGULATIONS OF THE GRAND JUNCTION
MUNICIPAL CODE IS HEREBY AMENDED TO ADOPT IN ITS ENTIRETY EXHIBIT ATO THIS
ORDINANCE AS TITLE 30 AND AMEND SECTIONS 21.01.130(G), 21.01.130(f)(9)(ix) AND
21.07.040(g) OF THE ZONING AND DEVELOPMENT CODE TO GRANT AUTHORITY TO THE
HISTORIC PRESERVATION BOARD TO REVIEW AND DECIDE APPLICATIONS FOR
ALTERATION OR CONSTRUCTION (CERTIFICATES OF APPROPRIATENESS) WITHIN THE
LINCOLN PARK HISTORIC DISTRICT. AMENDMENTS TO SECTIONS 21.01.130(G),
21.01.130(f)(9)(ix) AND 21.07.040(g) ARE AS FOLLOWS WITH NEW TEXT SHOWN IN
UNDERLINE TYPE. DELETIONS ARE SHOWN IN STRIKETHROUGH TYPE.

Section # (g) Summary of Authority. The following table summarizes the review and approval authority
provided in this code. If there is a discrepancy between this table and the text where the authority is specifically
prescribed, the text shall control.

Planning City
Sec. Procedure Director| Commission|HPB |Council | ZBOA

R = Review D = Decision A = Appeal

21.02.070 Administrative development D A
permit, all administrative permits
not listed herein

21.02.070 Subdivision D A

21.02.090 Vacation of plat without public R D A
right-of-way or easement

21.02.090 Vacation of plat with public right- R R D
of-way or easement

21.02.100 Vacation of public right-of-way or R R D
easement

21.02.110 Conditional use permit R D A

21.02.120 Special permit R R D

21.02.130(d) Administrative changes to D
Comprehensive Plan

21.02.130(e) Comprehensive Plan amendment, R R D
plan amendments

21.02.140 Code amendment and rezoning R R D

21.02.150 Planned development R R D

21.02.160 Annexation R D

21.02.170 Vested property rights R R D

21.02.180 Revocable permit — Landscaping D A
and irrigation

21.02.180 Revocable permit, other R D

21.02.190 Institutional and civic facility R R D
master plans

21.02.200 Variance R D

21.04.030(p)(1) Fraternity or sorority D A
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https://www.codepublishing.com/CO/GrandJunction/#!/html2/GrandJunction21/GrandJunction2102.html#21.02.070
https://www.codepublishing.com/CO/GrandJunction/#!/html2/GrandJunction21/GrandJunction2102.html#21.02.090
https://www.codepublishing.com/CO/GrandJunction/#!/html2/GrandJunction21/GrandJunction2102.html#21.02.090
https://www.codepublishing.com/CO/GrandJunction/#!/html2/GrandJunction21/GrandJunction2102.html#21.02.100
https://www.codepublishing.com/CO/GrandJunction/#!/html2/GrandJunction21/GrandJunction2102.html#21.02.110
https://www.codepublishing.com/CO/GrandJunction/#!/html2/GrandJunction21/GrandJunction2102.html#21.02.120
https://www.codepublishing.com/CO/GrandJunction/#!/html2/GrandJunction21/GrandJunction2102.html#21.02.130(d)
https://www.codepublishing.com/CO/GrandJunction/#!/html2/GrandJunction21/GrandJunction2102.html#21.02.130(e)
https://www.codepublishing.com/CO/GrandJunction/#!/html2/GrandJunction21/GrandJunction2102.html#21.02.140
https://www.codepublishing.com/CO/GrandJunction/#!/html2/GrandJunction21/GrandJunction2102.html#21.02.150
https://www.codepublishing.com/CO/GrandJunction/#!/html2/GrandJunction21/GrandJunction2102.html#21.02.160
https://www.codepublishing.com/CO/GrandJunction/#!/html2/GrandJunction21/GrandJunction2102.html#21.02.170
https://www.codepublishing.com/CO/GrandJunction/#!/html2/GrandJunction21/GrandJunction2102.html#21.02.180
https://www.codepublishing.com/CO/GrandJunction/#!/html2/GrandJunction21/GrandJunction2102.html#21.02.180
https://www.codepublishing.com/CO/GrandJunction/#!/html2/GrandJunction21/GrandJunction2102.html#21.02.190
https://www.codepublishing.com/CO/GrandJunction/#!/html2/GrandJunction21/GrandJunction2102.html#21.02.200
https://www.codepublishing.com/CO/GrandJunction/#!/html2/GrandJunction21/GrandJunction2104.html#21.04.030(p)(1)

Sec.

Planning City
Procedure Director| Commission|HPB |Council|ZBOA

R = Review D = Decision A = Appeal

21.04.030(p)(2) Group living facility D* A*

(*except where a conditional use
permit is required, see
“Conditional use permit”)

21.04.030(p)(2)(iv)(C)(b)|Group living facility — Sex D

offenders

21.07.040(d) and (h) Designation of historic structures, R R D

sites and districts and revocation
of designation

21.07.040(g)(2) Certificate of Appropriateness, N. R D

Seventh Street and Lincoln Park
Historic Districts

21.01.130(f)(9)(ix) (ix) Review and decide applications for a Certificate of Appropriateness for alteration to a site
and/or structure in the North Seventh Street Historic Residential District and in the Lincoln Park Residential Historic
District;

Section # (g) Review of Alterations.

(1) City Registry. The owner of any historic structure or site on the City Registry designated pursuant to
subsection (e) of this section is requested to consult with the Historic Board before making any alteration.
The Historic Board shall determine if the alteration is compatible with the designation. In reviewing a
proposed alteration, the Historic Board shall consider design, finish, material, scale, mass and height.
When the subject site is in an historic district, the Historic Board must also find that the proposed
development is visually compatible with development on adjacent properties, as well as any guidelines
adopted as part of the given historic district designation. For the purposes of this section, the term
“compatible” shall mean consistent with, harmonious with and/or enhances the mixture of complementary
architectural styles either of the architecture of an individual structure or the character of the surrounding
structures. The Historic Board shall use the following criteria to determine compatibility of a proposed
alteration:

(i) The effect upon the general historical and architectural character of the structure and property;

(i) The architectural style, arrangement, texture and material used on the existing and proposed
structures and their relation and compatibility with other structures;

(i) The size of the structure, its setbacks, its site, location, and the appropriateness thereof, when
compared to existing structure and the site;

(iv) The compatibility of accessory structures and fences with the main structure on the site, and
with other structures;

(v) The effects of the proposed work in creating, changing, destroying, or otherwise impacting the
exterior architectural features of the structure upon which such work is done;

(vi) The condition of existing improvements and whether they are a hazard to public health and
safety; or
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(vii) The effects of the proposed work upon the protection, enhancement, perpetuation and use of
the property.

(2) North Seventh Street Historic Residential District and Lincoln Park Residential Historic District
(“Districts” when referred to jointly or either alone as “District”). The owner of any property within the North
Seventh Street Historic Residential District shall comply with the North Seventh Street Historic Residential
District Guidelines and Standards. The owner of any property within the Lincoln Park Historic District shall
comply with the Lincoln Park Residential Historic District Standards and Guidelines.

(i) Before making any construction or alteration to a site or structure, such owner shall make
application to the City for a Certificate of Appropriateness. The Director shall make-review such
application for compliance with the Guidelines and Standards and make an initial determination and
recommendation to the Board. The Director may include in that recommendation any conditions
deemed appropriate to comply with the Guidelines and Standards and with the Zoning and
Development Code.

(i) The Board shall have jurisdiction to review City staff recommendations and to decide
applications for Certificates of Appropriateness at a public hearing. The Board may include any
conditions of approval deemed appropriate for compliance with the Guidelines and Standards. No
owner shall construct or alter a structure or site in the District without first obtaining a Certificate of
Appropriateness from the Board.

(iii) A decision of the Board may be appealed to City Council within 30 days of the issuance of the
decision. Appeals to City Council shall be de novo.

(iv)  All reviews pursuant to this subsection (2) shall determine if the new construction or alteration is
compatible with the historic designation as provided in the respective Nerth-Seventh-Street-Historie
Residential-District-Guidelines and Standards for the appropriate District. In reviewing an application,
consideration shall be given to design, siting, form, texture, setbacks, orientation, alignment, finish,
material, scale, mass, height and overall visual compatibility, according to and with reference to the
applicable Guidelines and Standards for the respective District. ofthe-North-Seventh-Sireet Historic
Residential-District. For purposes of this section, the term “compatible” shall mean consistent with,
harmonious with and/or enhancing the mixture of complementary architectural styles either of the
architecture of an individual structure or the character of the surrounding structures.

If any part or provision of this Ordinance or the application thereof to any person or circumstances
is held invalid, such invalidity shall not affect other provisions or applications of this Ordinance
which can be given effect without the invalid provisions or application, and to this end the
provisions of this Ordinance are declared to be severable.

The City Council finds and declares that this Ordinance is promulgated and adopted for the public
health, safety and welfare and this Ordinance bears a rational relation to the legislative object and
intent sought to be obtained.

Introduced on first reading this day of 2021 and authorized the
publication in pamphlet form.

Passed and adopted on second reading the day of 2021 and
authorized the publication in pamphlet form.

C.B. McDaniel
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President of the City Council

ATTEST:

Wanda Winkelmann
City Clerk
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EXHIBIT A — PROPOSED TITLE 30

Lincoln Park
Residential Historic District

Standards and Guidelines
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LPHD Standards and Guidelines

Below is a quick reference guide to help property owners determine what is a Standard and what is a Guideline. Remember
to always check with the Mesa County Building Department and City of Grand Junction Community Development
Department to apply for all permits when necessary. Guidelines are I#a/icized and Standards are Bold.

Sec. GUIDELINE / OWNER’S COMMUNITY HISTORIC Appellate body
STANDARD DISCRETION DEVELOPMENT BOARD REVIEW
REVIEW REQUIRED REQUIRED
City Council
New Construction, X X City Council
Additions
Remodels (Exterior) X X City Council
G Exterior Materials X City Council
H Windows X X City Council
H Trim and Details X
3 Front Porch X
] Manufactured / X X City Council
Modular Homes
K Demolition
K Primary Structure X X City Council
Accessory X X (over 200 sq ft)
Structures
Window Replacement X
Interior Remodel X
7 Fences X
Accessory Structures
Garages X HPB
Chicken Coops X
Shed (Over 200 sq X HPB

Packet Page 107



ft)

Dwelling Unit X HPB
Street Scape X
Re-Roofing X HPB

Note: Anything not addressed above is controlled by the Grand Junction Municipal Code — Zoning and Development Codes

Packet Page 108




A010. How we got here: The formation of the Lincoln Park Neighborhood Association

On Nov. 16, 2017, a meeting of Lincoln Park residents took place at the Lincoln Park Barn.
Discussion centered on whether to form a Neighborhood Association, potential boundaries,
and concerns of

residents. Common
concerns were:
potential for
incompatible new
development,
potential
development impact
from CMU, and
potential for
expansion of the
existing Lincoln
Park Residential
Historic District
(LPHD). The
consensus of those
attending was to
proceed with
formation of the
Neighborhood

Association and to

This bungalow on Ouray Avenue illustrates the typical property layout within
the Lincoln Park Historic District - detached garage located behind the primary
residence. The deep front porch connects the sidewalk to the front door of the
house, while the large roof overhangs shade the windows from the summer sun.

expand the existing
LPHD. The Lincoln
Park Neighborhood
Association was
approved by Grand Junction City Council in December 2017 to strengthen the neighborhood,
create a strong voice to address local concerns within our area of the City, and build a sense of
community. Boundaries were based on original plats of Dundee Place and Lincoln Park
Addition.
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A020.

Expansion of the Lincoln Park Historic District

In 1997, a historic district consisting of 53 homes (1200 and 1300 blocks of Gunnison Avenue,
Chipeta Avenue, and the north side of Ouray Avenue) was created in the Lincoln Park

Neighborhood. Its purpose was to preserve the character of our historic homes and speak with

a unified voice in
opposing the widening
of 12th Street.

Following up on the
2017 Neighborhood
Association meeting
referenced above, a
meeting was held in
January 2018 to
determine
neighborhood interest
in expanding the
historic district, to
match the
neighborhood
association
boundaries. This
would add 58
properties. The
consensus at the
meeting was to pursue
expansion.

This home on Ouray Avenue perfectly illustrates the Lincoln Park
Neighborhood ... bungalow, sun porch, a detached garage in the rear. Originally
accessed from the alley, detached garages in the district also sit at the end of long

driveways along the primary residence.

Several neighborhood volunteers went door to door in the expansion area with approval forms
drafted by the City. A total of 64% (60% was required) believed that expansion of the LPHD
would foster community pride and encourage preservation of the historic character of our

homes.

In April 2018, the Grand Junction Historic Preservation Board recommended to the Grand
Junction City Council that this “gem of a historic neighborhood” (quote from a member of the
Historic Preservation Board) be expanded to include all 110 homes and the Lincoln Park
School. The Grand Junction City Council expanded the historic district designation on May 2,
2018 in the passage of Resolution Number 26-18.
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A030. Character of the Lincoln Park Historic District

The LPHD reflects the transition from a streetcar, horse-and-buggy city, to an automobile-
dominated city and is typified by detached garages or carriage houses, detached sidewalks, front
and rear yards, tree lawns, alleys, neighborhood parks, and neighborhood schools. Most of the
homes have stayed true to their original architectural integrity, and are of the Bungalow,
Craftsman architectural styles.

The majority of the homes are over 50 years old and range to those more than a century old.
Specific architectural elements include hardwood floors, casement windows, stained glass
windows, cobblestone foundations, peaked roofs, brick walls laid in a precise Flemish bond,
porticos with casement windows, wide gables with staggered wall beams, well laid, multi-color
brickwork or wood lap siding and sun porches.

Garages are typically separate structures at the rear of the property, which originally had access
off of the alley, but now have access off of the street via long driveways. Houses situated on a
corner lot typically have garage access from the side street (not primary street) to allow for
proper access.

The architectural elements of the existing homes and the detached garages in the rear lots are
the qualities and characteristics valued by the residents and community. The Lincoln Park
Historic

District
Standards and e

Y : ST :
Guidelines are < 571, hi }ii i: ﬁnhﬁi“\\\\ !"\Hﬁ\ A
based upon
these existing
features.

The Lincoln
Park School
was built in
1910 of brick

construction

r _.i__ ._ .L_____#I“'_____L d _;r.-.._-...n d m

with arched One of the older homes in the district built a/oﬂg Gunnison Avenue, directly facing 1incoln
windows and a | Park. This adobe home illustrates the Spanish Revival style with its clay tile roof and arched
gable or hip entryway. The properties located on Gunnison Avenue facing 1incoln Park are larger than the
roof. Although typical property within the District. Setbacks from the sidewalk to the front of the house are
also larger than typical houses within the LPHD.

there have been

several
additions to the school throughout the years, the core of the original building and surrounding
playground remains.
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A040. A bit of history on Lincoln Park neighborhood

The Lincoln Park neighborhood was named for the adjacent, large 42-acre city park. It consists
of the Dundee Place subdivision created in 1909 and the Lincoln Park Addition in 1925. The
growth of this area, east of the original square mile of the city, reflected the prosperous times of
the Grand Junction community in the 1920’s. It is a classic Bungalow, Craftsman neighborhood,
not unlike many of those found throughout America during this time period.

A050. Development of LPHD Standards and Guidelines

In circulating approval forms for the expansion of the LPHD, several residents inquired
whether there would be standards and guidelines associated with the historic district. All
residents of the LPHD were invited to attend an informational meeting on December 6, 2018,
to consider whether there was a desire to preserve the character of our neighborhood homes -
and what approach
might be taken to do
that.

The majority of those
present thought some
measures of
compatibility and
preservation were
desirable. Everyone
had the opportunity
to vote on which
aspects of the

charact?r of the Floor-to- cezlmg arched, tripartite windows are the def nmg feature of
homes in the LPHD this stucco home on Gunnison Avenue. Built in 1926, this home is located
that they thought in the Lincoln Park Addition, across the street from Lincoln Park.

were important, and

the extent of their importance.

For example, the majority of those present believed that new construction was very important
and should require a Standard. The majority also believed that front yard fence materials were
somewhat important and should be encouraged with a Guideline. Participants voted on 11
subject areas.

Two other important ideas were agreed to at the meeting:

(1) Current structures which exist at the time of adoption of the Standards and Guidelines will
be grandfathered in as long as they are legal per City Code; and

(2) Standards and Guidelines will address visual appearance from the street and will not address
interior construction.
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Volunteers were recruited for a committee to draft the LPHD Standards and Guidelines to
present to neighborhood residents and eventually, the Grand Junction Historic Preservation
Board and the Grand Junction City Council. This committee of dedicated residents from the
LPHD met for several months during 2019 and 2020 to draft these Standards and Guidelines.
Committee members were: Greg Reed, Kirsten Armbruster, Aki and Sheree Fukai, Rand Porter,
Bill Scheskie, Stephanie Matlock, Barb Sullivan, Elizabeth Rowan and Bennett Boeschenstein.

A060.

Proposed LPHD Standards and Guidelines

These Standards and Guidelines are meant to promote compatibility of structures in the Lincoln
Park Historic District and to preserve the historic character, consistency, and uniformity of the
District. New construction in the LPHD is allowed, as long as the siting, design, and
construction are compatible with the character of the LPHD.

The LPHD Standards and Guidelines shall be used in conjunction with the City of Grand
Junction Zoning and Development Code to guide development according to the principles of
historic preservation. The LPHD Standards and Guidelines include specific materials, styles,

orientation, and other
design criteria, which,
when in conflict with
another adopted
standard, the more
restrictive standard shall
apply.

All structures existing
within the LPHD at the
time of the adoption of
these standards and
guidelines which do
not meet the
requirements of these
standards and
guidelines are
considered acceptable
and may continue
indefinitely as long as

ot all houses within The District are single-story bungalows. This residence
25 a two-story Georgian Revival style constructed in 1935. The symmetrical
arrangement of the windows, as well as the proportions of the windows, fits the
Lincoln Park Historic District Standards & Guidelines.

they maintain their current size and scope. These structures may not be expanded,
altered, or enlarged without meeting the newly adopted Standards and Guidelines.
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1.  STANDARDS - Required

Process: Interpretation of the application of standards for the LPHD shall be the responsibility
of the City of Grand Junction Community Development Department staff. Any modification
to an element addressed in the standards shall require an application to the City Community
Development Department for a Certificate of Appropriateness for staff review and
recommendation and consideration by the Historic Preservation Board. The Department staff
shall prepare a report with findings. The Historic Preservation Board will then review the report
and make a decision (the procedure involving demolition is detailed in the Demolition section).

New Construction, Additions, and Remodels

New construction, additions, and remodels are allowed as long as they are compatible with
adjacent homes, the specific block within the district, and retain the character of the district as
defined in Section A030. See also Manufactured Home standards for the placement of
manufactured homes in the LPHD. Multifamily development is subject to the standards listed
below, including setbacks, compatibility, lot size, building proportions, mass, form, orientation
and lot coverage, alignment and spacing, exterior materials, and trim and details.

A. Setbacks
(1) Setbacks and placement of buildings within the LPHD will maintain the cohesive
character within LPHD. Gunnison and Grand Avenues shall retain larger setbacks to
preserve their historic value as major arterials and transportation routes for street cars
and other public transit.
(2) Setbacks for primary and accessory structures within the LPHD are set forth below.
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Setbacks
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Residential Setbacks for Lincoln Park Historic District

New Construction, Additions, and Remodels

‘ Gunnison Avenue ‘ Grand Avenue ‘ Chipeta/Ouray Avenues
Primary Structure
Front Yard/Street Setback (min. 60 35 20
feet) incl. porch
Front Yard Setback — Corner Lot 10 10 10
(min. feet) incl. porch
Side Yard Setback (min. feet) 3 3 3
Street Side Setback — Corner Lot 10 10 10
(min. feet)
Rear Yard Setback (min. feet) 5 5 5
Accessory Structure
Setback from Front Lot Line 65 40 25
(min. feet)
Side Setback (min. feet) 3 3 3
Street Side Setback — Corner Lot 10 10 10
(min. feet)
Rear Setback (min. feet) 2 2 2
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B. Compatibility

Compatibility: New construction compatible with historic character of neighborhood; front porches,
Bungalow, Craftsman style.

New construction in LPHD is allowed, as long as the design, siting, and construction are
compatible with the character of the LPHD as defined in Section A030. Siting is critical due to
various lot configurations and in considering the overall appearance within the context of
neighboring buildings set within the immediate block. Important design considerations for new
buildings include height, massing, scale, form, lot coverage, setbacks, spacing of buildings,
orientation, and alignment. Compatibility of proposed foundations, porches, landscaping, utility
systems, and other site features is also important.
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C. Orientation and Lot Coverage

(1) New buildings shall be oriented
with the primary entrance facade
parallel to the street and provide
visual continuity with proportional
lot coverage similar to other
buildings on the same block. This is
a consistent pattern throughout the
LPHD which shall be preserved to
maintain the prevailing visual
continuity.

(2) General proportions of
buildings-to-lot areas shall remain
consistent with their historic
appearance. Lot coverage shall be
similar in proportion to the lot
coverage of neighboring lots.
Opverall proportions of building-to-
lot area shall remain consistent from
lot to lot along the block.

== - == 'EE_.:-—)'-"E_ D
This picture shows a detached garage that is architecturally compatible
with the primary residence, yet subordinate to the primary residence,

located to the rear of the lot.

(3) New detached accessory structures shall be architecturally compatible with and subordinate to the
primary residential building on the site by placing the structure to the rear of the lot. The footprint of
the new detached accessory structure shall not be larger than the footprint of the primary residential
building. Chicken coops, dog runs, rabbit cages and similar out structures are allowed in the rear part of

g‘ b. et iy .

the lot, subject to regulations of City Code.

-5,

Another picture of the detached garage set to the rear of the

Iot. Across the //e)/ behind, you can see

an accessory unit that is both subordinate to and architecturally compatible with its main structure.
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D. Lot Size, Building Proportions, Mass

and Form

(1) Minimum lot size in the 1200 block of
Gunnison Ave. shall be 14,000 square feet,
and maximum lot size in the 1200 block of
Gunnison Ave. shall be 20,000 square feet.
Minimum lot size everywhere else within the o . :
LPHD shall be 6,000 square feet and the £ e —, e
maximum lot size everywhere else within e »y =

the LPHD shall be 10,000 square feet. e =

New building broken up into smaller segments;
(2) Buildings shall be similar in height and taller masses away Jrom the street; design
width to buildings on adjacent sites and characteristics unique but relate to the

neighborhood.

block.

(3) A new building which is wider and higher than buildings on adjacent sites may be
constructed if the new building is broken up into smaller masses that are more similar to
adjacent buildings and if the height of the building at the street facade and at the sides facing
adjacent sites is similar to the height of buildings on those sites. This is achieved by placing the
taller masses away from the street and adjacent buildings to either side.

(4) Foundation height shall be similar in proportion and appearance to neighboring buildings.

(5) New buildings shall reinforce a pedestrian friendly character from the front elevation by

maintaining the similarity of building, roof form, and front porches traditionally found on the
block.

(6) New construction shall incorporate design elements such as height, roof forms,
lines, openings, vertical and horizontal proportions of building mass, symmetry and
asymmetrical diversity and other characteristics commonly found in the LPHD.

(7) New construction may have a building form which is unique in the LPHD but it shall relate
to the neighboring buildings and to the neighborhood through its overall massing.

(8) New construction shall not use massing and building forms which are inconsistent with the
LPHD as determined by the Historic Preservation Board.

E. Alignment and Spacing

(1) Proportions of facades and spacing of buildings shall be consistent along the street within
the LPHD. Along a block, the uniformity of the facades and the spacing of the buildings shall
be consistent along the streets of the LPHD. Along a block, the uniformity of the proportions
of the facades and the spacing of the buildings must be considered in new construction to
achieve harmony along the streetscape.
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(2) Porches, projecting bays, balconies, and other facade elements shall be alignhed vertically with
those of the original structure and the existing buildings along the street. This alignment creates
harmony and maintains the rhythm of facade proportions along the block length.

(3) Street-facing facade widths of new primary structures shall correspond with existing building
widths; however, a wider facade can be broken into separate elements that suggest front widths
similar to those of neighboring buildings. Where lots are combined to create a larger
development, the building-to-lot proportions shall visually suggest a relationship with adjacent
buildings by breaking large building masses into smaller elements. Where a building site is
comprised of multiple lots, the new building or components thereof shall be clearly of similar
proportion to the original building and other buildings on the same block.

(4) New building facades shall align (horizontally and vertically) with the facades of existing
buildings on adjacent sites.

visually suggest a relationship with adjacent buildings by breaking large bulding masses into
smaller segments.

(5) New buildings shall be

constructed with similar
spacing from other
structures relative to other
buildings along that street

F. Entrances

(1) Buildings shall not
contain a primary entrance
that is simply a door and
provides little or no
transition from outside to
inside. Primary entrances
shall be provided on the

street-facing fagade. Primary entrance is elevated with stairs, and in this case — like many in the
neighborhood - the home is adorned with an elevated front porch. This one
is open, some are screened or fully enclosed.
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(2) Owners may install an Americans with Disability Act (ADA) compliant ramp for
accessibility to the primary entrance. Accessibility modifications should be in scale with the
historic property, visually compatible, and, whenever possible, reversible. Reversible means that
if the new feature were removed at a later date, the essential form and integrity of the property
would be unimpaired.

G. Exterior Materials

(1) Exterior wall materials
shall be those that are
commonly present in the
LPHD.

(2) Allowable siding
materials for new
construction include, but
are not limited to wood,
brick, stone, painted
composite wood-resin,
aluminum, steel, vinyl,
stucco, or fiber cement
siding.

[ ' >
Corrugated metal is not an allowable siding material in the LPHD.

(3) The use of corrugated

metal/plastic siding on
primary structures is prohibited.

(4) Metal roofs (architectural or standing-seam) are allowed for existing buildings and new
buildings.

H. Windows, Trim and Details

(1) Windows - In new construction, additions and remodels of primary residential structures,
street facing windows shall be of similar proportion, size, and character with the original
building (if an addition), neighboring homes and other homes in the LPHD.

(2) Trim and Details

(a) Exterior trim details on new construction, additions and remodels of primary residential
structures shall be compatible with the original building (if an addition), adjacent homes and
other homes in the block.

(b) Windowsills, moldings, and eave lines shall be alighed with similar elements on the existing
primary residential structure, adjacent homes and other homes in the block.
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The home on the left shows new construction with windows that are not compatible in the LPHD. The

home on the right, however, shows replacement windows in the LPHD that maintain the look and feel of
the craftsman-bungalow style.

1. Additions

(1) Additions shall not alter the historical alignment of structures in relation to the streets within

the LPHD.

(2) The design of second-story additions shall preserve the historic eave or roof line of the
original structure (See the photo below). The majority of the addition bulk shall be
predominantly sited toward the rear of the lot.

(3) The materials (e.g. siding, trim, details and roofing) used for additions shall be similar to
materials used in the original construction.

This recent fecod-yz‘og/ addition at a house on OW Avenue is in :éez'ﬂg with the tradition of the
bungalow style. The short top-plate at the upper eaves minimized the overall height at the peak of the roof,

reducing the appearance of height from the street. This configuration is referred to as ‘story and a half.’
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J. Manufactured and Modular Homes

(1) Any new manufactured and modular homes proposed for placement in the LPHD shall
be double-wide with characteristics similar to the existing homes in the District. Such
characteristics include pitched roofs and front doors facing the street. New
manufactured and modular homes must be HUD approved and constructed on a
permanent foundation (wheels must be removed). If an existing manufactured home is
proposed to be moved from its foundation, the District’s demolition standards shall be
tollowed.

(2) No pre-owned manufactured homes may be placed in the LPHD.

This is an example of a mpatz’b/e am/fmred home - a lookalike doue—wz'de; front door facing street;
a front porch; a pitched roof; and is compatible with architectural style of adjacent houses.

L “' l+‘ _
This is an example of a non-compatible manufactured home — Single-wide; it has no front entrance; and is
incompatible with adjacent historic home to the right.
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K. Demolition

A) Applicability. Any applicant/owner requesting demolition of 500 square feet or more of a
primary structure within the Lincoln Park Residential Historic District shall demonstrate that
the demolition is warranted either by cause or by effect of the structure being
noncontributing to the District. This section does not apply to interior demolition or to
demolition of accessory structures.

B) Review criteria. A Certificate of Appropriateness for the demolition may only be issued
if/when the Grand Junction Historic Preservation Board (GJHPB) finds:

(1) That the applicant has made a good-faith effort to pursue reasonable, cost effective
alternatives to demolition.

(2) That the loss of part or all of the subject property would not be detrimental to the quality
and continuity of the site, LPHD, or surrounding neighborhood.

(3) That denial of the application would result in an undue economic hardship for the
owner/applicant. Based on a thorough analysis of the financial, economic, and
engineering information described below, the City Council may determine that there is an
undue economic hardship if all the following criteria are met:

(a) No economically viable use consistent with zoning of the property will exist unless
the demolition is approved. Inability to put the property to its most profitable use
does not constitute an undue economic hardship.

(b) The hardship is peculiar to the building or property in question and must not be in
common with other properties.

(c) The hardship is not self-imposed, caused by action or inaction of the owner, applicant
or some other agent.

(d) The applicant/owner has attempted and exhausted all reasonable alternatives which
would eliminate the hardship, such as offering the property for sale.

C) Submittal requirements. The applicant/owner for demolition of part or all of a primary
structure shall provide information including:

(1) A report from a licensed engineer, contractor or architect with experience in
rehabilitation as to the structural soundness of the structure and its suitability for
economic rehabilitation.

(2) A narrative description with supporting photographs of the structure including all special
architectural features and details and materials used throughout the exterior of the
structure.
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(3) Additional information identified by staff or the Board to ensure sufficient evidence for
reviewing the request.

(4) An estimate of the cost of the proposed demolition or removal and an estimate of any
additional cost that would be incurred to comply with recommendations of the Board.

(5) Estimated current market value of the property prepared by a Colorado licensed real
estate appraiser for the property in its current condition and after completion of the
proposed demolition or removal.

D) Procedure. Upon submittal of the application for a Certificate of Appropriateness for
demolition to the City, Staff shall review all the documentation submitted for completeness.
Staff shall prepare a report with findings, including recommendation regarding historic
significance and integrity based on architectural survey and other history resources,
considering the age of the structure, architectural value. All decisions on Certificate of
Appropriateness shall be noticed and conducted as public hearings consistent with GJMC
21.02.080(g).

1) For all primary structures:
p y
(a) The GJHPB will provide a recommendation to City Council.

(b) Within 90 days of the GJHPB hearing, the City Council shall consider and decide
upon the Certificate of Appropriateness for Demolition.

(2) It a Certificate of Appropriateness is approved for a historic structure, all salvageable
building materials shall be collected and recycled if possible. Waste must be removed
from the property and properly disposed of.

E) Penalty. If the applicant/owner of a structure within the LPHD abates or demolishes patt or
all of a primary structure over 500 square feet without first obtaining the Certificate of
Approptiateness, the applicant/owner shall pay a fine of $250.00 per squate foot of the
affected area.
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Co010. GUIDELINES - Suggested

Interpretation of the application of Guidelines for the LPHD shall be the responsibility
of the homeowners in the LPHD. Adherence to Guidelines is encouraged in order to
maintain compatibility within the LPHD, but not required.

1. Fences

Fencing materials and styles in the front yard are encouraged to complement the character of
the LPHD. Fence styles, especially in the front yard, are encouraged to be compatible with the
characteristics of the house. Materials such as solid wood, solid vinyl, galvanized steel, and chain
link with slats are discouraged. All fencing must be in compliance with City Code.

with characteristics of the house; wood and iron are enconraged materials.
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Below are examples of front yard fence materials and styles that are not compatible with characteristics of
the house; chain link with slats and galvanized steel are not enconraged materials. Solid wood, solid viny,
Galvanized steel and chain link with vinyl slats are disconraged.

., b i% \L( ‘.\_

2. Streetscape

The LPHD’s unique streetscape has historical significance in its own right. Upon consultation

with the City Forester, residents are encouraged to maintain, and restore where missing, the
historic spacing of street trees along the MR SR B
planting strip (the space between the ' &
sidewalk and the street curb) within the
LPHD. Street trees in the LPHD provide
tull canopy coverage shade for residents
and pedestrians. Damaged or diseased trees
in the public right-of-way may only be
removed by the City or with approval by
the City and planting of new trees to fill
gaps may only be approved by the City.

Again, residents are encouraged to call the
City of Grand Junction Forestry Division,
with any questions regarding street trees
within the public right-of-way. Russian
olive and Siberian elm trees should not be
considered as a suitable replacement.
Residents are encouraged to place
additional landscaping in the planting strip
provided it does not interfere with sight

distance for adjacent driveways and streets
and, per City Code, it must be maintained.
Materials should be primarily non-invasive

AL 1 .\._." ! .
Examples of enconraged streetscapes: street trees are

_ _ i ] well maintained; natural landscaping.
plants and/or inorganic mulch which will
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control weeds and maintain soil moisture. Organic mulch is strongly discouraged.

Installation of dense, tall plant materials in the planting strips is discouraged, as this impedes
visibility and safety for pedestrians and vehicles and can be noncompliant with City code.
Residents are encouraged to maintain trees and landscaping within the planting strips adjacent
to their property with regular watering,.

Examples of enconraged streetscapes:
At Left: Street trees well maintained; inorganic rock mulch with xeriscape.
At Right: Street trees well maintained; inorganic mulch with non-invasive plants.

3. Front Porches

(a) Existing front porches are encouraged to be maintained as an integral part of the overall

house and style.

Excamples of encouraged porches: porches are integrated into architectural style of the house. The porch
provides a stepping up entrance.
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CITY O

Grand Junction
("_Q COLORADDO

Grand Junction City Council

Regular Session

Item #2.b.ii.

Meeting Date: September 1, 2021

Presented By: Scott Peterson, Senior Planner

Department: Community Development

Submitted By: Scott Peterson, Senior Planner

Information
SUBJECT:

Introduction of an Ordinance to Vacate a Portion of Public Right-of-Way of G 1/8 Road
Located near 2524 G Road and 716 25 Road and Setting a Public Hearing for
September 15, 2021

RECOMMENDATION:

The Planning Commission heard this item at its August 24, 2021 meeting and voted to
recommend conditional approval of the request (6-0-1).

EXECUTIVE SUMMARY:

The Applicants, McCurter Land Company LLC and Five Star Homes and Development
Inc., are requesting vacation of a portion of public right-of-way known as G 1/8 Road in
anticipation of future development of the adjacent sites. The existing G 1/8 Road right-
of-way was originally dedicated by the Pomona Park subdivision plat in 1900 and
further identified on the Powell Estates subdivision plat in 1992 and the Thunderidge
Subdivision in 2007. The applicants are requesting the vacation of a 30-foot wide by
286-foot-long portion of this right-of-way (0.19-acres) in anticipation of future residential
subdivision development for the Aspen Leaf Estates and Liberty Ranch Subdivisions
which are currently in the development review process. The requested vacation is
consistent with the City’s Comprehensive Plan and Circulation Plan.

BACKGROUND OR DETAILED INFORMATION:

The existing right-of-way for G 1/8 Road was originally dedicated by the Pomona Park
subdivision plat in 1900 and further identified on the Powell Estates subdivision plat in
1992 and the Thunderidge Subdivision in 2007. The applicants are currently in the
process of subdividing their 5.28 and 24.17-acre parcels of land respectfully into platted
subdivisions which are currently in the development review process (City files SUB-
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2020-767 & SUB-2021-276) to develop 18 single-family detached lots for Aspen Leaf
Estates and 44 single-family detached lots for Filing 1 of Liberty Ranch Subdivision. At
this time, the applicants are requesting to vacate a portion of the existing right-of-way of
G 1/8 Road that extends over the Grand Valley Canal in anticipation of these new
subdivision proposals. With this request, the Applicants are requesting to vacate a 30-
foot wide by 286-foot-long portion of this right-of-way (0.19-acres). The remaining
portions of the G 1/8 Road right-of-way that extends out to 25 Road to the west and
Woody Creek Drive to the east that are not requested to be vacated will remain in place
in accordance with the proposed subdivision layouts which identifies and utilizes this
existing right-of-way within this area as part of their developments. Outside of the
vacation area, at time of subdivision development and future filings, additional right-of-
way will be granted for the complete build-out of G 1/8 Road that was/will be approved
as a 44’ wide right-of-way as identified on the respective subdivision plans, per City
standards.

To date, no development has taken place and no utility infrastructure has ever been
installed (water, sewer, streets, utilities, etc.) within the existing right-of-way location of
G 1/8 Road and the surface is presently vegetation and gravel. Upon future
development of the sites, new rights-of-way and/or multi-purpose easements for the
proposed development will be dedicated as necessary on a new subdivision plat or by
separate instrument.

The Active Transportation Corridor includes a pedestrian trail along the canal that runs
through the properties of the applicants and crosses G 1/8 Road in the area requested
for vacation. A public pedestrian trail easement will be reserved as part of the request
over the vacation area for the trail along the canal in accordance with the Active
Transportation Corridor Plan.

NOTIFICATION REQUIREMENTS

Notice was completed consistent with the provisions in Section 21.02.080 (g) of the
Zoning and Development Code. The subject properties were posted with an application
sign on December 28, 2020 and April 28, 2021 respectfully. Mailed notice of the public
hearings before Planning Commission and City Council in the form of notification cards
were sent to surrounding property owners within 500 feet of the subject property, as
well as neighborhood associations within 1000 feet, on August 13, 2021. The notice of
the Planning Commission public hearing was published on August 17, 2021 in the
Grand Junction Daily Sentinel.

A Neighborhood Meeting regarding the proposed subdivision developments were held
on February 2, 2021 for the Liberty Ranch Subdivision and September 1, 2020 for
Aspen Leaf Estates in accordance with Section 21.02.080 (e) of the Zoning and
Development Code. No concerns were expressed regarding this right-of-way vacation
request since the vacation does not impact any adjacent properties and is currently
undeveloped.
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ANALYSIS

The criteria for review are set forth in Section 21.02.100 (c) of the Zoning and
Development Code. The purpose of this section is to permit the vacation of surplus
rights-of-way and/or easements.

(1) The Comprehensive Plan, Grand Junction Circulation Plan and other adopted plans
and policies of the City;

The vacation of this portion of right-of-way for G 1/8 Road does not conflict with the
Comprehensive Plan, Grand Junction Circulation Plan or other adopted plans and
policies of the City. The proposed vacation of right-of-way will have no impact on public
facilities or services provided to the general public since to date, the right-of-way is not
required for development and no utility infrastructure has ever been installed (water,
sewer, streets, utilities, etc.) within the existing right-of-way. Upon future development
of the sites, new internal rights-of-way and easements will be required to be granted to
the City or other utility agencies as part of the development review process, as
applicable. As part of the vacation process, the City will retain a public pedestrian trail
easement over the vacation area for the trail along the canal in accordance with the
Active Transportation Corridor Plan.

Further, the vacation requests are consistent with the following goals and policies of the
Comprehensive Plan:

Plan Principal 3: Responsible and Managed Growth:
Goal 2: Encourage infill and redevelopment to leverage existing infrastructure.
Plan Principal 5: Strong Neighborhoods and Housing Choices:

Goal 1: Promote more opportunities for housing choices that meet the needs of
people of all ages, abilities and incomes.

Therefore, staff has found the request to vacate a portion of existing public right-of-way
does not conflict with the Comprehensive Plan, Grand Junction Circulation Plan or
other adopted plans and policies of the City and therefore this criterion has been met.

(2) No parcel shall be landlocked as a result of the vacation;

The existing dedicated right-of-way for G 1/8 Road in this area has never been
developed nor infrastructure installed. As noted, the applicants are currently in the
process of subdividing their 5.28 and 24.17-acre parcels of land respectfully into platted
subdivisions which are currently in the development review process (City files SUB-
2020-767 & SUB-2021-276) to develop 18 single-family detached lots for Aspen Leaf
Estates and 44 single-family detached lots for Filing 1 of Liberty Ranch Subdivision. As
stated previously, to date, no present development which requires the right-of-way and
no utility infrastructure have ever been installed (water, sewer, streets, utilities, etc.)
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within the existing right-of-way location of G 1/8 Road. Since this right-of-way has never
developed, access to any developed existing residential lot will not be landlocked as a
result of the vacation request and thus staff has found this criterion has been met.

(3) Access to any parcel shall not be restricted to the point where access is
unreasonable, economically prohibitive, or reduces or devalues any property affected
by the proposed vacation;

As provided in (2) above, the portion of G 1/8 Road requested to be vacated will not
impact access to any parcel and as such, staff finds this criterion has been met.

(4) There shall be no adverse impacts on the health, safety, and/or welfare of the
general community, and the quality of public facilities and services provided to any
parcel of land shall not be reduced (e.g., police/fire protection and utility services;

This portion of G 1/8 Road has not been developed or utilities installed. No comments
were received from utilities or other service providers that this vacation request would
impact any existing utilities, create any adverse impacts, or that facilities or services
would be diminished, therefore staff has found that this criterion has been met.

(5) The provision of adequate public facilities and services shall not be inhibited to any
property as required in Chapter 21.06 GJMC; and

This portion of G 1/8 Road has never been developed nor utilities installed. Therefore,
neither staff nor utility providers have identified that the requested right-of-way vacation
would not inhibit the provision of adequate public facilities and services, therefore staff
finds that this criterion has been met.

(6) The proposal shall provide benefits to the City such as reduced maintenance
requirements, improved traffic circulation, etc.

Maintenance requirements for the City will not change as a result of the proposed
vacation requests since no right-of-way nor utility infrastructure has ever been installed.
With the elimination of this portion of G 1/8 Road, the applicants can make ready for the
new subdivision development proposals and develop their properties in accordance
with their approved subdivision plans. Upon concurrent development of the site, new
rights-of-way and/or multi-purpose easements for the proposed subdivision
developments will be dedicated as necessary on a new subdivision plat or by separate
instrument. As such, Staff finds that this criterion has been met.

RECOMMENDATION AND FINDINGS OF FACT

After reviewing the request to vacate a portion of the right-of-way of G 1/8 Road as set
forth in the attached description and sketch, City file number VAC-2021-539, located
near 2524 G Road and 716 25 Road, the following findings of fact have been made:

1. The request conforms with Section 21.02.100 (c) of the Zoning and Development
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Code.

2. Reservation of Pedestrian/Trail Easement over the vacation area in accordance with
the Active Transportation Corridor Plan.

Therefore, the Planning Commission recommends conditional approval of the request.

FISCAL IMPACT:

Average value of property and right-of-way can range broadly. The Applicant submitted
an MAI Appraisal Report for Aspen Leaf Estates that consists of 5.28 acres of
undeveloped land with an appraised value of $500,000.00, which would equate to
$2.17 per square foot. The applicant’s request to vacate approximately 8,465 square
feet of right-of-way would result in the Applicant receiving additional developable land
with a value of approximately $18,396.05.

SUGGESTED MOTION:

I move to introduce an Ordinance vacating a portion of public right-of-way of G 1/8
Road located near 2524 G Road and 716 25 Road and set a public hearing for
September 15, 2021.

Attachments

1.  Site Location, Aerial and Zoning Maps
2. Vacation Ordinance
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Google Street View of undeveloped G 1/8 Road looking east from 25 Road (Photo
dated July, 2019)
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CITY OF GRAND JUNCTION, COLORADO
ORDINANCE NO.
AN ORDINANCE VACATING A PORTION OF G 1/8 ROAD RIGHT-OF-WAY

LOCATED NEAR 2524 G ROAD AND 716 25 ROAD

Recitals:

A vacation of a portion of public right-of-way known as G 1/8 Road has been requested
by the adjacent property owners, McCurter Land Company LLC and Five Star Homes
and Development Inc., in anticipation of future residential subdivision development. The
existing G 1/8 Road right-of-way was originally dedicated by the Pomona Park
subdivision plat in 1900 and further identified on the Powell Estates subdivision plat in
1992 and the Thunderidge Subdivision in 2007. The portion of G 1/8 Road requested to
be vacated has never been constructed and this right-of-way contains no existing utility
infrastructure. The Active Transportation Corridor includes a trail along the canal that
runs through the properties of the applicants and crosses G 1/8 Road. An easement
will be reserved for the trail along the canal for the Active Transportation Corridor. The
trail has already been constructed south of 716 25 Road.

After public notice and public hearing as required by the Grand Junction Zoning &
Development Code, and upon recommendation of conditional approval (reserve and
retain a pedestrian/trail easement in the area vacated) by the Planning Commission, the
Grand Junction City Council finds that the request to vacate a portion of public right-of-
way for G 1/8 Road, is consistent with the Comprehensive Plan, the Grand Valley
Circulation Plan and Section 21.02.100 of the Grand Junction Municipal Code with the
reservation of the pedestrian/trail easement.

NOW, THEREFORE, BE IT ORDAINED BY THE CITY COUNCIL OF THE CITY OF
GRAND JUNCTION THAT THE FOLLOWING DESCRIBED RIGHT-OF-WAY IS
HEREBY VACATED SUBJECT TO THE LISTED CONDITIONS:

A portion of right-of-way as dedicated by Pomona Park as recorded at Reception
Number 12485, at the Mesa County Clerk and Recorder, situated in the southwest
quarter of the southwest quarter of Section 34, Township 1 North, Range 1 West of the
Ute Meridian, City of Grand Junction, County of Mesa, State of Colorado, said portion
being more particularly described as follows:

Commencing at the northeast corner of the Southeast Quarter of the Southwest
Quarter of the Southwest Quarter of said Section 34, whence the northwest
corner of the Southwest Quarter of the Southwest Quarter of the Southwest
Quarter of said Section 34 bears South 89°56'32" West with all bearings herein
relative thereto,
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thence South 89°56'32" West a distance of 277.87 feet to the Point of Beginning,
thence South 00°07'42" East, a distance of 15.00 feet;

thence South 89°56'32" West, a distance of 280.89 feet to a point of cusp on a
curve concave to the west having a radius of 56.50 feet and a central angle of
31°18'36" and being subtended by a chord which bears North 10°22'10" West
30.49 feet;

Thence northerly along said curve, a distance of 30.88 feet to a point of cusp;
Thence North 89°56'32" East, a distance of 286.31 feet;

thence South 00°07'42" East, a distance of 15.00 feet to the Point of Beginning,
said parcel containing 8465 square feet or 0.19 acres more or less.

A perpetual easement is reserved and retained by the City in that portion of right-
of-way being vacated for the use of the public forever, subject to the rules and
regulations of the City, for purposes including but not limited to, constructing,
installing, maintaining and repairing a trail and appurtenant facilities and for
ingress, egress and access for the public with accompanying pets, if any, for use
as pedestrians, and/or with wheelchairs (motorized and non-motorized), bicycles,
motorized bicycles (a vehicle having two or three wheels, cylinder capacity not
exceeding 50 C.C., and an automatic transmission which does not exceed thirty
miles per hour), electric scooters (an electric powered vehicle having two or three
wheels and does not exceed thirty miles per hour), and other non-motorized
forms of transportation for commuting and recreational purposes.

See Exhibit A attached hereto which depicts the area to be vacated and reserved for
the benefit of the public for the trail.

Applicants shall pay all recording/documentary fees for the Vacation Ordinance, any right-
of-way/easement documents and/or dedication documents.

Introduced on first reading this day of , 2021 and ordered published
in pamphlet form.

Adopted on second reading this day of , 2021 and ordered published in
pamphlet form.

ATTEST:

City Clerk Mayor
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CITY O

Grand Junction
("_Q COLORADDO

Grand Junction City Council

Regular Session

Item #2.b.iii.

Meeting Date: September 1, 2021

Presented By: Felix Landry, Planning Supervisor

Department: Community Development
Submitted By: Felix Landry AICP, Planning Supervisor

Information
SUBJECT:

Introduction of an Ordinance Rezoning One Parcel Totaling Approximately 13.92 Acres
from R-8 (Residential - 8) to M-U (Mixed Use) Located at 600 28 42 Road, and Setting a
Public Hearing for September 15, 2021

RECOMMENDATION:

After reviewing the Faith Heights Rezone, RZN-2021-427, rezoning one parcel totaling
approximately 13.92 acres from R-8 (Residential - 8) to M-U (Mixed Use) located at 600
28 /2 Road, the following findings of fact have been made:

1. The requested zone is consistent with the goals and policies of the Comprehensive
Plan;

2. In accordance with Section 21.02.140 of the Grand Junction Zoning and
Development Code, one or more of the criteria have been met.

Therefore, the Planning Commission recommends approval of the request.

EXECUTIVE SUMMARY:

The Representative, Kim Kerk Land Consulting and Development, acting on behalf of
the property owner, Faith Heights, is requesting the rezone of one parcel totaling
approximately 13.92 acres from R-8 (Residential - 8) to M-U (Mixed Use) located at 600
28 2 Road.

The requested M-U zone district conforms with the Comprehensive Plan Land Use Map
designation of Residential High and Mixed Use.

BACKGROUND OR DETAILED INFORMATION:
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BACKGROUND

The proposed rezone comprises one parcel totaling 13.92 acres situated at 600 28 V4
Road, northeast of the Patterson Road and 28 74 Road intersection. The parcel has not
been subdivided or developed further since the construction of the church currently
occupying the site. To the north resides an Alzheimer’s special care facility, and large
tracts of undeveloped property with Residential Low and Parks and Open Space
comprehensive plan land use designations. Across 28 742 Road to the west resides a
medical office complex, an apartment complex, and a single-family neighborhood. On
the south side of Patterson Road resides Grand Junction Fire Station #2, Mantey
Heights Rehabilitation and Care Center, The Retreat at Harbor Cove and a variety of
residential neighborhoods.

As indicated, the subject site is currently zoned R-8 and has an existing structure with a
church operating within it. In late 2020, the 2020 One Grand Junction Comprehensive
Plan was adopted, which classified the subject property as Mixed Use along the
Patterson Road frontage, and Residential High along 28 74 Road. Implementing zone
districts for the Mixed-Use land use classification includes the following zoning districts:
* Residential - 16 (R-16 du/ac)

Residential - 24 (R-24 du/ac)

Community Services and Recreation (CSR)

Residential Office (R-O)

Neighborhood Business (B-1)

Downtown Business (B-2)

Mixed Use (M-U)

Business Park (B-P)

Mixed Use Residential (MXR-3, 5, 8)

Mixed Use General (MXG-3, 5, 8)

Mixed Use Shopfront (MXG-3, 5, 8)

Mixed Use Opportunity Corridors (MXOC)

Implementing zone districts for the Residential High land use classification includes the
following zoning districts:

* Residential - 16 (R-16 du/ac)

Residential - 24 (R-24 du/ac)

Community Services and Recreation (CSR)
Residential Office (R-O)

Neighborhood Business (B-1)

Mixed Use (M-U)

Mixed Use Residential (MXR-3, 5, 8)

Mixed Use General (MXG-3, 5, 8)

Mixed Use Shopfront (MXG-3, 5, 8)

As such, the Comprehensive Plan land use classifications of Mixed Use and
Residential High support the rezone request to M-U (Mixed Use).

The Applicant is proposing the rezone to M-U to provide more flexibility of allowed uses

Packet Page 144



for the site. Currently, the church operates out of a 32,000 sq/ft office building. The
current zoning would not allow the building to convert to an office use. The M-U zoning
would also allow for a wider range of development opportunities for the rest of the site
in the future.

NOTIFICATION REQUIREMENTS

A Neighborhood Meeting regarding the proposed rezone request was held on May
27th, 2021 in accordance with Section 21.02.080 (e) of the Zoning and Development
Code. The Applicant team and City staff were present. Members of the public attended
the meeting and the Applicant team and City Staff discussed the proposal and
anticipated timeline of the proposal with the attendees. Attendees brought up a few
concerns for discussion primarily regarding traffic impact of the zoning change and
future development of the site, potential for increase in crime and transient activity, and
about future tenants of the existing structure if the church should move.

Notice was completed consistent with the provisions in Section 21.02.080 (g) of the
Zoning and Development Code. The subject property was posted with an application
sign on June 30, 2021. Mailed notice of the public hearings before Planning
Commission and City Council in the form of notification cards was sent to surrounding
property owners within 500 feet of the subject property, as well as neighborhood
associations within 1000 feet, on August 13, 2021. The notice of the Planning
Commission public hearing was published on August 17, 2021 in the Grand Junction
Daily Sentinel.

ANALYSIS

Pursuant to Section 21.02.140 of the Grand Junction Municipal Code, in order to
maintain internal consistency between this code and the zoning maps, zoning map
amendments must only occur if at least one of the five criteria listed below is met. Staff
analysis of the criteria is found below each listed criterion.

(1) Subsequent events have invalidated the original premises and findings; and/or

The 2020 One Grand Junction Comprehensive Plan designates the subject property for
Residential High and Mixed-Use land uses. The applicant’s requested zoning of M-U
facilitates the desired development pattern planned for in the 2020 One Grand Junction
Comprehensive Plan. Moreover, the 2020 One Grand Junction Comprehensive Plan
does not identify R-8 as a suitable zoning district for the designated land uses.
Additionally, the Faith Heights church has developed with a 32,000 sq ft office style
building. While use as a church is allowed in R-8, the type of building that has been
constructed fits much better in the Mixed Use Zoning District, which also allows
churches. If the church were to relocate and vacate the building, the R-8 zoning
prohibits many of the potential uses that would typically occupy a 32,000 sq/ft office
style building. However, the requested Mixed Use zoning provides much more potential
for other uses to occupy the site. Therefore, staff finds that subsequent events have
invalidated the original premises and findings.
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(2) The character and/or condition of the area has changed such that the amendment is
consistent with the Plan; and/or

The development patterns in the surrounding area have largely followed the existing
zoning patterns and the Land Use Classification which haven’t changed much since the
2010 comprehensive plan. No prior or recent development projects have occurred that
staff would characterize as a change of character or condition. The character and
condition of the area has not changed in such a manner to alter the consistency of the
amendment with the Plan. Therefore, Staff finds that this criterion has not been met.

(3) Public and community facilities are adequate to serve the type and scope of land
use proposed; and/or

The subject property is within an urbanizing area in the north-central portion of the City
of Grand Junction, in the Horizon planning zone. Adequate public and community
facilities and services are available and sufficient to serve uses associated with the M-U
zone district. The type and scope of land-use allowed within the M-U zone district is
similar in character and extent to the existing land-use of many nearby properties,
which include 3 story apartments, medical offices, civic uses, as well as other
institutional uses. The subject site is currently served by Ute Water, Grand Valley
Power (electricity), and Xcel (natural gas).

The site is located within 2/3 of a mile of a Safeway grocery store, and just over a mile
from the new City Market at Patterson Road and N 12th Street. Additionally, multi-
modal access to the site is sufficient with striped bike lanes along Patterson Road and
28 Y2 Road. Also, Grand Valley Transit (GVT) routes run along Patterson Road with
stops within %4 mile of the site. The application packet was sent out to applicable utility
companies for this proposal, and there were no objections expressed during the review
process. Based on the provision of adequate public utilities and community facilities to
serve the rezone request, staff finds that this criterion has been met.

(4) An inadequate supply of suitably designated land is available in the community, as
defined by the presiding body, to accommodate the proposed land use; and/or

The 2020 One Grand Junction Comprehensive Plan designates most of the northern
frontage along Patterson Road between 28 V2 Road and 28 % Road for Mixed Use
development. However, only 13% of the zoning along the northern frontage of
Patterson between 28 42 and 28 % Roads allows for Mixed Use development. This
request would establish a greater amount of Mixed Use zoning along this section of
Patterson Road, which the comprehensive plan calls for. Therefore, staff finds this
criterion has been met.

(5) The community or area, as defined by the presiding body, will derive benefits from
the proposed amendment.

The current R-8 zone district would not allow for many of the Mixed Use development
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patterns the 2020 One Grand Junction Comprehensive Plan calls for. Furthermore,
Mixed Use zoning would complement the surrounding development as well as the
future development of Matchett Park to the northeast. As such, staff finds this criterion
has been met.

The rezone criteria provide the City must also find the request is consistent with the
vision, goals, and policies of the Comprehensive Plan. Staff has found the request to be
consistent with the following goals and policies of the Comprehensive Plan:

Plan Principle 3.6.b. MIX OF USES Support the creation of a mix of uses as in
neighborhood centers (this site is a neighborhood center) and along prominent
corridors (such as Patterson Road) that reflect the needs of adjoining residents and the
characteristics of individual neighborhoods, including, but not limited to retail, office,
entertainment, schools, libraries, parks, recreation amenities, transit facilities, and other
amenities.

Plan Principle 3.6.c WALKABLE CENTERS Support the development of walkable
community/neighborhood commercial centers that provide a variety of services and
amenities to the immediate area, expand housing options, and/or provide live-work
opportunities. Centers will vary in size and type but should be located consistent with
the Commercial and Industrial Areas Framework Map.

Plan Principle 5.1.c. HOUSING TYPES Promote a variety of housing types that can
provide housing options while increasing density in both new and existing
neighborhoods, such as duplexes, triplexes, multiplexes, apartments, townhomes, and
accessory dwelling units, while maintaining neighborhood character.

FISCAL IMPACT:

There is no direct fiscal impact related to this request.

SUGGESTED MOTION:

I move to (adopt/deny) Ordinance No. XXXX, an ordinance rezoning one parcel totaling
approximately 13.92 acres from R-8 (Residential - 8 du/ac) to M-U (Mixed Use) located
at 600 28 1/4 Road on final passage and order final publication in pamphlet form.

Attachments

Exhibit 1 Application Packet

Exhibit 2 Neighborhood Meeting Notes
Exhibit 3 Maps and Exhibits
RZN-2021-427 Comments

Exhibit 4 - Proposed Zoning Ordinance

arwn -~
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CITY O

Grand Junction

COLORADO
<
COMMUNITY

DEVELOPMENT Development Application

We, the undersigned, being the owner's of the property adjacent to or situated in the City of Grand Junction, Mesa County, State of Colorado,
as described herein do petition this:

Petition For: | Faith Heights Church ]

Please fill in blanks below only for Zone of Annexation, Rezones, and Comprehensive Plan Amendments:

Existing Land Use Designation | Falth Heights Church Existing Zoning | R-8
Proposed Land Use Designation Mixed Use Proposed Zoning MU
Property Information
Site Location: | 600 28 1/4 Rd Site Acreage: 13.92
Site Tax No(s): | 2943-063-47-003 Site Zoning: | R-8 l

Project Description: This request is to rezone the property from R 8 (R8) to Mixed Use (MU)

Property Owner Information Applicant Information Representative Informatio

Name: | Faith Heights Church .| John&cCarlaC tto . Kim Kerk Land Consulting and
Name: appe Name: Dl

Street Address: 600 28 1/4 Road Street Address:| 600 28 1/4 Road Street Address:| 2829 North Ave Suite 105

City/State/Zip: | Grand Jct. Co 81506 City/State/zZip: |Crand Jet. Co 81506 City/State/Zip: |  Grand Jer. Co 81501

(970)241 5683 (970) 241 5683

Business Phone #: Business Phone #: Business Phone #:| 970 640 6913

E-Mail: | john@faithheights.com E-Mail: |  carla@faithheights.com E-Mail: | Kimk355@outiook com
Fax #: Fax #: Fax#:

Contact Person: | John Cappetto Contact Person: | Carla Cappetto Contact Person: l Kim Kerk
Contact Phone #: | 970-216-3223 Contact Phone #: | 970-216-8425 Contact Phone #: 9706406913

NOTE: Legal property owner is owner of record on date of submittal.

We hereby acknowledge that we have familiarized ourselves with the rules and regulations with respect to the preparation of this submittal, that the
foregoing information is true and complete to the best of our knowledge, and that we assume the responsibility to monitor the status of the application
and the review comments. We recognize that we or our representative(s) must be present at all required hearings. In the event that the petitioner is not
represented, the item may be dropped from the agenda and an additional fee may be charged to cover rescheduling expenses before it can again be
placed on the agenda.

/‘7 7 > 4
. L % B /
Signature of Person Completing the Application C//{( // 7{‘ Date 3/ 10/ 2| —]
S s
Signature of Legal Property Owner ‘//{7”/ é/fy/)////{/‘? Date 5// O/2) I
J 7
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Date:

Prepared by:

Submitted to:

Project:

Property Address:

Tax Schedule No.:

Faith Heights Church

Rezone Narrative
600 28 1/4 Rd.
Grand Junction, Colorado

June 9™ 2021

Kim Kerk, PM

City of Grand Junction

250 N. 5™ Street

Grand Junction, CO 81501

Faith Heights Church

Request to Rezone from R-8 (5-8 du/acre) to M-U ( Mixed Use)
600 28 ¥4 Rd Grand Jct., CO 81501

#2943-164-00-122

City of Grand Junction

2829 North Ave Suite 105., Grand Junction, CO 81501 970-640-6913 kimk355@outlook.com
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Introduction

Property Locations/Zonings and Legal

This 13.9-acre property is located at the NE corner of the intersection at 28 %2 Rd. and Patterson Rd. It is
located inside the City Limits of Grand Junction, CO. The Parcel # is 2943-063-47-003.

Existing City of Grand Junction Zoning is R-8 (Residential 8- 8 units/acre).

The legal description of this site is as follows:
LOT 1 HARVEST SUBDIVISION SEC 6 1S 1E - 13.93AC

Petitioners Intent:
Applicant is requesting to rezone 13.9 acres at 600 28 ¥4 Rd. from R-8 (Residential 8- 8 units/acre) to M-
U (Mixed Use) Zone District.

The 2020 Comprehensive Plan Future Land Use Map identifies the front portion of the property as
Mixed Use which allows the following commercial zone districts; B-1 (Neighborhood Business), M-U
(Mixed Use) or B-P (Business Park). The Mixed-Use Zone District effectively implements the vision of
the Comprehensive Plan. (See attached 2020 Comprehensive Plan Map attached).

Mixed Use is the most appropriate designation for the entire property as the range of uses and density
includes a wide variety of options from residential, recreational, and business, which are all appropriate
to the area, now and in the future. In addition, because the existing Church building is 32,000 SF, the
M-U Zone is a more favorable option to avoid any square footage restrictions should the ownership of
Faith Heights Church change in the future.

M-U: Mixed Use: Purpose:

To provide for a mix of light manufacturing and office park employment centers, retail, service, and
multifamily residential uses with appropriate screening, buffering and open space and enhancement of
natural features and other amenities such as trails, shared drainage facilities, and common landscape
and streetscape character.

Mixed Use Range of Density: Greater than 8 dwelling units per acre. Land Uses * Primary: commercial,
retail, employment, and service-oriented uses, higher density housing. * Secondary: parks, schools, places
of worship, other public/institutional uses. Characteristics ¢ Provides opportunities for higher
density/intensity of development with a mix of uses along transportation corridors and within districts
such as the University District to serve adjacent neighborhoods and the broader community. * Provides
residential uses with a range of higher densities and types. ¢ Located in areas within walking distance of
services and amenities where pedestrian- and transit-oriented development is desired. Implementing Zone
Districts ¢ Residential-16 (R-16 du/ac) ¢ Residential-24 (R-24 du/ac) * Community Services and
Recreation (CSR) « Residential Office (R-O) ¢ Neighborhood Business (B-1) « Downtown Business (B-
2) * Mixed Use (M-U) * Business Park (B-P) » Mixed Use Residential (MXR-3, 5, 8) » Mixed Use General
(MXG-3, 5, 8) » Mixed Use Shopfront (MXS-3, 5, 8) » Mixed Use Opportunity Corridors

2829 North Ave Suite 105., Grand Junction, CO 81501 970-640-6913 kimk355@outlook.com
Page 2
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City of Grand Junction
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2020 Comprehensive Plan Zoning Map

Zoning Review and Criteria: 21.02.140 Code amendment and rezoning
(@) Approval Criteria. In order to maintain internal consistency between this code and the zoning
maps, map amendments must only occur if:

(1) Subsequent events have invalidated the original premises and findings; and/or

(2) The character and/or condition of the area has changed such that the amendment is
consistent with the Plan; and/or

(3) Public and community facilities are adequate to serve the type and scope of land use
proposed; and/ or

Adequate public and community facilities and services are available to the property and are
adequate to serve land uses associated with the Mixed -Use zone district. City Sanitary Sewer and
Ute Water are both presently available. The property is served by Xcel Energy electric and natural
gas. Grocery stores, Walmart, etc. are all in close vicinity. Grand Junction Fire Station is directly
south of this property on Patterson Rd.

Hence this criterion has been met.

2829 North Ave Suite 105., Grand Junction, CO 81501 970-640-6913 kimk355@outlook.com
Page 3
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(4) Aninadequate supply of suitably designated land is available in the community, as defined
by the presiding body, to accommodate the proposed land use; and/or

The requested zone district will provide an opportunity for housing and business opportunities
within a range of density that is consistent with the Comprehensive Plan to meet the needs of the
growing community. This principle is supported and encouraged by the Comprehensive Plan and
furthers the plan’s goal of promoting a diverse supply of housing types that meet the needs of all
ages, abilities, and incomes identified in Plan Principle 5: Strong Neighborhoods and Housing
Choice, Chapter 2 of the 2020 One Grand Junction Comprehensive Plan.

Hence this criterion has been met.

(5) The community or area, as defined by the presiding body, will derive benefits from the
proposed amendment.

The rezone, should it be approved, creates a benefit for future growth that is specifically
identified for this property with the One Grand Junction 2020 Comprehensive Plan. Considering

this property has been very underutilized and is centrally located, growth in this area results in a
more attractive infill City project.

Hence this criterion has been met.

In summary, the applicant respectfully submits this Rezone Request to Mixed Use to the City of Grand
Junction.

Thank you,

Kim Kerk

2829 North Ave Suite 105., Grand Junction, CO 81501 970-640-6913 kimk355@outlook.com
Page 4
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OWNERSHIP STATEMENT - CORPORATION OR LIMITED LIABILITY COMPANY

(a) Faith Heights Church ("Entity") is the owner of the following property:

(b)| Cpy of the Deed is attached.

A copy of the deed(s) evidencing the owner's interest in the property is attached. Any documents conveying any
interest in the property to someone else by the owner are also attached.

I am the (c) Manager for the Entity. | have the legal authority to bind the Entity regarding
obligations and this property. | have attached the most recent recorded Statement of Authority of the Entity.

& My legal authority to bind the Entity both financially and concerning this property is unlimited.

My legal authority to bind the Entity financially and/or concerning this property is limited as follows:

(& The Entity is the sole owner of the property.
The Entity owns the property with other(s). The other owners of the property are:

On behalf of Entity, | have reviewed the application for the (d) Faith Heights Church
| have the following knowledge or evidence of a possible boundary conflict affecting the property:

(e)

I understand the continuing duty of the Entity to inform the City planner of any changes regarding my authority to bin
the Entity and/or regarding ownership, easement, right-of-way, encroachment, lienholder and any other interest in th
land. '

| swear under penalty of perjury that the information in this Ownership ?yzﬁ't is true, complete and correct.

Signature of Entity representative: @/ ‘g_’yf// W/ g W

d/C/ P74l
Printed name of person signing: John and.Carla Cappetto

State of Colorado | )

County of Mesa ) s8.
Subscribéd and sworn to before me on this _czz_:uf__rz_day of j Un 20 2/

by John and Carla Cappetto Faith Heights Church g )

Witness my hand and seal\i%% Vi . ng#ﬂ AQ‘.( !;Sngl(C
My Notary Commission expfreson ol;/ / v/ b 24 (JSTAIECE COLORARE

P My Commission Expires April 14, 2022
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QUIT CLAIM DEED DocFea NO FEE
{Corrective*)

WORLD HARVEST CHURCH, now known as FAITH HEIGHTS, a Colorado
non-profit corporation, whose address is 2825 North Avenue, Grand
Junction, County of Mesa and State of Colorado, for the
consideration of Ten Dollars ($10.00) and Other Good and Valuable

Consideration, in hand paid, hereby sells and quitclaims to FAITH

NOILVHdOTISNOD ON

HEIGHTS, a Colorado non-profit corporation, whose address is 2825
North Avenue, Grand Junction, County of Mesa, and State of
Colorado (81501), the following real property in the County of
Mesa and State of Colorado, to wit:

LOT 1, HARVEST SUBDIVISION;

also known as street and number: 2826 F Road, Grand Junction,
Colorado 81506;

assessor's schedule or parcel number: 2943-063-47-001;
with all its appurtenances.
Signed this é;Z;Z_day of September, 2004.

WCORLD HARVEST CHURCH, nka FAITH

/’\ HEIGHTS

(s )

F Sl

Carla R. Capp to,

Secretary i
STATE OF COLORADO )}

} ss.
COUNTY OF MESA }

f{?he foregoing instrument was acknowledged before me this
C;L? day of September, 2004, by JOHN G. CAPPETTO as President
and CARLA R. CAPPETTC as Secretary of WORLD HARVEST CHURCH, now
known as FAITH HEIGHTS, a Colorado non-profit corporation.

B3 my hand and official seal. =

'... - -’é\

{ Mygpompifsi

& ) - .
My Commission es‘ OR120008 }ofary Public

*To correctly identify grantor and grantee
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Faith Heights Neighborhood Meeting Notes:
Date: May 27, 2021
Location: Faith Heights Church

Proposal: Requesting a rezone on the property of Faith Heights Church.

Currently deciding whether or not to request to change the current zoning of R-8 (Residential)
to either the Neighborhood Business (B-1) or the Mixed Use (M-U) designation.

R-8: Residential — 8.
(1) Purpose. To provide for medium-high density attached and detached dwellings, two-family dwelling and

multifamily. R-8 is a transitional district between lower density single-family districts and higher density multifamily
or business development. A mix of dwelling types is allowed in this district. (2) Performance Standards.

(i) For the purpose of calculating density on parcels smaller than five acres, one-half of the land area of all
adjoining rights-of-way may be included in the gross lot area. The area of the right-of-way shall not be included
to determine compliance with the minimum lot area requirements.

(i) The creation of a two-family dwelling via the construction of a second dwelling unit attached to an existing
single-family dwelling shall require that the construction materials and roof pitch of the addition match the
construction materials and roof pitch of the existing dwelling and be architecturally compatible with the
existing dwelling.

(iv) The front yard setback shall be a minimum of 20 feet for the garage portion of a principal structure and 15
feet for the remainder of the principal structure.

(b) B-1: Neighborhood Business.

(1) Purpose. To provide small areas for office and professional services combined with limited retail uses, designed
in scale with surrounding residential uses; a balance of residential and nonresidential uses.

(2) Performance Standards.

(i) Parking. Business uses shall be designed and operated so as not to increase on-street parking in front of
neighborhood dwellings. On-site parking shall be provided.

(i) Service Entrances. Business service entrances, service yards and loading areas shall be located only in the
rear or side yard.

(iii) Outdoor Storage and Display. Outdoor storage is prohibited. Outdoor display of retail merchandise is
permitted subject to GIMC 21.04.040(h).
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https://www.codepublishing.com/CO/GrandJunction/html2/GrandJunction21/GrandJunction2104.html#21.04.040(h)

g) M-U: Mixed Use.

(1) Purpose. To provide for a mix of light manufacturing and office park employment centers, retail, service and
multifamily residential uses with appropriate screening, buffering and open space and enhancement of natural
features and other amenities such as trails, shared drainage facilities, and common landscape and streetscape
character.

(2) Performance Standards. Development shall conform to the standards established in this code.
(i) Refer to any applicable overlay zone district and/or corridor design standards and guidelines.

(i) Loading/Service Areas. Loading docks and trash or other service areas shall be located only in the side or
rear yards.

(iii) Vibration, Smoke, Odor, Noise, Glare, Wastes, Fire Hazards and Hazardous Materials. No person shall
occupy, maintain or allow any use in an M-U district without continuously meeting the following minimum
standards regarding vibration, smoke, odor, noise, glare, wastes, fire hazards and hazardous materials.
Conditional use permits for uses in this district may establish higher standards and conditions.

(A) Vibration. Except during construction or as authorized by the City, an activity or operation which
causes any perceptible vibration of the earth to an ordinary person on any other lot or parcel shall not
be permitted.

(B) Noise. The owner and occupant shall regulate uses and activities on the property so that sound
never exceeds 65 decibels at any point on the property line.

(C) Glare. Lights, spotlights, high temperature processes or otherwise, whether direct or reflected,
shall not be visible from any lot, parcel or right-of-way.

(D) Solid and Liquid Waste. All solid waste, debris and garbage shall be contained within a closed and
screened dumpster, refuse bin and/or trash compactor. Incineration of trash or garbage is prohibited.
No sewage or liquid wastes shall be discharged or spilled on the property.

(E) Hazardous Materials. Information and materials to be used or located on the site whether on a
full-time or part-time basis that are required by the SARA Title Il Community Right to Know shall be
provided at the time of any City review, including the site plan. Information regarding the activity or at
the time of any change of use or expansion, even for existing uses, shall be provided to the Director.

(iv) Outdoor Storage and Display. Outdoor storage shall only be located in the rear half of the lot.
Permanent display areas may be located beside or behind the principal structure. For lots with double or
triple frontage the side and rear yards that are to be used for permanent display areas shall be established
with site plan approval. Portable display of retail merchandise may be permitted as provided in

Chapter 21.04 GJMC.
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Meeting Discussion Summary

o Concerns with overall increase in traffic on 28 % rd. with a change of zoning
o Expressed concerns of increased traffic = Increase in crime, transient activity
o Concerns with building and businesses context
= Discussion about what is being built and how it would impact community and
residents in area
e What businesses are going into the space if sold?

e Ideas for future
o Potential issues with existing building size for rezone as B1- needs to be MU to meet
requirements. 30,000SQFT
o Existing building is 32000 sq ft
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Neighborhood Meetin

Sign In Sheet

Date:

May 27th, 2021

Project Name:

Faith Heights Church

Email Address

___Name Phone Comments
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CONSULTING
DEVELOPMEMNT

Adjacent Property Owner
Grand Junction, CO

RE: 600 28 1/4 Rd.

Grand Junction, CO 81506

Dear Property Owner:

The above referenced property will soon be subject of a Rezone Application request(s) with the City of Grand
Junction’s Community Development Department. Prior to application submittal, a Neighborhood Meeting is to
be held to introduce the proposed rezone to area residents, in accordance with the Grand Junction Zoning and
Development Code.

The parcel at 600 28 % Road encompasses approximately 13.92 acres, located north of Patterson Road and east
of 28 % Road. The current zoning of the property is R-8 (Residential 8 units/acre). The proposed zoning is B-1
(Neighborhood Business) or Mixed Use (M-U). The Comprehensive Plan Land use Map identifies the property as
a split between Residential High on the north, and Mixed Use on the south. Both these designations support the
request for B-1 (Neighborhood Business) or the Mixed Use (M-U) zoning districts. While the B-1 and M-U Zones
are very similar, discussion is still ongoing as to a final decision as to which is the most appropriate.

The Neighborhood Meeting is held to allow the neighborhood an opportunity to see the area to be
rezoned and to answer questions about the request. The property owner's representative, Kim Kerk,
and a City Planner will attend the meeting to discuss the proposed rezone.

A Neighborhood meeting will be held in-person and in compliance with the City of Grand Junction's
Neighborhood Meeting process. The meeting is designed to present information for you to learn more about the
proposed project in a safe meeting environment and will be held at Faith Heights Church on May 27th, 2021 at
5:30pm.

A Site Location Map below shows the location of the property to be rezoned.

Location:
Faith Heights Church
600 28 1/4 Road Grand Junction, CO 81506

Topic: Rezone
Time: May 27th, 2021 @ 5:30 PM

Please do not hesitate to contact me by phone or email should you have any questions about this project.

Sincerely,
Kim

Kim Kerk Land Consulting and Development
kimk355@outlook.com
(970) 640-6913

Kim Kerk Land Consulting & Development

2829 North Ave,, Ste 105 Grand Junction, CO 81504 Ph: 970-640-6913
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Kim Kerk Land Consulting' & Development
2829 North Ave., Ste 105 Grand Junction, CO 81504 Ph: 970-640-6913
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Comments Against Faith Heights Rezone
RZN-2021-427
600 28 1/4 Road

This property is adjacent to a long term lock down care facility and across 28 1/4 Road from single family
and multi-family living areas. The current R-8 zoning is appropriate for this area. Rezoning this area to
Mixed use would allow retail, service centers, employment centers, and light manufacturing facilities to
be built on this property. None of these types of operations are conducive to single family and multi-
family living areas let alone a long term care facility. The area east and north of this property is owned
by the City of Grand Junction for development as Matchett Park. Almost all of the allowed facilities are
not appropriate for being located next to a family city park.

In addition, all of these types of operations will greatly increase traffic on 28 1/4 Road which is the only
access to this property. 28 1/4 Road is a 2 lane street with center medians which is not large enough for
the probable increased future traffic flow. With this increased traffic comes the possibility of increased
criminal activity due to the proximity of the allowed businesses to the residential areas. Nothing
prevents the allowed businesses from being open and operating any hours day or night which only
exacerbates the potential criminal activity.

For the reasons stated above, | STRONGLY oppose the rezoning of 600 28 1/4 Road to Mixed Use from
R-8.

Gordon N. McFerron
Village Park ROA Board of Directors
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To: Felix Landry, felixl@gjcity.org Community Development
Andrew Teske, Chair, Planning Commission c/o cityclerk@gjcity.org
Greg Caton, gregc@gjcity.org City Manager
Doug McDaniel, Major chuckmc@gjcity.org
Tamera Allen, comdev@gjcity.org Director Community Development

From: Dieter Heinrich

Subject: RZN-2021-427 Faith Heights Rezoning request located on 600 28 % Road in Grand
Junction

Hello Felix,

The purpose of this document is to ask you to ‘withdraw your recommendation to approve’
of the Faith Heights property rezoning application to the Planning Commission. The rezoning
is not in compliance with the surrounding areas, as you state in the video; and it is not within
the spirit nor letter of the ONE Grand Junction Comprehensive Plan of 2020.

| have read the 123 pages of the ONE GJ Comprehensive Plan 2020, hereafter referred to as
ONE GJ Plan 2020 and thank the Community Development, Planning Department, with the
support of ‘thousands members of the public’ for creating this document to help guide all
who live in this city through a more ‘comprehensive’ process in its growth and development,
its sense of community and its pro-active approach to help Grand Junction be all it can be;
and perhaps even more.

| have also read the many pages of zoning standards, and it is FUN to read...
My observation and participation in this rezoning of RZN-2021-427, allows me to draw the
educated conclusion that the only person benefiting from this rezoning is the owner of the

religious property, a person “who dabbled in real estate”.

No one in Grand Junction will benefit from this rezoning, not the City of Grand Junction,
certainly not the neighborhood.

The ONE GJ Plan 2020 makes several references that the Plan will benefit many in Grand
Junction, not just one person.

Your approval recommendation of RZN-2021-427 cheapens and discounts the input of
“thousands of people” as the City Manager stated, who helped create this document.

This rezoning as an attempt to provide a solution to a problem which does not exist

Yes, every property owner has the right to request a rezoning. However, the reason for ONE
GJ Plan 2020 is not to use it as a guide to rezone. It is a guide to a comprehensive review

Page 10of 6
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process of standardizing the zoning of properties so that we can see a more pleasing, more
effective, more enjoyable view of the results of its efforts.

Meeting the principles of ONE GJ Plan 2020 is not the end result, nor the criteria in any
rezoning request and review. The principles of the Plan are a guide to the overall use of all
properties within the City of Grand Junction. To cite ‘meeting 4 out of 5 the principles is just
a false review of the issues of planning. It is an attempt to create a ‘sweetheart deal’ for the
applicant.

Let’s think of what will happen if the Planning Commission approves this rezoning request.
Every ‘Tom, Dick, and Harry’ will inundate the Community Development, Planning
Department for rezoning their property because it meets the 4 out of 5 principles of the
Plan, or it will increase the ‘sales value’ of their property. From any point of view, that
makes the Community Development, Planning Department staff look ‘naive’ or worse
‘complicit’ as an active participant instead of an unbiased expert on zoning of Grand Junction
within the spirit and letter of the ONE Grand Junction Comprehensive Plan 2020.

We know that the Community Development, Planning department staff is highly competent
in managing the zoning and rezoning requests for the benefit of all members of the Grand
Junction community; the ONE Grand Junction Comprehensive Plan 2020 is just one example.

Your recommendation for approval of this rezoning will ruin the beautiful look and feel of
Village Park community which includes Village Park Apartments, Village Park Residential
Owners Association, and Village Park Medical offices, a community in which 200 plus people
call their home.

[

dential High Implementing Zone Districts
ential-16 (R-16 du/ac)

+ Residential-24 (R-24 dulac) Village Park Apartments
Source: ONE GJ Plan 2020

Range of Density

This RZN-2021-427 request must be denied by the City Community Development, Planning
Department, the City Planning Commission, and the City Council.

Page 2 of 6
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SUMMARY of the Public meeting held at the subject property.

Source: Mesa County Assessors Records

Earlier this year, on May 27, 2021, | attended the public meeting on rezoning 3 acres fronting
Patterson Road. All neighbors in attendance were against the rezoning.

This meeting was not well managed, it was disorganized, the owner and his wife sounded
like they had financial problems and just wanted to get a ‘higher sales value’ out of the
property. It did not sound like a ‘Thursday night ‘church’ meeting’, but rather to quote the
owner ‘“..we have a buyer who will buy it if only it is rezoned from R-8, | won’t tell you his
name....’

Listening to the property owner talk about the history of this subject property, vividly
indicates that he intended to change the original zoning of this property from the beginning
of time, in 2003, when the owner ‘dabbled in real estate’. He further tells us that he sold
several acres to the owner of Aspen Ridge Alzheimer’s Special Care Center on 622 28 %
Road for financial reasons at that time. Today he tells us the same facts, the rezoning is for
financial reasons; not to be part of the exiting neighborhood; the owner wants to distance
himself from the neighborhood by rezoning.

During this meeting the property owner and his wife were stating and implying all the things
they will do “if the rezoning is approved”. They talked about the use of the 32,500 sf for
medical offices, just as it is across the street of 28 % Road. and we’ll build a ‘cute little
church’ behind this building, never did they name the existing building as a ‘church or
religious facility’... And we might even build our house behind it near Matchett Park....”. The
owner talked about his son being a police officer in GJ and implied the ‘crime’ that might
come to this area if rezoning is not approved, as it has in other R-8 area.

According to public records, the owner of the property is Faith Heights c¢/o John Cappetto;
Faith Heights is a religious organization.

Why do people, in some cases, leaders in Grand Junction threaten those who ask the tough
guestions about the specifics of an issue? Is it a ‘western slope cultural thing’? Does every
vote not count?

Page 3 of 6
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What is the purpose of this REZONING?

The ONE GJ Plan 2020 does not speak to this question directly. Is it to bring property more
into compliance with ONE GJ Plan 2020; it does not read that way? Through this plan the
City of Grand Junction can and should influence human behavior within its boundaries.
Downton Grand Junction is a beautiful example of success.

No one really believes that rezoning the ‘religious property’ from R-8 to MU will be our next
‘downtown’ on Patterson Road, do you? The traffic moving at 40 — 45 mph is likely not
going to stop and have a ‘cup of coffee’ or sit outside and listen to the ‘beautiful’ sound of
traffic on Patterson Road. Will a gas station on the corner of Patterson Road and 28 % Road
help slow down the traffic?

Included are photos as shown in ONE GJ Plan 2020 to give the commission, and the public a
sense of MU images among PD, R-8, and R-12 communities. | am reasonably certain that the
‘framers’ of the ONE GJ Plan 2020 did not intend nor envision this stark contrast to ‘peaceful’
living near 28 % Road and Patterson Road. Please deny the RZN-2021-427 rezoning request.
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= Source: ONE GJ

Plan 2020
o Circulation and Access Building Form
Mixed Use Areas and Character

The corridors should accommo-

Who benefits from this rezoning of an R-8 designation to a MU designation?

Does the ONE GJ Plan 2020 address rezoning for personal gain, but without social, economic
or neighborhood improvements? The document states and implies benefits for the ‘many’.

So, who makes that decision, the Community Development Department, Planning
Commission? The Planning staff, since they are closely in touch with the guidelines and the
persons requesting rezoning.

Page 4 of 6
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Current Zoning near subject property

Subject

17.00x 11.00 in
Source: ONE Grand Junction Comprehensive Plan 2020

It is vividly clear that the geographic area near 28 % Road and Patterson Road and within one
mile in 360 degrees direction is R-8, PD, R-12, residential, not MU. Please withdraw your
recommendation to the Planning Commission to approve the rezoning application of RZN-
2021-427. It wreaks with favoritism of ‘the good old boys’ days.

Your recommendation to approve discounts and detracts from the vision of ONE Grand
Junction Comprehensive Plan 2020.

Respectfully

Dieter Heinrich
One Member of Village Park Residential Owners Association - VPROA

Approach to the future of ONE Grand Junction Comprehensive Plan 2020

Page 5 of 6
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Approach 1

Possibilities

Approach 2

Fierce Competitors.

The ‘framers of ONE Grand Junction Comprehensive Plan 2020 have chosen Approach 1,
Possibilities.

Page 6 of 6
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CITY OF GRAND JUNCTION, COLORADO
ORDINANCE NO.

AN ORDINANCE REZONING ONE PARCEL TOTALING APPROXIMATELY 13.92 ACRES
FROM R-8 (RESIDENTIAL — 8 du/ac) TO M-U
(MIXED USE) LOCATED AT 600 28 ¥ ROAD

Recitals:

Faith Heights Church (Owner) owns the parcel located at 600 28 ¥4 Road totaling
approximately 13.92 acres (referred to herein and more fully described below as the
“Property”). The Property is designated by the Comprehensive Plan Land Use Map as having
Mixed Use and Residential High designations. The Owner proposes that the property be
rezoned from R-8 (Residential — 8 du/ac) to M-U (Mixed Use).

After public notice and public hearing as required by the Grand Junction Zoning and
Development Code, the Grand Junction Planning Commission recommended approval of
zoning the Property to the M-U (Mixed Use) zone district, finding that it conforms to and is
consistent with the Comprehensive Plan Land Use designation of Mixed Use and Residential
High, the Comprehensive Plan’s goals and policies, and is generally compatible with land
uses located in the surrounding area.

After public notice and public hearing, the Grand Junction City Council finds that the M-U
(Mixed-Use) zone district is in conformance with at least one of the stated criteria of Section
21.02.140 of the Grand Junction Zoning and Development Code.

BE IT ORDAINED BY THE CITY COUNCIL OF THE CITY OF GRAND JUNCTION THAT:
The following property shall be zoned M-U (Mixed Use):

Lot 1 Harvest Subdivision, in Grand Junction, Mesa County, Colorado, as recorded at
Reception #2216228 in the records of the Mesa County Clerk and Recorder.

Introduced on first reading this 15t day of September, 2021 and ordered published in pamphlet
form.

Adopted on second reading this 15" day of September, 2021 and ordered published in
pamphlet form.

ATTEST:
Wanda Winkelmann C.B. McDaniel
City Clerk President of City Council/Mayor
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CITY O

Grand Junction
("_Q COLORADDO

Grand Junction City Council

Regular Session

Item #3.a.

Meeting Date: September 1, 2021

Presented By: Trent Prall

Department: Public Works - Engineering
Submitted By: Trent Prall, Public Works Director

Information
SUBJECT:

North Avenue / US6B Enhanced Transit Corridor Study and Construction Project
Memorandum of Agreement Between the City of Grand Junction and Mesa County

RECOMMENDATION:

Authorize the Mayor to sign a Memorandum of Agreement with Mesa County for the
North Ave / US6B Enhanced Transit Corridor Study and Construction Project

EXECUTIVE SUMMARY:

North Avenue has served the community as a major arterial since its construction in the
mid-1950s. While it has functioned well over the years as a corridor for cars, trucks and
freight, it has lacked transit and pedestrian-friendly elements. Senate Bill 267 provided
funding for transit related projects. Mesa County Regional Transportation Planning
Office has applied for and received $1.5 million in SB267 pending matching dollars. A
20% match is required. The project is two fold: 1) complete a comprehensive study to
identify elements that would transform North Avenue into an Enhanced Transit Corridor
and 2) construct selected improvements utilizing the remaining funding. The proposed
Memorandum of Understanding with Mesa County defines lines of communications,
responsibility for various work items, and the transfer of matching funds from the City to
Mesa County.

BACKGROUND OR DETAILED INFORMATION:

North Avenue has served as a major backbone for the City's transportation network
since its construction in the mid-1950s. While CDOT constructed roadways, medians
and gutters, most of the pedestrian and transit infrastructure has been added
haphazardly as adjacent parcels developed.
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North Avenue improvements that support transit have been included in long-range
plans and policies, such as the The North Avenue Corridor Plan (2007, 2011), the One
Grand Junction Comprehensive Plan and the 2045 Regional Transportation Plan
(RTP). Although work has been completed by the City of Grand Junction to support
these plans, a comprehensive corridor plan has not been developed to facilitate
implementation of the plans and policies. Revitalization has occurred in some areas
along the corridor, but there are still many areas which need improvements to increase
access to transit and rejuvenate North Avenue as an Enhanced Transit Corridor.

The goal of this plan is to expand on the vision for North Avenue that was defined in the
previous plans and take the next step to make the needed improvements a reality.

The overarching goal is to make North Avenue an Enhanced Transit Corridor. With this,
the goals are:

¢ To transform North Avenue into a transit-oriented, bikeable, walkable corridor;

e To improve the transit experience through transit enhancements and increased
transit frequency;

e To improve safety for pedestrians, cyclists, and transit riders to access
residences, businesses and attractions along North Avenue through a range of
transportation modes;

e To spur economic development and transit supportive land use through
improved access and connections;

¢ To signal the multimodal purpose of the corridor through intentional design
strategies; and,

e To ensure that North Avenue remains amenable to automobiles and freight
carriers, which are essential to the vitality of the corridor, while adding features
to ensure that North Avenue is also amenable to other modes of transportation.

In 2017, Colorado Senate Bill 267 allocated funds for transportation projects but also
mandated 10% be used on transit related infrastructure.

This Enhanced Transit Corridor Study will be used with SB267 Transit funding to begin
constructing improvements and to secure and guide any additional funding to improve

this corridor. This plan is intended to encompass North Avenue in its entirety, from 18t
Street on the west end to I-70B on the east end, with the study area extending 2 mile
to the north and south of North Avenue, where connecting streets are integral to the
multimodal function of the corridor.

The scope of work for the study requires the consultant to analyze transit
enhancements based on pedestrian access, traffic safety, bus stops, transit speed and
reliability, signal prioritization. The work also includes development of conceptual
design of proposed improvements and estimated costs for the corridor. Public
Involvement is a key component to the development of the vision and will include a
walk audit, focus group meetings, community meeting, online survey as well as
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presentation to the Grand Valley Regional Transportation Commission and the Grand
Junction City Council. Based on the above, one section will be selected for investment
of the balance of the SB267 dollars. A 30% design of the multimodal path for
recommended funded segments of the corridor is also included.

With CDOT's new Greehouse Gas Pollution Standard proposed for implementation in
2022, many grant opportunities are anticipated for projects that address goals such as:
add transit resources, improve pedestrian and bike access, encourage equitable transit
oriented development, and improve first and last mile connections to transit. The
proposed study will provide the publically vetted master plan and project prioritization to
help position the City and the County for those funding opportunities.

FISCAL IMPACT:

Mesa County has agreed to carry the study portion of the project and will invoice the
City once in 2021 and once in 2022 and seek reimbursement from CDOT for SB267
transit funds. The City will carry the 2022 portion of the project and will seek

reimbursement from CDOT.

Total 2021 2022

Project | Study | Project
Grant 1,500,000} 150,000}1,350,000
[funds
[Match % 20%|  20% 20%
|Match 375,000 37,500 337,500
Total 1,875,000( 187,500{1,687,500|
Project

The total match provided by the City to receive funding is $375,000 ($37,500 in 2021 /
$337,500 in 2022). In addition, an "overmatch" is proposed of $52,000 for the
consultant to prepare the Subsurface Utility Engineering (SUE) plans and other
environmental documentation that is not reimbursable by the grant, bringing the City's
total investment in 2022 to $389,500.

If City Council approves this action, the $37,500 required in 2021 for the study will be
added to the supplemental appropriation being set for public hearing on September 15,
2021, and the $389,500 for 2022 will be included in the proposed 2022 Budget.

SUGGESTED MOTION:

| move to (approve/deny) the request for the Mayor to sign the attached Memorandum
of Agreement with Mesa County for the North Avenue / US6B Enhanced Transit
Corridor Study and Construction Project.

Attachments
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1. MOA-North Ave Enhanced Transit Corridor Study
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MEMORANDUM OF AGREEMENT
between
The City of Grand Junction and Mesa County, Colorado
for the
North Avenue Enhanced Transit Corridor Study

The parties to this Memorandum of Agreement (“AGREEMENT”) are Mesa
County, Colorado, a political subdivision of the State of Colorado, acting through
the Board of County Commissioners of Mesa County, Colorado (“COUNTY”), and
the City of Grand Junction, Colorado, a Colorado Municipality, acting through the
City Council of the City of Grand Junction, Colorado (“CITY”).

Introduction

Both the City and the County (“the Parties” or “Parties”) have an interest in
improving the multimodal facilities and transit experience on US 6/North
Avenue, a Colorado Department of Transportation (CDOT) facility.

The Parties recognize that cooperative planning and spending can maximize
the community’s resources that are available for improvements and strive to
partner on the North Avenue Enhanced Transit Corridor Study (Study) that is
funded with CDOT SB267 funds and matched by the CITY.

Purpose

The purpose of this AGREEMENT is to establish the lines of communications
and responsibility for the various work items necessary to complete this study
and improvements. This AGREEMENT also establishes the intention of the
CITY to provide matching funds for the Study.

This project has two phases:

Phase 1: North Avenue Enhanced Transit Corridor Study- includes a
comprehensive corridor study, public outreach, recommendations of transit
enhancements, conceptual design of the multimodal path, and 30% design for
recommended improvements that fully utilize the Phase 2 funding amount.
Phase 1 includes supplemental services that will be fully paid for by the CITY.
All other services are paid 80% CDOT SB 267 transit / 20% City of Grand
Junction. The Phase 1 work shall be referred to collectively as “the Study” or
“Study” or “Phase 1.”

This study is planned for completion by Summer 2022.

[Commented [IS1]: Who performs the study? How selected? ]

Phase 2: Final design and construction of funded, recommended
improvements with remaining SB267 transit funding.

This phase will begin near/at the completion of Phase 1. The City will
contract directly with CDOT for this phase and is not part of this MOU.

North Avenue ETC Study MOU / September 1, 2021- Page 1
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Procedure
1) The City will include funds in its 2021/2022 budget for the local match
of the Study as shown below:

Project Budget:

[Commented [3S2]: ? Supplemental to what?

Phase 1
\Supplemental‘
Phase 1 Services
Overmatch Total City
2021 2022 Match
Grantfunds | $ 150,000
Match % 20%
Match $37,500 $48,000 $87,500
Total
Project $187,500 $ 48,000

2) The Study will span from Fall 2021-Summer 2022. The Parties agree
to carry over and annually appropriate as required by Colorado law
unexpended funds for the Project until completion.

3) The CITY and COUNTY will co-manage Phase 1 of the Project. A
technical team |will consist of staff designated respectively by the CITY

and the COUNTY (Public Works and the RTPQ) and CDOT. Project

Manager for the City will be Trent Prall. Project Manager for the RTPO

will Dana Brosig. The CITY and COUNTY will perform their respective
public relations coordinated through the Project IManaged.

4) Payments to the consultant selected for Phase 1 will be through the
COUNTY RTPO office. The COUNTY RTPO will invoice the CITY
once in 2021 and once in 2022 and seek reimbursement from CDOT
for SB267 transit funds.

Administration

A) Nothing in this AGREEMENT will be construed as limiting of affecting
in any way the authority or legal responsibility of the COUNTY and/or
the CITY, or as binding either Party to perform beyond the respective
authority of each, or as requiring either Party to assume or expend any
sum in the excess of appropriations available.

B) This AGREEMENT shall become effective when signed by the Parties
hereto. The Parties may amend the AGREEMENT by mutual written
attachment as the need arises. Any Party may terminate this

North Avenue ETC Study MOU / September 1, 2021- Page 2
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AGREEMENT after 30 days’ notice in writing to the other in the
intention to do so and fulfillment of all outstanding legal obligations.

C) The COUNTY has advertised, received proposals, and will award the
Phase 1 work upon recommendation of the Project Management

Team. The CITY will separately solicit and contract for Phase 2 which (commented [358]: >

is not part of this AGREEMENT. The COUNTY shall include all the
terms and conditions regarding bonding, insurance and indemnification
provisions as part of the COUNTY'’S contract so that the Project is

protected. Commented [JS9]: Are there “standard terms"? Have those
been reviewed and agreed on by the City? Absent knowing what
those terms are “Project protection” is indeterminate

In Witness whereof, the Parties herein have caused this document to be executed as of
the date of the last signature shown below.

MESA COUNTY

Janet Rowland, Chair ATTEST: Tina Peters, Clerk ( commented [3510]: 27?2
Mesa County Board of Commissioners Date:

CITY OF GRAND JUNCTION

Chuck McDaniel, President of the Council ATTEST: Wanda Winkelmann, Clerk

Grand Junction City Council Date:

North Avenue ETC Study MOU / September 1, 2021- Page 3
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CITY O

Grand Junction
("_Q COLORADDO

Grand Junction City Council

Regular Session

Item #3.b.

Meeting Date: September 1, 2021

Presented By: Ken Sherbenou, Parks and Recreation Director

Department: Parks and Recreation
Submitted By: Ken Sherbenou

Information
SUBJECT:

Authorizing the Contract Amendment for the Early Release Construction Package for
the Lincoln Park Stadium Renovation Project

RECOMMENDATION:

Authorize the City Purchasing Department to execute a contract amendment approving the Early
Release Construction Package as presented.

EXECUTIVE SUMMARY:

Lincoln Park Stadium is undergoing major renovation in 2021 and 2022. September 20th is the
scheduled start date for construction. The project's architect and engineer team, led by Perkins and
Will, has been working diligently with the Construction Manager and General Contractor, Shaw
Construction. Working with these two groups, project priorities have been set by the Stadium
Improvement Committee, comprised of Grand Junction Baseball (JUCO), Colorado Mesa University
(CMU), School District #51 and the City. The resulting plans include significant capital improvement
to this cornerstone of the community that School District #51, CMU, JUCO, the GJ Rockies and
many other community users rely upon.

Shaw Construction, the project's Construction Manager and General Contractor, worked with the
Architect and Engineer Team headed by Perkins and Will, to assemble an early release package for
construction. This package involves several critical, time-sensitive items such as bleacher
demolition, new foundations and new bleachers on both the Suplizio and Stocker sides of the
stadium. These items must be set in motion by the beginning of September to ensure the
completion of the renovation in time for the Junior College World Series (JUCO) at Suplizio and the
five graduations at Stocker, all happening in May of 2022. Following this early release package, a
guaranteed maximum price (GMP) for the entire project will be considered by City Council, likely in
late October or early November.

BACKGROUND OR DETAILED INFORMATION:
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Currently, the based project plan of $8 million is funded through the proceeds from the refunding of
the Stadium COPs. The annual lease payment for this renovation and previous improvements to the
Stadium average $698,000 per year through 2044. This annual payment is funded by JUCO
($300,000) and School District #51 ($100,000) with the City's Conservation Trust Fund revenues
funding the remaining amount. As mentioned in the summary, CMU is also a funding partner and it
is proposed their contribution be put towards repaying a loan of $2,500,000 from the General Fund
reserve. This would be $200,000 per year from 2021 to 2032 and then $100,000 for the year 2033.
This would constitute a total contribution from CMU of $2,500,000, which will be the same as School
District #51 at $100,000 for 25 years.

Descriptions

Base Project: The base project plan is currently estimated at $8 million. This base project plan
includes the demolition, foundations and new grandstands at Suplizio Field and Stocker Stadium.
This involves the replacement of the oldest sections of bleachers at Suplizio with 1,000 new
chairback seats behind home plate and 3,000 new bleacher seats along the 3rd baseline. All
electrical, utilities, asphalt, electrical, cabling and audio/visual elements in this section of the
stadium will also be replaced. On the Stocker side, the base project plan includes demo,
foundations and new grandstands for the west bleachers, which are the oldest on the Stocker side.
New buildings will also be constructed under the new stands, including new men's and women's
bathrooms. All utilities, asphalt, electrical, cabling and audio/visual elements in this section of the
stadium will also be replaced.

Early Release Construction Package: All elements in the early release package are a part of the
base plan. Elements include Suplezio Field Stadium sitework support, earthwork, demolition of
existing stands, deep foundations, underground utilities, concrete, waterproofing and foundation
insulation, new bleachers and new light poles in the Stocker West bleacher area. The full details on
project components and pricing may be found in the enclosed early release packet from Shaw
Construction. Shaw Construction was awarded the contract after a formal Request for Proposals
was issued earlier this spring.

FISCAL IMPACT:

The early release construction package totals $4,805,706. The total project budget is estimated at
$8,000,000 and is in the 2021 Adopted Budget. Staff will come back to City Council for approval of
the full Guaranteed Maximum Price (GMP) contract once that amount is established in late October
or early November.

SUGGESTED MOTION:

I move to approve the contract amendment for the Lincoln Park Stadium Renovation as presented.

Attachments

1. Lincoln Park Complex - DD - Early Authorization Summary and Detail 8 26 21
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August 25, 2021

Mr. Ken Sherbenou

Parks and Recreation Director
City of Grand Junction

1340 Gunnison Avenue
Grand Junction, CO 81501

Reference: Lincoln Park Complex
Subject: Early Authorization

Shaw Construction is pleased to provide the amount for Early Authorization above referenced project. The summary of
costs compared to the concept cost model is below. We are requesting an Early Authorization amount not to exceed

$4,805,706.
In general, we are tracking within the current budget for the scope of work items included:

General Scope of Work:
- Demo
- Foundations
- Underground Utilities
- New Bleachers
- New Lightpoles at Stocker West

Early Authorization Budgets

Lincoln Park Renovations
Concept Budget Early Authorization Budget Notes

Scope Item A - New Suplizio North Grandstands $ 2,872,440 | $ 2,770,466

- Sitework Support S 160,314 | § 111,299

-Demo S 196,230 | s 395,750 | Lead Based Paint Scope Added

- Earthwork S 158,041 | S 137,763

- Deep Foundations S 340,323 | S 302,592

- Site Utilities S 119,858 | § 106,470

- Concrete S 172,604 | s 221,138

- Waterproofing and Foundation Insulation S 4,261 | S 4,546

- Bleachers S 1,720,809 | S 1,463,408

- Allowances S S 27,500 | Weather Protection and Potholing
Scope Item C - New Stoker West Grandstands $ 1,905,498 | $ 2,035,238

- Sitework Support S 105223 | s 76,979

-Demo S 136,072 | s 291,235 | Lead Based Paint Scope Added

- Earthwork S 82,745 | s 88,134

- Deep Foundations S 157,786 | s 142,321

- Site Utilities S 125587 | s 91,679

- Concrete S 242,367 | S 278,655

- Waterproofing and Foundation Insulation S 8,107 | S 8,648

- Bleachers S 875,731 | S 752,657

- Field Lighting S 171,880 | s 284,930 | New Light Poles Included

- Allowances S - S 20,000 | Weather Protection

S 4,777,938 | $ 4,805,704
.shawconstruction
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Inclusions:

Lead based paint removal per OSHA standards
Removal of field netting at Suplizio
Pressbox demo at Suplizio and Stocker
Structure demo at Suplizio and Stocker
Bleacher demo at Suplizio and Stocker. Demo contractor to ‘own’ bleachers for any scrap metal savings and has
factored that savings into their proposal
Asphalt removal at Suplizio under bleacher footprint and outside of bleacher footprint up to 6” depth
Concrete removal at Stocker withing bleacher footprint up to 6” depth
Removal of existing bleacher foundations; assumed to be 6’ x 6" x 24” thick
Over-ex and removal of existing grade for 12” depth Class 6 base course under new 4” depth asphalt location
outside of new Suplizio grand stands
Import/export as needed to make grade under new 3” depth asphalt location inside of new Suplizio grand stands
Over-ex and removal of existing grade for 6” depth Class 6 base course under new 6” depth concrete location
inside of new Stocker grand stands
Excavation and backfill for new pile caps
24" over-excavation at building foundations with structural backfill
4” layer of %” crushed rock under building Slab on Grades
Pile caps as shown
Building mat slabs as shown
Home plate backstop wall as shown
4” concrete paving at home plate backstop location
4” SDR35 sewer piping, 4” cleanouts, and tie-in at existing manhole at Stocker
2” PureCore water piping at Stocker
6” SDR35 storm piping, nyloplast drains, trench drain as shown at Suplizio
Damproofing and 2” rigid insulation at perimeter of building mat slabs
10 mil steggowrap vapor barrier at building mat slab
Six screwpiles with pile cap per each new field light pole (2 total)
Screw piles included with a bid depth of 45’
Removal of four existing field light poles on the west side of stocker; foundations to remain
Two new field lighting poles installed adjacent to new Stocker grand stands — one to the north and one to the
south
o Re-use of existing Metal Halide lamps from the four existing light poles
o New additional Metal Halide lamps as needed to maintain current light levels

Exclusions:

Permit Fees

Concrete / asphalt flatwork at Suplizio

Any modifications / upgrades to existing primary electrical, low voltage, gas utilities

Soil stabilization

Removal and disposal of any hazardous material not unsuitable soils that may be found during construction
Removal and disposal of any underground obstacles that may be found during construction that are not shown on
the drawings

Restrained joints for utility piping

Water or sewer piping at Suplizio

Storm piping at Stocker

Dewatering

Rock excavation

Permanent dewatering systems

shawconstruction
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e 3" party soils testing and inspections

e  Utility tap / connection fees

e |rrigation systems

e Special drill bits for screw piles

e Add services from the design team for foundation design/coordination of new foundations for two new field
lightpole foundations at stocker

e Any scope at northwest and southwest plazas

The following table represents subcontractors solicited for bid for this early authorization package:

SHAW GILP - Early Authorization Bid Summary

C ONSTRUCTILDON]

Bid Summary Details

SECTION ITEM 5UB NAME 5UB NAME SUB NAME ANTICIPATED ANWARD

02000 Demolition Pioneer Norcon P35l Pioneer

02200 Deep Foundations K-LA Alpine Site Safe K-L&

02300 Earthwork / Utilities cw Skyline KED cw

03000 Concrete cuc Burner Mays cuc

13000 Bleachers SturdiSteel Southern BROC SturdiSteel

16000 Field Lighting MUSCO MUSCO
shawconstruction
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LINCOLN PARK COMPLEX Page 1
City of Grand Junction 8/25/2021 4:29 PM
[

DD Early Authorization Lincoln Park Complex - DD - Early Authorization.pee

Project name CMU Baseball Complex
Orchard Avenue
Grand Junction
Cco

Labor rate table 1
Report format Sorted by 'Bid Item/Phase’
'Detail' summary
Allocate addons

Print sort level notes
Paginate

CONFIDENTIAL: The information and data in this report are strictly confidential and are supplied on the understanding that they will be held confidentially and not disclosed to third parties without the prior written consent of Shaw Construction.
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LINCOLN PARK COMPLEX Page 2
City of Grand Junction 8/25/2021 4:29 PM
4 o N

DD Early Authorization Lincoln Park Complex - DD - Early Authorization.pee

Bid Item Phase Description Takeoff Quantity  Total Cost/Unit Total Amount Previous Budget/Notes
A New Suplizio North Grandstands
002050 SITEWORK SUPPORT

Barricades and Pedestrian Control 1,000.00 If 12.00 /If 12,000
Surveying & Layout 35,000.00 sf 0.45 /sf 15,750
General Labor and Cleanup 1,500.00 hrs 34.96 /hrs 52,440
Conexes for Facilities Equipment - 3 Each 30.00 mo 350.00 /mo 10,500

SITEWORK SUPPORT Isf 90,690

002220 SITE DEMOLITION

Site Demolition 35,000.00 ssf 1.75 Issf 61,250
Bleacher Demolition 1.00 Is 137,500.00 /Is 137,500
Foundation Demolition 20,000.00 sf 2.50 /sf 50,000
Building Demolition 1.00 Is 20,000.00 /Is 20,000
MEP Disconnects 1.00 Is 15,000.00 /Is 15,000
Lead Paint Removal 1.00 Is 40,000.00 /Is 40,000
SITE DEMOLITION Isf 323,750

002310 GRADING

Rough Grade Site (see Slab * incl 0.00 /incl 0
Excavation)
Finish Grade Site 35,000.00 sf 0.45 /sf 15,750
GRADING Isf 15,750
002320 BUILDING EXCAVATION
Excavate Footings 1,000.00 cy 25.00 /cy 25,000
Excav Slab 1,000.00 cy 17.00 /cy 17,000
Select Under Slab 1,000.00 cy 35.00 /cy 35,000
Hand Excavate 80.00 hr 39.63 /hr 3,170
Hand Compaction 160.00 hr 39.63 /hr 6,340
BUILDING EXCAVATION Isf 86,510
002370 EROSION CONTROL
Erosion Control - Install & Maintain 1,000.00 If 6.00 /If 6,000
SWMP Preparation 1.00 ea 1,750.00 /ea 1,750
Erosion Control Monitoring 8.00 mo 429.00 /mo 3,432
EROSION CONTROL Isf 11,182
002470 SPECIAL FOUNDATIONS
Helical Foundation Piles - 55' Deep 1.00 Is 247,541.00 /Is 247,541
SPECIAL FOUNDATIONS Isf 247,541
002505 UTILITIES
Utility Demolition / Relocations 1.00 Is 10,000.00 /Is 10,000
Water Distribution and Meter Pit *ex 0.00 /ex 0
Water Tie In *ex 0.00 /ex 0
Sanitary Sewer *ex 0.00 /ex 0
Sanitary Sewer - Tie In *ex 0.00 /ex 0
Storm Sewer 1.00 Is 50,000.00 /Is 50,000
Storm Sewer - Manholes 2.00 ea 4,800.00 /ea 9,600
Storm Sewer - Tie In 1.00 ea 7,500.00 /ea 7,500
Electrical Service - Trench/Backfill and Conduit 100.00 If 50.00 /If 5,000
Tele/Data - Trench/Backfill and Conduit 100.00 If 50.00 /If 5,000
UTILITIES Isf 87,100

003310 CAST-IN-PLACE CONCRETE

Plle Cap A & B1 1.00 Is 154,860.00 /Is 154,860
Concrete Wall at Backstop *cy 0.00 /cy 0
6" SOG at on Grade Seating * sf 0.00 /sf 0
8" Mat Slab * sf 0.00 /sf 0
Concrete Hoisting Equip. 2.00 mo 6,520.00 /mo 13,040
Clean-up 350.00 hr 39.63 /hr 13,869
CAST-IN-PLACE CONCRETE Isf 181,769
007120 WATERPROOFING
Damproofing 500.00 sf 2.50 /sf 1,250
WATERPROOFING Isf 1,250
007210 BUILDING INSULATION
2" Extrud.Polystyrene Foundation 500.00 sf 3.00 /sf 1,500
BUILDING INSULATION Isf 1,500

007260 VAPOR RETARDERS
CONFIDENTIAL: The information and data in this report are strictly confidential and are supplied on the understanding that they will be held confidentially and not disclosed to third parties without the prior written consent of Shaw Construction.
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LINCOLN PARK COMPLEX Page 3
City of Grand Junction 8/25/2021 4:29 PM
4 19N

DD Early Authorization Lincoln Park Complex - DD - Early Authorization.pee

Bid Item Phase Description Takeoff Quantity  Total Cost/Unit Total Amount Previous Budget/Notes
007260 VAPOR RETARDERS
Stegowrap Vapor Barrier 775.00 sf 1.25 /sf 969
VAPOR RETARDERS Isf 969

013125 GRANDSTANDS/BLEACHERS

Grandstand/Bleacher 1.00 Is 1,370,232.00 /Is 1,370,232
Remove Netting at Poles 1.00 Is 7,500.00 /Is 7,500
GRANDSTANDS/BLEACHERS Isf 1,377,732

018005 ALLOWANCES

Weather Conditions; Snow Removal, Temp Heat, 1.00 Is 20,000.00 /Is 20,000

Tenting, Concrete Admixes, etc.

Potholing 1.00 Is 7,500.00 /Is 7,500
ALLOWANCES 27,500

A New Suplizio North Grandstands 2,453,243

CONFIDENTIAL: The information and data in this report are strictly confidential and are supplied on the understanding that they will be held confidentially and not disclosed to third parties without the prior written consent of Shaw Construction.
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LINCOLN PARK COMPLEX

Page 4

City of Grand Junction 8/25/2021 4:29 PM
DD Early Authorization Lincoln Park Complex - DD - Early Authorization.pee
Bid Item Phase Description Takeoff Quantity  Total Cost/Unit Total Amount Previous Budget/Notes
[ New Stoker West Grandstands
002050 SITEWORK SUPPORT
Barricades and Pedestrian Control 750.00 If 12.00 /If 9,000
Surveying & Layout 15,000.00 sf 0.45 /sf 6,750
General Labor and Cleanup 750.00 hrs 34.96 /hrs 26,220
Traffic Control 4.00 mo 5,000.00 /mo 20,000
SITEWORK SUPPORT Isf 61,970
002220 SITE DEMOLITION
Site Demolition 15,000.00 ssf 1.75 Issf 26,250
Bleacher Demolition 1.00 ea 98,000.00 /ea 98,000
Foundation Demolition 15,000.00 sf 2.50 /sf 37,500
Building Demolition 3.00 ea 12,166.67 /ea 36,500
MEP Disconnects 1.00 Is 15,000.00 /Is 15,000
Lead Paint Removal 1.00 Is 25,000.00 /Is 25,000
SITE DEMOLITION Isf 238,250
002310 GRADING
Rough Grade Site (see Slab * incl 0.00 /incl 0
Excavation)
Finish Grade Site 15,000.00 sf 0.45 /sf 6,750
GRADING Isf 6,750
002320 BUILDING EXCAVATION
Excavate Footings 500.00 cy 25.00 /cy 12,500
Excav Slab 750.00 cy 17.00 /cy 12,750
Select Under Slab 750.00 cy 35.00 /cy 26,250
Hand Excavate 40.00 hr 39.63 /hr 1,585
Hand Compaction 80.00 hr 39.63 /hr 3,170
BUILDING EXCAVATION Isf 56,255
002370 EROSION CONTROL
Erosion Control - Install & Maintain 1,000.00 If 6.00 /If 6,000
SWMP Preparation 1.00 ea 1,750.00 /ea 1,750
Erosion Control Monitoring 4.00 mo 429.00 /mo 1,716
EROSION CONTROL Isf 9,466
002470 SPECIAL FOUNDATIONS
Helical Foundation Piles - 60' Deep 1.00 Is 116,428.00 /Is 116,428
SPECIAL FOUNDATIONS Isf 116,428
002505 UTILITIES
Utility Demolition / Relocations 1.00 Is 10,000.00 /Is 10,000
Water Distribution and Meter Pit 200.00 If 100.00 /If 20,000
Water Tie In 1.00 ea 7,500.00 /ea 7,500
Sanitary Sewer 200.00 If 100.00 /If 20,000
Sanitary Sewer - Tie In 1.00 ea 7,500.00 /ea 7,500
Storm Sewer *ex 0.00 /ex 0
Storm Sewer - Manholes *ex 0.00 /ex 0
Storm Sewer - Tie In *ex 0.00 /ex 0
Electrical Service - Trench/Backfill and Conduit 100.00 If 50.00 /If 5,000
Tele/Data - Trench/Backfill and Conduit 100.00 If 50.00 /If 5,000
UTILITIES Isf 75,000
002750 CONCRETE PAVING
6" Conc Paving 11,500.00 sf 10.00 /sf 115,000
New 4" Sidewalk at 12th 1,300.00 sf 6.50 /sf 8,450
New C&G at 12th 40.00 If 30.00 /If 1,200
CONCRETE PAVING Isf 124,650
003310 CAST-IN-PLACE CONCRETE
Pile Cap A & B1 1.00 Is 77,263.00 /Is 77,263
8" Mat Slab *incl 0.00 /incl 0
Concrete Hoisting Equip. 2.00 mo 6,520.00 /mo 13,040
Clean-up 350.00 hr 39.63 /hr 13,869
CAST-IN-PLACE CONCRETE Isf 104,172
007120 WATERPROOFING
Damproofing 900.00 sf 2.50 /sf 2,250
WATERPROOFING Isf 2,250
007210 BUILDING INSULATION

CONFIDENTIAL: The information and data in this report are strictly confidential and are supplied on the understanding that they will be held confidentially and not disclosed to third parties without the prior written consent of Shaw Construction.
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DD Early Authorization Lincoln Park Complex - DD - Early Authorization.pee
Bid Item Phase Description Takeoff Quantity  Total Cost/Unit Total Amount Previous Budget/Notes
007210 BUILDING INSULATION
2" Extrud.Polystyrene Foundation 900.00 sf 3.00 /sf 2,700
BUILDING INSULATION Isf 2,700
007260 VAPOR RETARDERS
Stegowrap Vapor Barrier 1,700.00 sf 1.25 /sf 2,125
VAPOR RETARDERS Isf 2,125
013125 GRANDSTANDS/BLEACHERS
Grandstand/Bleacher 1.00 Is 709,178.00 /Is 709,178
GRANDSTANDS/BLEACHERS Isf 709,178
016520 EXTERIOR LIGHT FIXTURES
New Light Poles and Metal Halide Lamps 1.00 Is 233,092.00 /Is 233,092
EXTERIOR LIGHT FIXTURES Isf 233,092
018005 ALLOWANCES
Weather Conditions; Snow Removal, Temp Heat, 1.00 Is 20,000.00 /Is 20,000
Tenting, Concrete Admixes, etc.
ALLOWANCES 20,000
C New Stoker West Grandstands 1,762,286

CONFIDENTIAL: The information and data in this report are strictly confidential and are supplied on the understanding that they will be held confidentially and not disclosed to third parties without the prior written consent of Shaw Construction.
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LINCOLN PARK COMPLEX

City of Grand Junction
DD Early Authorization

Page 6
8/25/2021 4:29 PM
Lincoln Park Complex - DD - Early Authorization.pee

Description

Material Sales Tax - Exempt
General Liability - GC's

Builders Risk - GC's

Warranty Reserve - w/Fee

P & P Bond - GC's

Cloud Technology Services - GC

RFP

Construction Contingency
Design Contingency

Fee Above $6.7M
GL Above $6.7M

P & P Bond Above $6.7M

Total

Estimate Totals

Amount Totals Rate
4,215,530 4,215,530
4,215,530
4,215,530
252,932 6.000 %
337,242 8.000 %
590,174 4,805,704
4,805,704
4,805,704

CONFIDENTIAL: The information and data in this report are strictly confidential and are supplied on the understanding that they will be held confidentially and not disclosed to third parties without the prior written consent of Shaw Construction.
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Grand Junction
("_Q COLORADDO

Grand Junction City Council

Regular Session

Item #4.a.

Meeting Date: September 1, 2021

Presented By: Doug Shoemaker, Chief of Police

Department: Police
Submitted By: Deputy Chief Michael A. Nordine

Information
SUBJECT:

A Resolution Authorizing the City Manager to Submit a Grant Request to the US
Department of Justice (DOJ) FY 2021 Edward Byrne Memorial Justice Assistance
Grant (JAG)

RECOMMENDATION:

Authorize the application for the 2021 BJA JAG grant process.
EXECUTIVE SUMMARY:

The Grant Junction Police Department has been solicited by the Bureau of Justice
Assistance (BJA) program of the US Department of Justice (DOJ) to apply for an
annual, formula grant in the amount of $42,287. The grant is a joint award that is split
evenly between the Grand Junction Police Department and the Mesa County Sheriff's
Office ($21,143.50 each). If awarded, these funds will be used to accomplish critical
training initiatives in the areas of use of force/response to resistance, de-escalation,
and ethnic and implicit bias.

As part of the application process, the Bureau of Justice Assistance requires that City
Council review/authorize receipt of the grant and provide an opportunity for public
comment (30 days minimum). Therefore, a public comment opportunity is requested for
the purpose of satisfying this requirement.

BACKGROUND OR DETAILED INFORMATION:

Given the ever-evolving climate in which law enforcement now operates, both due to
the COVID-19 epidemic and the civil unrest following the tragic death of George Floyd
last year, the Grand Junction Police Department continues to focus on training
initiatives that will further strengthen our community policing initiatives. Soon to be
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entering our third year of the recently passed First Responder Tax within the City of
Grand Junction, the number of personnel we are hiring is consistently increasing, and
with that increase comes necessary training to ensure we hold ourselves to the
standards of excellence we’ve set for the agency.

With the passage of Senate Bill 217 and other laws passed both this year and last,
police departments in Colorado must continue to focus on our need for additional
training dollars to assist with training initiatives in use of force/response to resistance,
de-escalation, and ethnic and implicit bias training courses. While at the Grand Junction
Police Department we already provide training in each of those categories, the
additional stipulations required by the State of Colorado (without any funding source)
will necessitate us to utilize JAG funds to accomplish this mission to an even greater
level that will correspond with our community’s expectations.

We expect to facilitate training here in our department with the expectation that more of
our officers will be able to participate and that we will be more efficient with funds spent.
We anticipate the training to take place in the first year and so we expect funds to be
expended in that same time frame.

The Edward Byrne Memorial Justice Assistance Grant (JAG) is an annual formula grant
offered through the federal Bureau of Justice Assistance. Based upon population and
crime statistics, the BJA awards funds to be used for operational and training needs.

FISCAL IMPACT:

The revenue and expenses for this award are budgeted in the 2021 budget.

SUGGESTED MOTION:

| move to (adopt/deny) Resolution No. 67-21, a resolution authorizing the City Manager
to submit a grant request to the Department of Justice for the 2021 Edward Byrne
Memorial Justice Assistance Grant.

Attachments

1. Resolution - 2021JAGGrant
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RESOLUTION NO.

A RESOLUTION SUPPORTING THE APPLICATION FOR THE FY 2021 EDWARD
BYRNE MEMORIAL JUSTICE ASSISTANCE GRANT (JAG) FROM THE
DEPARTMENT OF JUSTICE (DOJ) BUREAU OF JUSTICE ASSISTANCE
PROGRAM (BJA)

Recitals:

City Council has considered and for the reasons stated, authorizes an application for
the FY 2021 Edward Byrne Memorial Justice Assistance Grant which will provide
financial assistance to the Grand Junction Police Department to conduct trainings in key
areas which include use of force/response to resistance, de-escalation, and ethnic and
implicit bias.

GJPD has been awarded this grant annually and would like to apply for the current
cycle, which requires assurance of community priority. Applications cannot be
submitted unless approved by the city council.

This is an annual, non-competitive formula grant which totals $42,287. 50% of the
allocation ($21,143.50) will be retained by GJPD while the other 50% will be passed to
Mesa County Sheriff's Department, as per grant requirements.

NOW, THEREFORE, BE IT HEREBY RESOLVED BY THE CITY COUNCIL OF THE
CITY OF GRAND JUNCTION THAT:

1: The City Council of the City of Grand Junction strongly supports the
application to the DOJ to obtain funds needed to complete the Project.
The City Manager is authorized and directed to work to finalize and timely
submit such DOJ BJA grant application.

2: If the grant is awarded, the City Council of the City of Grand Junction
strongly supports the completion of the Project, and authorizes the City
Manager to sign an appropriate grant agreement on behalf of the City as
grantee of the DOJ BJA grant.

This Resolution shall be in full force and effect from and after its passage
and adoption.

Passed and adopted this __ day of , 2021.

Chuck McDaniel
President, Grand Junction City Council
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ATTEST:

Wanda Winkelman
City Clerk
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Grand Junction
("_Q COLORADDO

Grand Junction City Council

Regular Session

Item #4.b.

Meeting Date: September 1, 2021

Presented By: Doug Shoemaker, Chief of Police

Department: Police
Submitted By: Deputy Chief Michael A. Nordine

Information
SUBJECT:

A Resolution Authorizing the City Manager to Submit a Grant Request to the State of
Colorado Department of Local Affairs (DOLA) FY 2021 — 2022 Gray & Black Market
Marijuana Enforcement Grant

RECOMMENDATION:

Adopt a resolution authorizing the City Manager to submit a grant request to the
Colorado Department of Local Affairs for the FY 2021/2022 Gray and Black Marijuana
Enforcement Grant.

EXECUTIVE SUMMARY:

The Colorado Department of Local Affairs Gray & Black Market Marijuana Enforcement
Grant is a formula grant opportunity intended to fund local enforcement efforts involving
gray and black marijuana. Past grants have funded equipment, training, and overtime
during illegal marijuana investigations. The purpose of this item is to consider an
application for the FY 2021 - 2022 grant cycle.

BACKGROUND OR DETAILED INFORMATION:

This is an opportunity to apply for the Colorado Department of Local Affairs Gray and
Black Market Marijuana Enforcement grant, which requires assurance of community
priority. Applications cannot be submitted unless approved by the city council. The
grant has previously been an open process but has since become a formula grant
based upon population, number of applications received and total dollars available.

In the FY 2020 - 2021 cycle, the Grand Junction Police Department was awarded

$136,950 out of $6,000,000 total available dollars. For this year's grant cycle, the
Colorado Department of Local Affairs has total funding of $900,000 available, which is
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considerably lower than in recent years. City staff estimates that we will receive an
award in the range of $20,000 - $30,000 based upon historical allocation percentages
of the total funding available. Historically, these grant dollars have been spent on
personnel/overtime costs, equipment & supplies, travel, medical expenses related to
injury or exposure during a marijuana investigation, and the purchase of information or
evidence to be reimbursed to the City of Grand Junction. If funded in this cycle, staff
would utilize these dollars towards similar expenditures.

FISCAL IMPACT:

If City Council authorizes the grant application and it is awarded, the spend of the
awarded funds will be included in the proposed 2022 Budget.

SUGGESTED MOTION:

Move to (adopt/deny) Resolution No. 68-21, a resolution to authorize the City Manager
to submit a grant request to the Department of Local Affairs for the Gray and Black
Market Marijuana Enforcement Program.

Attachments

1. Resolution - 2021.2022Gray&BlackMarketMarijuanaGrant
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RESOLUTION NO.

A RESOLUTION SUPPORTING THE APPLICATION FOR A GRAY & BLACK
MARKET MARIJUANA ENFORCEMENT GRANT FROM THE DEPARTMENT OF
LOCAL AFFAIRS

Recitals:

City Council has considered and for the reasons stated, authorizes an application for a
grant to provide financial assistance to the Grand Junction Police Department for the
enforcement of gray and black market marijuana.

GJPD has been awarded this grant numerous times and would like to apply for the Gray
and Black Market Marijuana Enforcement grant for the current cycle, which requires
assurance of community priority. Applications cannot be submitted unless approved by
the city council.

The Colorado Department of Local Affairs has total funding of $900,000 available
(including program operations.) Although it is unknown at this time how much of the
total $9,000,000 the City would be awarded, the fiscal impact of this grant will allow for
personnel/overtime costs, equipment & supplies, travel, medical expenses related to
injury or exposure during a marijuana investigation, and the purchase of information or
evidence to be reimbursed to the City of Grand Junction.

In the last grant period for the Gray and Black Market Marijuana Enforcement Program,
City of Grand Junction Police Department was awarded $136,950 to it as a formula
calculation based off of the number of applicants and the population of City of Grand
Junction. Staff estimates that this cycle will result in an approximate allocation of
$20,000 - 30,000 in formula grant award to help with the enforcement of illegal
marijuana activities.

NOW, THEREFORE, BE IT HEREBY RESOLVED BY THE CITY COUNCIL OF THE
CITY OF GRAND JUNCTION THAT:

1: The City Council of the City of Grand Junction strongly supports the
application to DOLA to obtain funds needed to complete the Project. The
City Manager is authorized and directed to work to finalize and timely
submit such DOLA grant application.

2: If the grant is awarded, the City Council of the City of Grand Junction
strongly supports the completion of the Project, and authorizes the City
Manager to sign an appropriate grant agreement on behalf of the City as
grantee of the DOLA grant.

This Resolution shall be in full force and effect from and after its passage
and adoption.
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Passed and adopted this _ day of , 2021.

Chuck McDaniel
President, Grand Junction City Council

ATTEST:

Wanda Winkelman
City Clerk
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Grand Junction
("_Q COLORADDO

Grand Junction City Council

Regular Session

Item #4.c.

Meeting Date: September 1, 2021

Presented By: Angela Padalecki

Department: City Manager's Office
Submitted By: Greg LeBlanc, Sr. Asst. to the City Manager

Information
SUBJECT:

A Resolution Authorizing the City Manager to Execute Related Documents and Co-
Sponsorship Agreement for an Anticipated Airport Improvement Program Grant

RECOMMENDATION:

Pre-authorize the City Manager to accept an anticipated Airport Improvement Program
grant offer between the Federal Aviation Administration, Mesa County, the City of
Grand Junction, and the Grand Junction Regional Airport Authority and sign the Co-
Sponsorship Agreement between the City of Grand Junction and the Grand Junction
Regional Airport Authority and authorize the City Attorney to sign all related documents.

EXECUTIVE SUMMARY:

The Grand Junction Regional Airport Authority board applied for an FAA AIP grant to
fund the runway replacement program's grading and drainage construction work. The
FAA has indicated that if the Airport is awarded a grant in this fiscal year, it will be in
mid-September and the turnaround time for signatures will be extremely short. The FAA
has provided a draft AIP grant award that includes the terms of the grant — at this time,
only the grant award amount is unknown. The grant application was for up to
$20,000,000 and if the FAA can provide a grant in this fiscal year, there will be no
matching requirement to the GJRAA, and the grant will cover 100% of the project
costs. To ensure the GJRAA remains positioned to capture any grant funding the FAA
has available in this fiscal year, GJRAA is requesting the County and City to pre-
authorize the acceptance of an AIP grant award, should it be offered and consistent
with the terms of the grant application and the draft grant agreement. This authorization
will enable all parties to execute the required documentation within the date range
specified in the grant documents. As creators and co-sponsors of the Airport Authority,
both the County Commissioners and the City Council must also approve grant awards
from the FAA to the Airport Authority.
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The grant application was approved by the Airport Board of Commissioners at the
August 3, 2021 meeting and the Airport Authority Board of Commissioners pre-
authorized the Authority Board Chair to accept the anticipated award at the August 17,
2021 meeting.

BACKGROUND OR DETAILED INFORMATION:

Pursuant to the Title 49, U.S.C., Subtitle VII, Part B, as amended, the Airport Authority
has applied for monies from the Federal Aviation Administration (“FAA”), for grading
and drainage construction for the runway replacement project, pursuant to the terms
set forth in the draft AIP Grant. The FAA has indicated that they intend to award a grant
consistent with the grant application pending the identification of funding, provided the
City of Grand Junction and Mesa County execute the Grant Agreement as co-sponsors
with the Airport Authority. The FAA is insisting that the City and County execute the
Grant Agreement as co-sponsors for two primary reasons. First, the City and County
have taxing authority, whereas the Airport Authority does not; accordingly, the FAA is
insisting that the City and County execute the Grant Agreement so that public entities
with taxing authority are liable for the financial commitments required of the Sponsor
under the Grant Agreements, should the Airport Authority not be able to satisfy said
financial commitments out of the net revenues generated by the operation of the
Airport. In addition, the City and County have jurisdiction over the zoning and land use
regulations of the real property surrounding the Airport, whereas the Airport Authority
does not enjoy such zoning and land use regulatory authority. By their execution of the
Grant Agreement, the City and County would be warranting to the FAA that they will
take appropriate actions, including the adoption of zoning laws, to restrict the use of
land surrounding the Airport to activities and purposes compatible with normal Airport
operations.

The City is willing to execute the Grant Agreement, as a co-sponsor, pursuant to the
FAA’s request, subject to the terms and conditions of this Supplemental Co-
Sponsorship Agreement between the City and Airport Authority.

FISCAL IMPACT:

No direct fiscal impact to the City.
SUGGESTED MOTION:

| move to (adopt/deny) Resolution No. 69-21, a Resolution Authorizing the City
Manager to Accept the anticipated Airport Authority Grant Offer.

Attachments

1.1 DRAFT Grant Offer GJT72

1.2 AIP Grant Application - Grading and Drainage Construction
1.3 Co-Sponsorship Agreement-city AIP 72
RES-AIP-TBD-2021 082621

LN =
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U.S. Department Northwest Mountain Region
of Transportation Colorado - Idaho - Montana - Oregon - Utah
Federal Aviation Washington - Wyoming

Administration

{{DateTime_es_:signerl:calc(now()):format(date," mmmm d, yyyy")}}

Mr. Greg Canton, Manager

City of Grand Junction

250 North Fifth Street

Grand Junction, Colorado 81501

Ms. Janet Rowland, Chair

Mesa County Board of Commissioners
544 Rood Avenue

Grand Junction, Colorado 81501

Mr. Thomas Benton, Chair

Grand Junction Regional Airport Authority
800 Eagle Drive

Grand Junction, Colorado 81506

Dear Mr. Canton, Ms. Rowland, and Mr. Benton,

Denver Airports District Office
26805 E. 68th Ave., Suite 224
Denver, CO 80249

We are transmitting to you for execution the Grant Offer for Airport Improvement Program (AIP) Project
No. 3-08-0027-072-2021 at the Grand Junction Regional Airport. Please read this letter and the Grant

Offer carefully.

To properly enter into this agreement, you must do the following:

e The governing body must provide authority to execute the grant to the individual signing the

grant; i.e. the sponsor’s authorized representative.

e The grant must be executed no later than September 17, 2021, in order for the grant to be valid.

e The sponsor’s authorized representative must execute the grant by providing their electronic

signature.

e Once the sponsor’s authorized representative has electronically signed the grant, the sponsor’s
attorney will automatically be sent via email the grant to provide their electronic signature.

e You may not make any modification to the text, terms or conditions of the grant offer.

e Following the attorney’s action, the executed grant will be automatically sent to all parties as an

attachment to an email.

Subject to the requirements in 2 CFR § 200.305, each payment request for reimbursement under this
grant must be made electronically via the Delphi elnvoicing System. Please see the attached Grant

Agreement for more information regarding the use of this System.
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The terms and conditions of this agreement require you to complete the project without undue delay.
To ensure proper stewardship of Federal funds, you are expected to submit payment requests for
reimbursement of allowable incurred project expenses in accordance with project progress. Should
you fail to make draws on a regular basis, your grant may be placed in “inactive” status, which will affect
your ability to receive future grant offers.

Until the grant is completed and closed, you are responsible for submitting formal reports as follows:

e Asigned/dated SF-270 (non-construction projects) or SF-271 or equivalent (construction
projects) and SF-425 annually, due 90 days after the end of each federal fiscal year in which this
grant is open (due December 31 of each year this grant is open); and

e Performance Reports, which are due within 30 days of the end of a reporting period as follows:
1. Non-construction project: Due annually at the end of the Federal fiscal year.

2. Construction project: Submit FAA form 5370-1, Construction Progress and Inspection
Report at the end of each fiscal quarter.

Once the project is completed and all costs are determined, we ask that you close the project without
undue delay and submit the final closeout report documentation as required by FAA’s Denver Airports
District Office.

As a condition of receiving Federal assistance under this award, you must comply with audit
requirements as established under 2 CFR part 200. Subpart F requires non-Federal entities that expend
$750,000 or more in Federal awards to conduct a single or program specific audit for that year. Note
that this includes Federal expenditures made under other Federal-assistance programs. Please take
appropriate and necessary action to assure your organization will comply with applicable audit
requirements and standards.

Jesse Lyman is the assigned program manager for this grant and is readily available to assist you and
your designated representative with the requirements stated herein. If you should have any questions,
please contact Jesse at (303) 342-1262.

We sincerely value your cooperation in these efforts and look forward to working with you to complete
this important project.

Sincerely,

{{Sig_es_:signerl: signature}}

John P. Bauer
Manager, Denver Airports District Office

Enclosures
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3-08-0027-072-2021

o

U.S. Department
of Transportation
Federal Aviation
Administration

FAA Airport Improvement Program (AIP)
GRANT AGREEMENT

Part | - Offer

Federal Award Offer Date {{DateTime_es_:signerl:calc(now()):format(date," mmmm d, yyyy")}}

Airport/Planning Area Grand Junction Regional Airport

FY2021 AIP Grant Number 3-08-0027-072-2021 [Contract No. DOT-FA21NM-1080]

Unique Entity Identifier 15-613-5394

City of Grand Junction and County of Mesa, Colorado and the Grand Junction Regional Airport
Authority

(herein called the "Sponsor") (For Co-Sponsors, list all Co-Sponsor names. The word "Sponsor" in this Grant Agreement also
applies to a Co-Sponsor.)

TO:

FROM: The United States of America (acting through the Federal Aviation Administration, herein
called the "FAA")

WHEREAS, the Sponsor has submitted to the FAA a Project Application dated August 3, 2021, for a grant
of Federal funds for a project at or associated with the Grand Junction Regional Airport, which is
included as part of this Grant Agreement; and

WHEREAS, the FAA has approved a project for the Grand Junction Regional Airport (herein called the
“Project”) consisting of the following:

Construct Runway 11/29 (Phase 11 — Grading and Drainage)

which is more fully described in the Project Application.

NOW THEREFORE, Pursuant to and for the purpose of carrying out the FAA Reauthorization Act of 2018
(Public Law Number 115-254); Title 49, United States Code (U.S.C.), Chapters 471 and 475; 49 U.S.C. §§
40101 et seq., and 48103; the Department of Transportation Appropriations Act, 2021 (Public Law 116-
260, Division L), as further amended by the American Rescue Plan Act of 2021 (Public Law 117-2); and
the representations contained in the Project Application; and in consideration of: (a) the Sponsor’s
adoption and ratification of the Grant Assurances attached hereto; (b) the Sponsor’s acceptance of this
Offer; and (c) the benefits to accrue to the United States and the public from the accomplishment of the
Project and compliance with the Grant Assurance and conditions as herein provided;
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3-08-0027-072-2021

THE FEDERAL AVIATION ADMINISTRATION, FOR AND ON BEHALF OF THE UNITED STATES, HEREBY
OFFERS AND AGREES to pay 100.00 percent of the allowable costs incurred accomplishing the Project
as the United States share of the Project.

Assistance Listings Number (Formerly CFDA Number): 20.106
This Offer is made on and SUBJECT TO THE FOLLOWING TERMS AND CONDITIONS:

CONDITIONS

1. Maximum Obligation. The maximum obligation of the United States payable under this Offer is
SXX, XXX, XXX.

The following amounts represent a breakdown of the maximum obligation for the purpose of
establishing allowable amounts for any future grant amendment, which may increase the
foregoing maximum obligation of the United States under the provisions of 49 U.S.C. § 47108(b):
S0 for planning;

SXX,XXX,XXX airport development or noise program implementation; and,

S0 for land acquisition.

The source of this Grant includes funding from the Small Airport Fund, in accordance with 49 U.S.C.
§ 47116.

2. Grant Performance. This Grant Agreement is subject to the following Federal award requirements:

a. Period of Performance:

1. Shall start on the date the Sponsor formally accepts this Agreement and is the date signed
by the last Sponsor signatory to the Agreement. The end date of the Period of
Performance is 4 years (1,460 calendar days) from the date of acceptance. The Period of
Performance end date shall not affect, relieve, or reduce Sponsor obligations and
assurances that extend beyond the closeout of this Grant Agreement.

2. Means the total estimated time interval between the start of an initial Federal award and
the planned end date, which may include one or more funded portions or budget periods.
(2 Code of Federal Regulations (CFR) § 200.1).

b. Budget Period:

1. For this Grant is 4 years (1,460 calendar days) and follows the same start and end date as
the period of performance provided in Paragraph a.1. Pursuant to 2 CFR § 200.403(h), the
Sponsor may charge to the Grant only allowable costs incurred during the Budget Period.

2. Means the time interval from the start date of a funded portion of an award to the end
date of that funded portion during which the Sponsor is authorized to expend the funds
awarded, including any funds carried forward or other revisions pursuant to § 200.308.

c. Close Out and Termination

1. Unless the FAA authorizes a written extension, the Sponsor must submit all Grant closeout
documentation and liquidate (pay-off) all obligations incurred under this award no later
than 120 calendar days after the end date of the period of performance. If the Sponsor
does not submit all required closeout documentation within this time period, the FAA will
proceed to close out the grant within one year of the period of performance end date with
the information available at the end of 120 days. (2 CFR § 200.344).

Packet Page 204



10.

11.

3-08-0027-072-2021

2. The FAA may terminate this Grant, in whole or in part, in accordance with the conditions
set forth in 2 CFR § 200.340, or other Federal regulatory or statutory authorities as
applicable.

Ineligible or Unallowable Costs. The Sponsor must not include any costs in the project that the
FAA has determined to be ineligible or unallowable.

Indirect Costs - Sponsor. The Sponsor may charge indirect costs under this award by applying the
indirect cost rate identified in the project application as accepted by the FAA, to allowable costs
for Sponsor direct salaries and wages.

Determining the Final Federal Share of Costs. The United States’ share of allowable project costs
will be made in accordance with 49 U.S.C. § 47109, the regulations, policies, and procedures of the
Secretary, and any superseding legislation. Final determination of the United States’ share will be
based upon the final audit of the total amount of allowable project costs and settlement will be
made for any upward or downward adjustments to the Federal share of costs.

Completing the Project Without Delay and in Conformance with Requirements. The Sponsor
must carry out and complete the project without undue delays and in accordance with this
Agreement, 49 U.S.C. Chapters 471 and 475, and the regulations, policies, and procedures of the
Secretary of Transportation (“Secretary”). Per 2 CFR § 200.308, the Sponsor agrees to report to the
FAA any disengagement from performing the project that exceeds three months or a 25 percent
reduction in time devoted to the project, and request prior approval from FAA. The report must
include a reason for the project stoppage. The Sponsor also agrees to comply with the grant
assurances, which are part of this Agreement.

Amendments or Withdrawals before Grant Acceptance. The FAA reserves the right to amend or
withdraw this offer at any time prior to its acceptance by the Sponsor.

Offer Expiration Date. This offer will expire and the United States will not be obligated to pay any
part of the costs of the project unless this offer has been accepted by the Sponsor on or before
September 17, 2021, or such subsequent date as may be prescribed in writing by the FAA.

Improper Use of Federal Funds. The Sponsor must take all steps, including litigation if necessary,
to recover Federal funds spent fraudulently, wastefully, or in violation of Federal antitrust statutes,
or misused in any other manner for any project upon which Federal funds have been expended.
For the purposes of this Grant Agreement, the term “Federal funds” means funds however used or
dispersed by the Sponsor, that were originally paid pursuant to this or any other Federal grant
agreement. The Sponsor must obtain the approval of the Secretary as to any determination of the
amount of the Federal share of such funds. The Sponsor must return the recovered Federal share,
including funds recovered by settlement, order, or judgment, to the Secretary. The Sponsor must
furnish to the Secretary, upon request, all documents and records pertaining to the determination
of the amount of the Federal share or to any settlement, litigation, negotiation, or other efforts
taken to recover such funds. All settlements or other final positions of the Sponsor, in court or
otherwise, involving the recovery of such Federal share require advance approval by the Secretary.

United States Not Liable for Damage or Injury. The United States is not responsible or liable for
damage to property or injury to persons which may arise from, or be incident to, compliance with
this Grant Agreement.

System for Award Management (SAM) Registration and Unique Entity Identifier (UEI).

a. Requirement for System for Award Management (SAM): Unless the Sponsor is exempted from
this requirement under 2 CFR 25.110, the Sponsor must maintain the currency of its
information in the SAM until the Sponsor submits the final financial report required under this
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grant, or receives the final payment, whichever is later. This requires that the Sponsor review
and update the information at least annually after the initial registration and more frequently
if required by changes in information or another award term. Additional information about

registration procedures may be found at the SAM website (currently at http://www.sam.gov).

b. Unique entity identifier (UEI) means a 12-character alpha-numeric value used to identify a
specific commercial, nonprofit or governmental entity. A UEI may be obtained from SAM.gov
at https://sam.gov/SAM/pages/public/index.jsf.

Electronic Grant Payment(s). Unless otherwise directed by the FAA, the Sponsor must make each

payment request under this Agreement electronically via the Delphi elnvoicing System for
Department of Transportation (DOT) Financial Assistance Awardees.

Informal Letter Amendment of AIP Projects. If, during the life of the project, the FAA determines
that the maximum grant obligation of the United States exceeds the expected needs of the
Sponsor by $25,000 or five percent (5%), whichever is greater, the FAA can issue a letter
amendment to the Sponsor unilaterally reducing the maximum obligation.

The FAA can also issue a letter to the Sponsor increasing the maximum obligation if there is an

overrun in the total actual eligible and allowable project costs to cover the amount of the overrun
provided it will not exceed the statutory limitations for grant amendments. The FAA’s authority to
increase the maximum obligation does not apply to the “planning” component of Condition No. 1.

The FAA can also issue an informal letter amendment that modifies the grant description to
correct administrative errors or to delete work items if the FAA finds it advantageous and in the
best interests of the United States.

An informal letter amendment has the same force and effect as a formal grant amendment.

Air and Water Quality. The Sponsor is required to comply with all applicable air and water quality
standards for all projects in this grant. If the Sponsor fails to comply with this requirement, the FAA
may suspend, cancel, or terminate this Grant Agreement.

Financial Reporting and Payment Requirements. The Sponsor will comply with all Federal financial
reporting requirements and payment requirements, including submittal of timely and accurate
reports.

Buy American. Unless otherwise approved in advance by the FAA, in accordance with 49 U.S.C. §
50101, the Sponsor will not acquire or permit any contractor or subcontractor to acquire any steel
or manufactured products produced outside the United States to be used for any project for which
funds are provided under this grant. The Sponsor will include a provision implementing Buy
American in every contract and subcontract awarded under this Grant.

Maximum Obligation Increase. In accordance with 49 U.S.C. § 47108(b)(3), as amended, the
maximum obligation of the United States, as stated in Condition No. 1 of this Grant Offer:

a. May not be increased for a planning project;
b. May be increased by not more than 15 percent for development projects if funds are available;

c. May be increased by not more than the greater of the following for a, land project, if funds are
available:

1. 15 percent;or
2. 25 percent of the total increase in allowable project costs attributable to acquiring an
interest in the land.

If the sponsor requests an increase, any eligible increase in funding will be subject to the United
States Government share as provided in 49 U.S.C. § 47110, or other superseding legislation if
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applicable, for the fiscal year appropriation with which the increase is funded. The FAA is not
responsible for the same Federal share provided herein for any amount increased over the initial
grant amount. The FAA may adjust the Federal share as applicable through an informal letter of
amendment.

Audits for Sponsors.

PUBLIC SPONSORS. The Sponsor must provide for a Single Audit or program-specific audit in
accordance with 2 CFR Part 200. The Sponsor must submit the audit reporting package to the
Federal Audit Clearinghouse on the Federal Audit Clearinghouse’s Internet Data Entry System at
http://harvester.census.gov/facweb/. Upon request of the FAA, the Sponsor shall provide one
copy of the completed audit to the FAA.

Suspension or Debarment. When entering into a “covered transaction” as defined by 2 CFR §
180.200, the Sponsor must:

a. Verify the non-Federal entity is eligible to participate in this Federal program by:

1. Checking the excluded parties list system (EPLS) as maintained within the System for
Award Management (SAM) to determine if the non-Federal entity is excluded or
disqualified; or

2. Collecting a certification statement from the non-Federal entity attesting they are not
excluded or disqualified from participating; or

3. Adding a clause or condition to covered transactions attesting individual or firm are not
excluded or disqualified from participating.

b. Require prime contractors to comply with 2 CFR § 180.330 when entering into lower-tier
transactions (e.g. Sub-contracts).

c. Immediately disclose to the FAA whenever the Sponsor (1) learns they have entered into a
covered transaction with an ineligible entity or (2) suspends or debars a contractor, person, or
entity.

Ban on Texting While Driving.

a. Inaccordance with Executive Order 13513, Federal Leadership on Reducing Text Messaging
While Driving, October 1, 2009, and DOT Order 3902.10, Text Messaging While Driving,
December 30, 2009, the Sponsor is encouraged to:

1. Adopt and enforce workplace safety policies to decrease crashes caused by distracted
drivers including policies to ban text messaging while driving when performing any work
for, or on behalf of, the Federal government, including work relating to a grant or
subgrant.

2. Conduct workplace safety initiatives in a manner commensurate with the size of the
business, such as:

a. Establishment of new rules and programs or re-evaluation of existing programs to
prohibit text messaging while driving; and

b. Education, awareness, and other outreach to employees about the safety risks
associated with texting while driving.

b. The Sponsor must insert the substance of this clause on banning texting while driving in all
subgrants, contracts, and subcontracts funded with this Grant.
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Trafficking in Persons.

a.

You as the recipient, your employees, subrecipients under this Grant, and subrecipients’
employees may not —

1. Engage in severe forms of trafficking in persons during the period of time that the Grant
and applicable conditions are in effect;

2. Procure a commercial sex act during the period of time that the Grant and applicable
conditions are in effect; or

3. Use forced labor in the performance of the Grant or any subgrants under this Grant.

We as the Federal awarding agency, may unilaterally terminate this Grant, without penalty, if
you or a subrecipient that is a private entity —

1. Is determined to have violated a prohibition in paragraph a. of this condition; or

2. Has an employee who is determined by the agency official authorized to terminate the
Grant to have violated a prohibition in paragraph a. of this condition through conduct that
is either —
a. Associated with performance under this Grant; or

b. Imputed to the subrecipient using the standards and due process for imputing the
conduct of an individual to an organization that are provided in 2 CFR Part 180, “OMB
Guidelines to Agencies on Government-wide Debarment and Suspension
(Nonprocurement),” as implemented by our agency at 49 CFR Part 29.

You must inform us immediately of any information you receive from any source alleging a
violation of a prohibition in paragraph a. of this condition.

Our right to terminate unilaterally that is described in paragraph a. of this condition:
1. Implements section 106(g) of the Trafficking Victims Protection Act of 2000 (TVPA), as
amended (22 U.S.C. 7104(g)), and

2. Isin addition to all other remedies for noncompliance that are available to us under this
Grant Agreement.

Exhibit “A” Property Map. The Exhibit “A” Property Map dated February 2019, is incorporated

herein by reference or is submitted with the project application and made part of this Grant
Agreement.

Employee Protection from Reprisal.

a.

Prohibition of Reprisals —

1. Inaccordance with 41 U.S.C. § 4712, an employee of a Sponsor, grantee, subgrantee,
contractor, or subcontractor may not be discharged, demoted, or otherwise discriminated
against as a reprisal for disclosing to a person or body described in sub-paragraph a.2.
below, information that the employee reasonably believes is evidence of:

i. Gross mismanagement of a Federal grant;

ii. Gross waste of Federal funds;

iii. An abuse of authority relating to implementation or use of Federal funds;
iv. A substantial and specific danger to public health or safety; or

v. Aviolation of law, rule, or regulation related to a Federal grant.

2. Persons and bodies covered. The persons and bodies to which a disclosure by an employee
is covered are as follows:

i. A member of Congress or a representative of a committee of Congress;
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ii. An Inspector General;

iii. The Government Accountability Office;

iv. A Federal employee responsible for contract or grant oversight or management at the
relevant agency;

v. Acourtorgrand jury;

vi. A management official or other employee of the Sponsor, contractor, or subcontractor
who has the responsibility to investigate, discover, or address misconduct; or

vii. An authorized official of the Department of Justice or other law enforcement agency.

3. Submission of Complaint — A person who believes that they have been subjected to a
reprisal prohibited by paragraph a. of this grant term may submit a complaint regarding
the reprisal to the Office of Inspector General (OIG) for the U.S. Department of
Transportation.

4. Time Limitation for Submittal of a Complaint — A complaint may not be brought under this
condition more than three years after the date on which the alleged reprisal took place.

5. Required Actions of the Inspector General — Actions, limitations, and exceptions of the
Inspector General’s office are established under 41 U.S.C. § 4712(b).

6. Assumption of Rights to Civil Remedy — Upon receipt of an explanation of a decision not
to conduct or continue an investigation by the Office of Inspector General, the person
submitting a complaint assumes the right to a civil remedy under 41 U.S.C. § 4712(c).

Co-Sponsor. The Co-Sponsors understand and agree that they jointly and severally adopt and ratify
the representations and assurances contained therein and that the word "Sponsor" as used in the
application and other assurances is deemed to include all Co-Sponsors.

SPECIAL CONDITION

Co-Sponsorship Agreement. The FAA in tendering this Grant Offer on behalf of the United States
recognizes the existence of a Co-Sponsorship Agreement between the City of Grand Junction and
County of Mesa. By acceptance of the Grant Offer, said parties assume their respective obligations
as set forth in said Co-Sponsorship Agreement. It is understood and agreed that said Agreement
will not be amended, modified, or terminated without prior written approval of the FAA.

Final Project Documentation. The Sponsor understands and agrees that in accordance with 49 USC
47111, and with the Airport District Office's (ADO) concurrence, that no payments totaling more
than 90.0 percent of United States Government’s share of the project’s estimated allowable cost
may be made before the project is determined to be substantially complete. Substantially
complete means the following: (1) The project results in a complete, usable unit of work as defined
in the grant agreement and (2) The sponsor submits necessary documents showing that the
project is substantially complete per the contract requirements, or has a plan (that FAA agrees
with) that addresses all elements contained on the punch list. Furthermore, no payments totaling
more than 97.5 percent of the United States Government’s share of the project’s estimated
allowable cost may be made until: (1) The sponsor submits all necessary closeout documentation
and (2) The sponsor receives final payment notification from the ADO.

Solid Waste Recycling Plan. The Sponsor certifies that it has a solid waste recycling plan as part of
an existing Airport Master Plan, as prescribed by 49 U.S.C. § 47106(a)(6).

Buy American Executive Orders. The Sponsor agrees to abide by applicable Executive Orders in
effect at the time this Grant Agreement is executed, including Executive Order 14005, Ensuring the
Future Is Made in All of America by All of America’s Workers.
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The Sponsor’s acceptance of this Offer and ratification and adoption of the Project Application
incorporated herein shall be evidenced by execution of this instrument by the Sponsor, as hereinafter
provided, and this Offer and Acceptance shall comprise a Grant Agreement, constituting the contractual
obligations and rights of the United States and the Sponsor with respect to the accomplishment of the
Project and compliance with the Grant Assurances, terms, and conditions as provided herein. Such Grant
Agreement shall become effective upon the Sponsor’s acceptance of this Offer.

Please read the following information: By signing this document, you are agreeing that you have
reviewed the following consumer disclosure information and consent to transact business using
electronic communications, to receive notices and disclosures electronically, and to utilize electronic
signatures in lieu of using paper documents. You are not required to receive notices and disclosures or
sign documents electronically. If you prefer not to do so, you may request to receive paper copies and
withdraw your consent at any time.

| declare under penalty of perjury that the foregoing is true and correct.?

UNITED STATES OF AMERICA
FEDERAL AVIATION ADMINISTRATION

{{Sig_es_:signerl: signature}}

(Signature)

John P. Bauer
(Typed Name)

Manager, Denver Airports District Office
(Title of FAA Official)

! Knowingly and willfully providing false information to the Federal government is a violation of 18 U.S.C. Section
1001 (False Statements) and could subject you to fines, imprisonment, or both.
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Part Il - Acceptance

The Sponsor does hereby ratify and adopt all assurances, statements, representations, warranties,
covenants, and agreements contained in the Project Application and incorporated materials referred to
in the foregoing Offer, and does hereby accept this Offer and by such acceptance agrees to comply with
all of the Grant Assurances, terms, and conditions in this Offer and in the Project Application.

Please read the following information: By signing this document, you are agreeing that you have
reviewed the following consumer disclosure information and consent to transact business using
electronic communications, to receive notices and disclosures electronically, and to utilize electronic
signatures in lieu of using paper documents. You are not required to receive notices and disclosures or
sign documents electronically. If you prefer not to do so, you may request to receive paper copies and
withdraw your consent at any time.

| declare under penalty of perjury that the foregoing is true and correct.?

Dated {{DateTime es :signer2:calc(now()):format(date," mmmm d, yyyy")}}

GRAND JUNCTION REGIONAL AIRPORT AUTHORITY

(Name of Sponsor)

{{Sig_es_:signerz: signature}}

(Signature of Sponsor’s Authorized Official)

By: {{N_es_:signer2: fullname}}

(Typed Name of Sponsor’s Authorized Official)

Title: {{*Ttl_es_:signer2: title}}
(Title of Sponsor’s Authorized Official)

2 Knowingly and willfully providing false information to the Federal government is a violation of 18 U.S.C. Section
1001 (False Statements) and could subject you to fines, imprisonment, or both.
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CERTIFICATE OF SPONSOR’S ATTORNEY

I, {{N_es_:signer3: fullname}}, acting as Attorney for the Sponsor do hereby certify:

That in my opinion the Sponsor is empowered to enter into the foregoing Grant Agreement under the
laws of the State of Colorado. Further, | have examined the foregoing Grant Agreement and the actions
taken by said Sponsor and Sponsor’s official representative, who has been duly authorized to execute
this Grant Agreement, which is in all respects due and proper and in accordance with the laws of the
said State, the FAA Reauthorization Act of 2018 (Public Law Number 115-254); Title 49 U.S.C., Chapters
471 and 475; 49 U.S.C. §§ 40101, et seq., and 48103; and the Department of Transportation
Appropriations Act, 2021 (Public Law 116-260, Division L), as further amended by the American Rescue
Plan Act of 2021 (Public Law 117-2). In addition, for grants involving projects to be carried out on
property not owned by the Sponsor, there are no legal impediments that will prevent full performance
by the Sponsor. Further, it is my opinion that the said Grant Agreement constitutes a legal and binding
obligation of the Sponsor in accordance with the terms thereof.

Please read the following information: By signing this document, you are agreeing that you have
reviewed the following consumer disclosure information and consent to transact business using
electronic communications, to receive notices and disclosures electronically, and to utilize electronic
signatures in lieu of using paper documents. You are not required to receive notices and disclosures or
sign documents electronically. If you prefer not to do so, you may request to receive paper copies and
withdraw your consent at any time.

| declare under penalty of perjury that the foregoing is true and correct.?

Dated at {{DateTime_es_:signer3:calc(now()):format(date," mmmm d, yyyy")}}

By: {{Sig_es_:signer3: signature}}

(Signature of Sponsor’s Attorney)

3 Knowingly and willfully providing false information to the Federal government is a violation of 18 U.S.C. Section
1001 (False Statements) and could subject you to fines, imprisonment, or both.
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The Sponsor does hereby ratify and adopt all assurances, statements, representations, warranties,
covenants, and agreements contained in the Project Application and incorporated materials referred to
in the foregoing Offer, and does hereby accept this Offer and by such acceptance agrees to comply with
all of the Grant Assurances, terms, and conditions in this Offer and in the Project Application.

Please read the following information: By signing this document, you are agreeing that you have
reviewed the following consumer disclosure information and consent to transact business using
electronic communications, to receive notices and disclosures electronically, and to utilize electronic
signatures in lieu of using paper documents. You are not required to receive notices and disclosures or
sign documents electronically. If you prefer not to do so, you may request to receive paper copies and
withdraw your consent at any time.

| declare under penalty of perjury that the foregoing is true and correct.?

Dated {{DateTime es :signer4:calc(now()):format(date," mmmm d, yyyy")}}

CITY OF GRAND JUNCTION, COLORADO

(Name of Sponsor)

{{Sig_es_:signer4: signature}}

(Signature of Sponsor’s Authorized Official)

By: {{N_es_:signer4: fullname}}
(Typed Name of Sponsor’s Authorized Official)

Title: {{*Ttl_es_:signer4: title}}
(Title of Sponsor’s Authorized Official)

4 Knowingly and willfully providing false information to the Federal government is a violation of 18 U.S.C. Section
1001 (False Statements) and could subject you to fines, imprisonment, or both.
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CERTIFICATE OF SPONSOR’S ATTORNEY

I, {{N_es_:signer5: fullname}}, acting as Attorney for the Sponsor do hereby certify:

That in my opinion the Sponsor is empowered to enter into the foregoing Grant Agreement under the
laws of the State of Colorado. Further, | have examined the foregoing Grant Agreement and the actions
taken by said Sponsor and Sponsor’s official representative, who has been duly authorized to execute
this Grant Agreement, which is in all respects due and proper and in accordance with the laws of the
said State, the FAA Reauthorization Act of 2018 (Public Law Number 115-254); Title 49 U.S.C., Chapters
471 and 475; 49 U.S.C. §§ 40101, et seq., and 48103; and the Department of Transportation
Appropriations Act, 2021 (Public Law 116-260, Division L), as further amended by the American Rescue
Plan Act of 2021 (Public Law 117-2). In addition, for grants involving projects to be carried out on
property not owned by the Sponsor, there are no legal impediments that will prevent full performance
by the Sponsor. Further, it is my opinion that the said Grant Agreement constitutes a legal and binding
obligation of the Sponsor in accordance with the terms thereof.

Please read the following information: By signing this document, you are agreeing that you have
reviewed the following consumer disclosure information and consent to transact business using
electronic communications, to receive notices and disclosures electronically, and to utilize electronic
signatures in lieu of using paper documents. You are not required to receive notices and disclosures or
sign documents electronically. If you prefer not to do so, you may request to receive paper copies and
withdraw your consent at any time.

| declare under penalty of perjury that the foregoing is true and correct.®

Dated at {{DateTime_es_:signer5:calc(now()):format(date," mmmm d, yyyy")}}

By: {{Sig_es_:signerS: signature}}

(Signature of Sponsor’s Attorney)

5 Knowingly and willfully providing false information to the Federal government is a violation of 18 U.S.C. Section
1001 (False Statements) and could subject you to fines, imprisonment, or both.
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The Sponsor does hereby ratify and adopt all assurances, statements, representations, warranties,
covenants, and agreements contained in the Project Application and incorporated materials referred to
in the foregoing Offer, and does hereby accept this Offer and by such acceptance agrees to comply with
all of the Grant Assurances, terms, and conditions in this Offer and in the Project Application.

Please read the following information: By signing this document, you are agreeing that you have
reviewed the following consumer disclosure information and consent to transact business using
electronic communications, to receive notices and disclosures electronically, and to utilize electronic
signatures in lieu of using paper documents. You are not required to receive notices and disclosures or
sign documents electronically. If you prefer not to do so, you may request to receive paper copies and
withdraw your consent at any time.

| declare under penalty of perjury that the foregoing is true and correct.®

Dated {{DateTime es :signer6:calc(now()):format(date," mmmm d, yyyy")}}

COUNTY OF MESA, COLORADO

(Name of Sponsor)

{{Sig_es_:signerG: signature}}

(Signature of Sponsor’s Authorized Official)

By: {{N_es_:signer6: fullname}}
(Typed Name of Sponsor’s Authorized Official)

Title: {{*Ttl_es_:signer6: title}}
(Title of Sponsor’s Authorized Official)

6 Knowingly and willfully providing false information to the Federal government is a violation of 18 U.S.C. Section
1001 (False Statements) and could subject you to fines, imprisonment, or both.
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CERTIFICATE OF SPONSOR’S ATTORNEY

I, {{N_es_:signer7: fullname}}, acting as Attorney for the Sponsor do hereby certify:

That in my opinion the Sponsor is empowered to enter into the foregoing Grant Agreement under the
laws of the State of Colorado. Further, | have examined the foregoing Grant Agreement and the actions
taken by said Sponsor and Sponsor’s official representative, who has been duly authorized to execute
this Grant Agreement, which is in all respects due and proper and in accordance with the laws of the
said State, the FAA Reauthorization Act of 2018 (Public Law Number 115-254); Title 49 U.S.C., Chapters
471 and 475; 49 U.S.C. §§ 40101, et seq., and 48103; and the Department of Transportation
Appropriations Act, 2021 (Public Law 116-260, Division L), as further amended by the American Rescue
Plan Act of 2021 (Public Law 117-2). In addition, for grants involving projects to be carried out on
property not owned by the Sponsor, there are no legal impediments that will prevent full performance
by the Sponsor. Further, it is my opinion that the said Grant Agreement constitutes a legal and binding
obligation of the Sponsor in accordance with the terms thereof.

Please read the following information: By signing this document, you are agreeing that you have
reviewed the following consumer disclosure information and consent to transact business using
electronic communications, to receive notices and disclosures electronically, and to utilize electronic
signatures in lieu of using paper documents. You are not required to receive notices and disclosures or
sign documents electronically. If you prefer not to do so, you may request to receive paper copies and
withdraw your consent at any time.

| declare under penalty of perjury that the foregoing is true and correct.’

Dated at {{DateTime_es_:signer7:calc(now()):format(date," mmmm d, yyyy")}}

By: {{Sig_es_:signer7: signature}}

(Signature of Sponsor’s Attorney)

7 Knowingly and willfully providing false information to the Federal government is a violation of 18 U.S.C. Section
1001 (False Statements) and could subject you to fines, imprisonment, or both.
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ASSURANCES

AIRPORT SPONSORS

A. General.

a. These assurances shall be complied with in the performance of grant agreements for airport
development, airport planning, and noise compatibility program grants for airport sponsors.

b. These assurances are required to be submitted as part of the project application by sponsors
requesting funds under the provisions of Title 49, U.S.C., subtitle VII, as amended. As used
herein, the term "public agency sponsor" means a public agency with control of a public-use
airport; the term "private sponsor" means a private owner of a public-use airport; and the term
"sponsor" includes both public agency sponsors and private sponsors.

c. Upon acceptance of this grant offer by the sponsor, these assurances are incorporated in and
become part of this grant agreement.

B. Duration and Applicability.

1. Airport development or Noise Compatibility Program Projects Undertaken by a Public Agency
Sponsor.

The terms, conditions and assurances of this grant agreement shall remain in full force and
effect throughout the useful life of the facilities developed or equipment acquired for an
airport development or noise compatibility program project, or throughout the useful life of
the project items installed within a facility under a noise compatibility program project, but in
any event not to exceed twenty (20) years from the date of acceptance of a grant offer of
Federal funds for the project. However, there shall be no limit on the duration of the
assurances regarding Exclusive Rights and Airport Revenue so long as the airport is used as an
airport. There shall be no limit on the duration of the terms, conditions, and assurances with
respect to real property acquired with federal funds. Furthermore, the duration of the Civil
Rights assurance shall be specified in the assurances.

2. Airport Development or Noise Compatibility Projects Undertaken by a Private Sponsor.

The preceding paragraph 1 also applies to a private sponsor except that the useful life of
project items installed within a facility or the useful life of the facilities developed or equipment
acquired under an airport development or noise compatibility program project shall be no less
than ten (10) years from the date of acceptance of Federal aid for the project.

3. Airport Planning Undertaken by a Sponsor.

Unless otherwise specified in this grant agreement, only Assurances 1, 2, 3, 5, 6, 13, 18, 25, 30,
32, 33, and 34 in Section C apply to planning projects. The terms, conditions, and assurances of
this grant agreement shall remain in full force and effect during the life of the project; there
shall be no limit on the duration of the assurances regarding Exclusive Rights and Airport
Revenue so long as the airport is used as an airport.

C. Sponsor Certification.

The sponsor hereby assures and certifies, with respect to this grant that:

Airport Sponsor Assurances 2/2020 Page 10of 18
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1.

General Federal Requirements

It will comply with all applicable Federal laws, regulations, executive orders, policies, guidelines, and
requirements as they relate to the application, acceptance and use of Federal funds for this project
including but not limited to the following:

FEDERAL LEGISLATION

a.

b.

Title 49, U.S.C,, subtitle VII, as amended.

Davis-Bacon Act — 40 U.S.C. 276(a), et seq.!

Federal Fair Labor Standards Act - 29 U.S.C. 201, et seq.
Hatch Act -5 U.S.C. 1501, et seq.?

Uniform Relocation Assistance and Real Property Acquisition Policies Act of 1970 Title 42 U.S.C.

4601, et seq.'?

National Historic Preservation Act of 1966 — Section 106 - 16 U.S.C. 470(f).
Archeological and Historic Preservation Act of 1974 - 16 U.S.C. 469 through 469c.!
Native Americans Grave Repatriation Act - 25 U.S.C. Section 3001, et seq.

Clean Air Act, P.L. 90-148, as amended.

Coastal Zone Management Act, P.L. 93-205, as amended.

Flood Disaster Protection Act of 1973 — Section 102(a) - 42 U.S.C. 4012a.t

Title 49, U.S.C,, Section 303, (formerly known as Section 4(f))

Rehabilitation Act of 1973 - 29 U.S.C. 794.

Title VI of the Civil Rights Act of 1964 (42 U.S.C. § 2000d et seq., 78 stat. 252) (prohibits
discrimination on the basis of race, color, national origin);

Americans with Disabilities Act of 1990, as amended, (42 U.S.C. § 12101 et seq.), prohibits
discrimination on the basis of disability).

Age Discrimination Act of 1975 - 42 U.S.C. 6101, et seq.

American Indian Religious Freedom Act, P.L. 95-341, as amended.
Architectural Barriers Act of 1968 -42 U.S.C. 4151, et seq.?

Power plant and Industrial Fuel Use Act of 1978 — Section 403- 2 U.S.C. 8373.1
Contract Work Hours and Safety Standards Act - 40 U.S.C. 327, et seq.!
Copeland Anti-kickback Act - 18 U.S.C. 874.}

National Environmental Policy Act of 1969 - 42 U.S.C. 4321, et seq.?

Wild and Scenic Rivers Act, P.L. 90-542, as amended.

Single Audit Act of 1984 - 31 U.S.C. 7501, et seq.?

Drug-Free Workplace Act of 1988 - 41 U.S.C. 702 through 706.
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z. The Federal Funding Accountability and Transparency Act of 2006, as amended (Pub. L. 109-282,
as amended by section 6202 of Pub. L. 110-252).

EXECUTIVE ORDERS

a. Executive Order 11246 — Equal Employment Opportunity*

b. Executive Order 11990 — Protection of Wetlands

c. Executive Order 11998 — Flood Plain Management

d. Executive Order 12372 — Intergovernmental Review of Federal Programs

e. Executive Order 12699 — Seismic Safety of Federal and Federally Assisted New Building
Construction®

f. Executive Order 12898 — Environmental Justice

FEDERAL REGULATIONS

a. 2 CFR Part 180 — OMB Guidelines to Agencies on Government-wide Debarment and Suspension
(Non-procurement).

b. 2 CFR Part 200, Uniform Administrative Requirements, Cost Principles, and Audit Requirements
for Federal Awards. [OMB Circular A-87 Cost Principles Applicable to Grants and Contracts with
State and Local Governments, and OMB Circular A-133 - Audits of States, Local Governments,
and Non-Profit Organizations].* > ®

c. 2 CFR Part 1200 — Non-procurement Suspension and Debarment.

d. 14 CFR Part 13 — Investigative and Enforcement Procedures

e. 14 CFR Part 16 — Rules of Practice For Federally Assisted Airport Enforcement Proceedings.
f. 14 CFR Part 150 — Airport noise compatibility planning.

g. 28 CFR Part 35 — Discrimination on the Basis of Disability in State and Local Government
Services.

h. 28 CFR § 50.3 — U.S. Department of Justice Guidelines for Enforcement of Title VI of the Civil
Rights Act of 1964.

i. 29 CFR Part 1 —Procedures for predetermination of wage rates.!

j. 29 CFR Part 3 — Contractors and subcontractors on public building or public work financed in
whole or part by loans or grants from the United States.!

k. 29 CFR Part 5 — Labor standards provisions applicable to contracts covering federally financed
and assisted construction (also labor standards provisions applicable to non-construction
contracts subject to the Contract Work Hours and Safety Standards Act).!

I. 41 CFR Part 60 — Office of Federal Contract Compliance Programs, Equal Employment
Opportunity, Department of Labor (Federal and federally assisted contracting requirements).?

m. 49 CFR Part 18 — Uniform administrative requirements for grants and cooperative agreements to
state and local governments.?

n. 49 CFR Part 20 — New restrictions on lobbying.
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49 CFR Part 21 — Nondiscrimination in federally-assisted programs of the Department of
Transportation - effectuation of Title VI of the Civil Rights Act of 1964.

49 CFR Part 23 — Participation by Disadvantage Business Enterprise in Airport Concessions.

49 CFR Part 24 — Uniform Relocation Assistance and Real Property Acquisition for Federal and
Federally Assisted Programs.! 2

49 CFR Part 26 — Participation by Disadvantaged Business Enterprises in Department of
Transportation Programs.

49 CFR Part 27 — Nondiscrimination on the Basis of Handicap in Programs and Activities
Receiving or Benefiting from Federal Financial Assistance.!

49 CFR Part 28 — Enforcement of Nondiscrimination on the Basis of Handicap in Programs or
Activities conducted by the Department of Transportation.

49 CFR Part 30 — Denial of public works contracts to suppliers of goods and services of countries
that deny procurement market access to U.S. contractors.

49 CFR Part 32 — Government-wide Requirements for Drug-Free Workplace (Financial
Assistance).

49 CFR Part 37 — Transportation Services for Individuals with Disabilities (ADA).

49 CFR Part 41 — Seismic safety of Federal and federally assisted or regulated new building
construction.

SPECIFIC ASSURANCES

Specific assurances required to be included in grant agreements by any of the above laws, regulations or
circulars are incorporated by reference in this grant agreement.

FOOTNOTES TO ASSURANCE C.1.

1
2
3

These laws do not apply to airport planning sponsors.

These laws do not apply to private sponsors.

49 CFR Part 18 and 2 CFR Part 200 contain requirements for State and Local Governments
receiving Federal assistance. Any requirement levied upon State and Local Governments by this
regulation and circular shall also be applicable to private sponsors receiving Federal assistance
under Title 49, United States Code.

On December 26, 2013 at 78 FR 78590, the Office of Management and Budget (OMB) issued the
Uniform Administrative Requirements, Cost Principles, and Audit Requirements for Federal
Awards in 2 CFR Part 200. 2 CFR Part 200 replaces and combines the former Uniform
Administrative Requirements for Grants (OMB Circular A-102 and Circular A-110 or 2 CFR Part
215 or Circular) as well as the Cost Principles (Circulars A-21 or 2 CFR part 220; Circular A-87 or 2
CFR part 225; and A-122, 2 CFR part 230). Additionally it replaces Circular A-133 guidance on the
Single Annual Audit. In accordance with 2 CFR section 200.110, the standards set forth in Part
200 which affect administration of Federal awards issued by Federal agencies become effective
once implemented by Federal agencies or when any future amendment to this Part becomes
final. Federal agencies, including the Department of Transportation, must implement the
policies and procedures applicable to Federal awards by promulgating a regulation to be
effective by December 26, 2014 unless different provisions are required by statute or approved
by OMB.
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> Cost principles established in 2 CFR part 200 subpart E must be used as guidelines for
determining the eligibility of specific types of expenses.
& Audit requirements established in 2 CFR part 200 subpart F are the guidelines for audits.

2. Responsibility and Authority of the Sponsor.
a. Public Agency Sponsor:

It has legal authority to apply for this grant, and to finance and carry out the proposed project;
that a resolution, motion or similar action has been duly adopted or passed as an official act of
the applicant's governing body authorizing the filing of the application, including all
understandings and assurances contained therein, and directing and authorizing the person
identified as the official representative of the applicant to act in connection with the
application and to provide such additional information as may be required.

b. Private Sponsor:

It has legal authority to apply for this grant and to finance and carry out the proposed project
and comply with all terms, conditions, and assurances of this grant agreement. It shall
designate an official representative and shall in writing direct and authorize that person to file
this application, including all understandings and assurances contained therein; to act in
connection with this application; and to provide such additional information as may be
required.

3. Sponsor Fund Availability.

It has sufficient funds available for that portion of the project costs which are not to be paid by the
United States. It has sufficient funds available to assure operation and maintenance of items funded
under this grant agreement which it will own or control.

4, Good Title.

a. It, a public agency or the Federal government, holds good title, satisfactory to the Secretary, to
the landing area of the airport or site thereof, or will give assurance satisfactory to the
Secretary that good title will be acquired.

b. For noise compatibility program projects to be carried out on the property of the sponsor, it
holds good title satisfactory to the Secretary to that portion of the property upon which Federal
funds will be expended or will give assurance to the Secretary that good title will be obtained.

5. Preserving Rights and Powers.

a. It will not take or permit any action which would operate to deprive it of any of the rights and
powers necessary to perform any or all of the terms, conditions, and assurances in this grant
agreement without the written approval of the Secretary, and will act promptly to acquire,
extinguish or modify any outstanding rights or claims of right of others which would interfere
with such performance by the sponsor. This shall be done in a manner acceptable to the
Secretary.

b. Subject to the FAA Act of 2018, Public Law 115-254, Section 163, it will not sell, lease,
encumber, or otherwise transfer or dispose of any part of its title or other interests in the
property shown on Exhibit A to this application or, for a noise compatibility program project,
that portion of the property upon which Federal funds have been expended, for the duration of
the terms, conditions, and assurances in this grant agreement without approval by the
Secretary. If the transferee is found by the Secretary to be eligible under Title 49, United States
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Code, to assume the obligations of this grant agreement and to have the power, authority, and
financial resources to carry out all such obligations, the sponsor shall insert in the contract or
document transferring or disposing of the sponsor's interest, and make binding upon the
transferee all of the terms, conditions, and assurances contained in this grant agreement.

c. Forall noise compatibility program projects which are to be carried out by another unit of local
government or are on property owned by a unit of local government other than the sponsor, it
will enter into an agreement with that government. Except as otherwise specified by the
Secretary, that agreement shall obligate that government to the same terms, conditions, and
assurances that would be applicable to it if it applied directly to the FAA for a grant to
undertake the noise compatibility program project. That agreement and changes thereto must
be satisfactory to the Secretary. It will take steps to enforce this agreement against the local
government if there is substantial non-compliance with the terms of the agreement.

d. For noise compatibility program projects to be carried out on privately owned property, it will
enter into an agreement with the owner of that property which includes provisions specified by
the Secretary. It will take steps to enforce this agreement against the property owner
whenever there is substantial non-compliance with the terms of the agreement.

e. If the sponsor is a private sponsor, it will take steps satisfactory to the Secretary to ensure that
the airport will continue to function as a public-use airport in accordance with these assurances
for the duration of these assurances.

f. If an arrangement is made for management and operation of the airport by any agency or
person other than the sponsor or an employee of the sponsor, the sponsor will reserve
sufficient rights and authority to insure that the airport will be operated and maintained in
accordance Title 49, United States Code, the regulations and the terms, conditions and
assurances in this grant agreement and shall insure that such arrangement also requires
compliance therewith.

g. Sponsors of commercial service airports will not permit or enter into any arrangement that
results in permission for the owner or tenant of a property used as a residence, or zoned for
residential use, to taxi an aircraft between that property and any location on airport. Sponsors
of general aviation airports entering into any arrangement that results in permission for the
owner of residential real property adjacent to or near the airport must comply with the
requirements of Sec. 136 of Public Law 112-95 and the sponsor assurances.

6. Consistency with Local Plans.

The project is reasonably consistent with plans (existing at the time of submission of this
application) of public agencies that are authorized by the State in which the project is located to
plan for the development of the area surrounding the airport.

7. Consideration of Local Interest.

It has given fair consideration to the interest of communities in or near where the project may be
located.

8. Consultation with Users.

In making a decision to undertake any airport development project under Title 49, United States
Code, it has undertaken reasonable consultations with affected parties using the airport at which
project is proposed.
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9. Public Hearings.

In projects involving the location of an airport, an airport runway, or a major runway extension, it
has afforded the opportunity for public hearings for the purpose of considering the economic,
social, and environmental effects of the airport or runway location and its consistency with goals
and objectives of such planning as has been carried out by the community and it shall, when
requested by the Secretary, submit a copy of the transcript of such hearings to the Secretary.
Further, for such projects, it has on its management board either voting representation from the
communities where the project is located or has advised the communities that they have the right
to petition the Secretary concerning a proposed project.

10. Metropolitan Planning Organization.

In projects involving the location of an airport, an airport runway, or a major runway extension at a
medium or large hub airport, the sponsor has made available to and has provided upon request to

the metropolitan planning organization in the area in which the airport is located, if any, a copy of

the proposed amendment to the airport layout plan to depict the project and a copy of any airport
master plan in which the project is described or depicted.

11. Pavement Preventive Maintenance.

With respect to a project approved after January 1, 1995, for the replacement or reconstruction of
pavement at the airport, it assures or certifies that it has implemented an effective airport
pavement maintenance-management program and it assures that it will use such program for the
useful life of any pavement constructed, reconstructed or repaired with Federal financial assistance
at the airport. It will provide such reports on pavement condition and pavement management
programs as the Secretary determines may be useful.

12. Terminal Development Prerequisites.

For projects which include terminal development at a public use airport, as defined in Title 49, it
has, on the date of submittal of the project grant application, all the safety equipment required for
certification of such airport under section 44706 of Title 49, United States Code, and all the security
equipment required by rule or regulation, and has provided for access to the passenger enplaning
and deplaning area of such airport to passengers enplaning and deplaning from aircraft other than
air carrier aircraft.

13. Accounting System, Audit, and Record Keeping Requirements.

a. It shall keep all project accounts and records which fully disclose the amount and disposition by
the recipient of the proceeds of this grant, the total cost of the project in connection with
which this grant is given or used, and the amount or nature of that portion of the cost of the
project supplied by other sources, and such other financial records pertinent to the project. The
accounts and records shall be kept in accordance with an accounting system that will facilitate
an effective audit in accordance with the Single Audit Act of 1984.

b. It shall make available to the Secretary and the Comptroller General of the United States, or
any of their duly authorized representatives, for the purpose of audit and examination, any
books, documents, papers, and records of the recipient that are pertinent to this grant. The
Secretary may require that an appropriate audit be conducted by a recipient. In any case in
which an independent audit is made of the accounts of a sponsor relating to the disposition of
the proceeds of a grant or relating to the project in connection with which this grant was given
or used, it shall file a certified copy of such audit with the Comptroller General of the United
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States not later than six (6) months following the close of the fiscal year for which the audit was
made.

14. Minimum Wage Rates.

It shall include, in all contracts in excess of $2,000 for work on any projects funded under this grant
agreement which involve labor, provisions establishing minimum rates of wages, to be
predetermined by the Secretary of Labor, in accordance with the Davis-Bacon Act, as amended (40
U.S.C. 276a-276a-5), which contractors shall pay to skilled and unskilled labor, and such minimum
rates shall be stated in the invitation for bids and shall be included in proposals or bids for the work.

15. Veteran's Preference.

It shall include in all contracts for work on any project funded under this grant agreement which
involve labor, such provisions as are necessary to insure that, in the employment of labor (except in
executive, administrative, and supervisory positions), preference shall be given to Vietham era
veterans, Persian Gulf veterans, Afghanistan-lraq war veterans, disabled veterans, and small
business concerns owned and controlled by disabled veterans as defined in Section 47112 of Title
49, United States Code. However, this preference shall apply only where the individuals are
available and qualified to perform the work to which the employment relates.

16. Conformity to Plans and Specifications.

It will execute the project subject to plans, specifications, and schedules approved by the Secretary.
Such plans, specifications, and schedules shall be submitted to the Secretary prior to
commencement of site preparation, construction, or other performance under this grant
agreement, and, upon approval of the Secretary, shall be incorporated into this grant agreement.
Any modification to the approved plans, specifications, and schedules shall also be subject to
approval of the Secretary, and incorporated into this grant agreement.

17. Construction Inspection and Approval.

It will provide and maintain competent technical supervision at the construction site throughout the
project to assure that the work conforms to the plans, specifications, and schedules approved by
the Secretary for the project. It shall subject the construction work on any project contained in an
approved project application to inspection and approval by the Secretary and such work shall be in
accordance with regulations and procedures prescribed by the Secretary. Such regulations and
procedures shall require such cost and progress reporting by the sponsor or sponsors of such
project as the Secretary shall deem necessary.

18. Planning Projects.
In carrying out planning projects:

a. It will execute the project in accordance with the approved program narrative contained in the
project application or with the modifications similarly approved.

b. It will furnish the Secretary with such periodic reports as required pertaining to the planning
project and planning work activities.

c. It willinclude in all published material prepared in connection with the planning project a
notice that the material was prepared under a grant provided by the United States.

d. It will make such material available for examination by the public, and agrees that no material
prepared with funds under this project shall be subject to copyright in the United States or any
other country.
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e. It will give the Secretary unrestricted authority to publish, disclose, distribute, and otherwise
use any of the material prepared in connection with this grant.

f. It will grant the Secretary the right to disapprove the sponsor's employment of specific
consultants and their subcontractors to do all or any part of this project as well as the right to
disapprove the proposed scope and cost of professional services.

g. It will grant the Secretary the right to disapprove the use of the sponsor's employees to do all
or any part of the project.

h. It understands and agrees that the Secretary's approval of this project grant or the Secretary's
approval of any planning material developed as part of this grant does not constitute or imply
any assurance or commitment on the part of the Secretary to approve any pending or future
application for a Federal airport grant.

19. Operation and Maintenance.

a. The airport and all facilities which are necessary to serve the aeronautical users of the airport,
other than facilities owned or controlled by the United States, shall be operated at all times in a
safe and serviceable condition and in accordance with the minimum standards as may be
required or prescribed by applicable Federal, state and local agencies for maintenance and
operation. It will not cause or permit any activity or action thereon which would interfere with
its use for airport purposes. It will suitably operate and maintain the airport and all facilities
thereon or connected therewith, with due regard to climatic and flood conditions. Any proposal
to temporarily close the airport for non-aeronautical purposes must first be approved by the
Secretary. In furtherance of this assurance, the sponsor will have in effect arrangements for-

1. Operating the airport's aeronautical facilities whenever required;

2. Promptly marking and lighting hazards resulting from airport conditions, including
temporary conditions; and

3. Promptly notifying airmen of any condition affecting aeronautical use of the airport.
Nothing contained herein shall be construed to require that the airport be operated for
aeronautical use during temporary periods when snow, flood or other climatic conditions
interfere with such operation and maintenance. Further, nothing herein shall be construed
as requiring the maintenance, repair, restoration, or replacement of any structure or
facility which is substantially damaged or destroyed due to an act of God or other
condition or circumstance beyond the control of the sponsor.

b. It will suitably operate and maintain noise compatibility program items that it owns or controls
upon which Federal funds have been expended.

20. Hazard Removal and Mitigation.

It will take appropriate action to assure that such terminal airspace as is required to protect
instrument and visual operations to the airport (including established minimum flight altitudes) will
be adequately cleared and protected by removing, lowering, relocating, marking, or lighting or
otherwise mitigating existing airport hazards and by preventing the establishment or creation of
future airport hazards.

21. Compatible Land Use.

It will take appropriate action, to the extent reasonable, including the adoption of zoning laws, to
restrict the use of land adjacent to or in the immediate vicinity of the airport to activities and
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purposes compatible with normal airport operations, including landing and takeoff of aircraft. In
addition, if the project is for noise compatibility program implementation, it will not cause or permit
any change in land use, within its jurisdiction, that will reduce its compatibility, with respect to the
airport, of the noise compatibility program measures upon which Federal funds have been
expended.

22. Economic Nondiscrimination.

a. It will make the airport available as an airport for public use on reasonable terms and without
unjust discrimination to all types, kinds and classes of aeronautical activities, including
commercial aeronautical activities offering services to the public at the airport.

b. Inany agreement, contract, lease, or other arrangement under which a right or privilege at the
airport is granted to any person, firm, or corporation to conduct or to engage in any
aeronautical activity for furnishing services to the public at the airport, the sponsor will insert
and enforce provisions requiring the contractor to-

1) furnish said services on a reasonable, and not unjustly discriminatory, basis to all users
thereof, and

2) charge reasonable, and not unjustly discriminatory, prices for each unit or service,
provided that the contractor may be allowed to make reasonable and nondiscriminatory
discounts, rebates, or other similar types of price reductions to volume purchasers.

c. Each fixed-based operator at the airport shall be subject to the same rates, fees, rentals, and
other charges as are uniformly applicable to all other fixed-based operators making the same or
similar uses of such airport and utilizing the same or similar facilities.

d. Each air carrier using such airport shall have the right to service itself or to use any fixed-based
operator that is authorized or permitted by the airport to serve any air carrier at such airport.

e. Each air carrier using such airport (whether as a tenant, non-tenant, or subtenant of another air
carrier tenant) shall be subject to such nondiscriminatory and substantially comparable rules,
regulations, conditions, rates, fees, rentals, and other charges with respect to facilities directly
and substantially related to providing air transportation as are applicable to all such air carriers
which make similar use of such airport and utilize similar facilities, subject to reasonable
classifications such as tenants or non-tenants and signatory carriers and non-signatory carriers.
Classification or status as tenant or signatory shall not be unreasonably withheld by any airport
provided an air carrier assumes obligations substantially similar to those already imposed on air
carriers in such classification or status.

f. It will not exercise or grant any right or privilege which operates to prevent any person, firm, or
corporation operating aircraft on the airport from performing any services on its own aircraft
with its own employees [including, but not limited to maintenance, repair, and fueling] that it
may choose to perform.

g. Inthe event the sponsor itself exercises any of the rights and privileges referred to in this
assurance, the services involved will be provided on the same conditions as would apply to the
furnishing of such services by commercial aeronautical service providers authorized by the
sponsor under these provisions.

h. The sponsor may establish such reasonable, and not unjustly discriminatory, conditions to be
met by all users of the airport as may be necessary for the safe and efficient operation of the
airport.

Airport Sponsor Assurances 2/2020 Page 10 of 18

Packet Page 226



23.

24,

i. The sponsor may prohibit or limit any given type, kind or class of aeronautical use of the airport
if such action is necessary for the safe operation of the airport or necessary to serve the civil
aviation needs of the public.

Exclusive Rights.

It will permit no exclusive right for the use of the airport by any person providing, or intending to
provide, aeronautical services to the public. For purposes of this paragraph, the providing of the
services at an airport by a single fixed-based operator shall not be construed as an exclusive right if
both of the following apply:

a. It would be unreasonably costly, burdensome, or impractical for more than one fixed-based
operator to provide such services, and

b. If allowing more than one fixed-based operator to provide such services would require the
reduction of space leased pursuant to an existing agreement between such single fixed-based
operator and such airport. It further agrees that it will not, either directly or indirectly, grant or
permit any person, firm, or corporation, the exclusive right at the airport to conduct any
aeronautical activities, including, but not limited to charter flights, pilot training, aircraft rental
and sightseeing, aerial photography, crop dusting, aerial advertising and surveying, air carrier
operations, aircraft sales and services, sale of aviation petroleum products whether or not
conducted in conjunction with other aeronautical activity, repair and maintenance of aircraft,
sale of aircraft parts, and any other activities which because of their direct relationship to the
operation of aircraft can be regarded as an aeronautical activity, and that it will terminate any
exclusive right to conduct an aeronautical activity now existing at such an airport before the
grant of any assistance under Title 49, United States Code.

Fee and Rental Structure.

It will maintain a fee and rental structure for the facilities and services at the airport which will
make the airport as self-sustaining as possible under the circumstances existing at the particular
airport, taking into account such factors as the volume of traffic and economy of collection. No part
of the Federal share of an airport development, airport planning or noise compatibility project for
which a grant is made under Title 49, United States Code, the Airport and Airway Improvement Act
of 1982, the Federal Airport Act or the Airport and Airway Development Act of 1970 shall be
included in the rate basis in establishing fees, rates, and charges for users of that airport.

25. Airport Revenues.

a. All revenues generated by the airport and any local taxes on aviation fuel established after
December 30, 1987, will be expended by it for the capital or operating costs of the airport; the
local airport system; or other local facilities which are owned or operated by the owner or
operator of the airport and which are directly and substantially related to the actual air
transportation of passengers or property; or for noise mitigation purposes on or off the airport.
The following exceptions apply to this paragraph:

1. If covenants or assurances in debt obligations issued before September 3, 1982, by the
owner or operator of the airport, or provisions enacted before September 3, 1982, in
governing statutes controlling the owner or operator's financing, provide for the use of the
revenues from any of the airport owner or operator's facilities, including the airport, to
support not only the airport but also the airport owner or operator's general debt
obligations or other facilities, then this limitation on the use of all revenues generated by
the airport (and, in the case of a public airport, local taxes on aviation fuel) shall not apply.
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2. If the Secretary approves the sale of a privately owned airport to a public sponsor and
provides funding for any portion of the public sponsor’s acquisition of land, this limitation
on the use of all revenues generated by the sale shall not apply to certain proceeds from
the sale. This is conditioned on repayment to the Secretary by the private owner of an
amount equal to the remaining unamortized portion (amortized over a 20-year period) of
any airport improvement grant made to the private owner for any purpose other than land
acquisition on or after October 1, 1996, plus an amount equal to the federal share of the
current fair market value of any land acquired with an airport improvement grant made to
that airport on or after October 1, 1996.

3. Certain revenue derived from or generated by mineral extraction, production, lease, or
other means at a general aviation airport (as defined at Section 47102 of title 49 United
States Code), if the FAA determines the airport sponsor meets the requirements set forth
in Sec. 813 of Public Law 112-95.

b. As part of the annual audit required under the Single Audit Act of 1984, the sponsor will direct
that the audit will review, and the resulting audit report will provide an opinion concerning, the
use of airport revenue and taxes in paragraph (a), and indicating whether funds paid or
transferred to the owner or operator are paid or transferred in a manner consistent with Title
49, United States Code and any other applicable provision of law, including any regulation
promulgated by the Secretary or Administrator.

¢. Any civil penalties or other sanctions will be imposed for violation of this assurance in
accordance with the provisions of Section 47107 of Title 49, United States Code.

26. Reports and Inspections.
It will:

a. submit to the Secretary such annual or special financial and operations reports as the Secretary
may reasonably request and make such reports available to the public; make available to the
public at reasonable times and places a report of the airport budget in a format prescribed by
the Secretary;

b. for airport development projects, make the airport and all airport records and documents
affecting the airport, including deeds, leases, operation and use agreements, regulations and
other instruments, available for inspection by any duly authorized agent of the Secretary upon
reasonable request;

c. for noise compatibility program projects, make records and documents relating to the project
and continued compliance with the terms, conditions, and assurances of this grant agreement
including deeds, leases, agreements, regulations, and other instruments, available for
inspection by any duly authorized agent of the Secretary upon reasonable request; and

d. inaformat and time prescribed by the Secretary, provide to the Secretary and make available
to the public following each of its fiscal years, an annual report listing in detail:

1. all amounts paid by the airport to any other unit of government and the purposes for
which each such payment was made; and

2. all services and property provided by the airport to other units of government and the
amount of compensation received for provision of each such service and property.
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27. Use by Government Aircraft.

It will make available all of the facilities of the airport developed with Federal financial assistance
and all those usable for landing and takeoff of aircraft to the United States for use by Government
aircraft in common with other aircraft at all times without charge, except, if the use by Government
aircraft is substantial, charge may be made for a reasonable share, proportional to such use, for the
cost of operating and maintaining the facilities used. Unless otherwise determined by the Secretary,
or otherwise agreed to by the sponsor and the using agency, substantial use of an airport by
Government aircraft will be considered to exist when operations of such aircraft are in excess of
those which, in the opinion of the Secretary, would unduly interfere with use of the landing areas
by other authorized aircraft, or during any calendar month that —

a. Five (5) or more Government aircraft are regularly based at the airport or on land adjacent
thereto; or

b. The total number of movements (counting each landing as a movement) of Government
aircraft is 300 or more, or the gross accumulative weight of Government aircraft using the
airport (the total movement of Government aircraft multiplied by gross weights of such
aircraft) is in excess of five million pounds.

28. Land for Federal Facilities.

It will furnish without cost to the Federal Government for use in connection with any air traffic
control or air navigation activities, or weather-reporting and communication activities related to air
traffic control, any areas of land or water, or estate therein, or rights in buildings of the sponsor as
the Secretary considers necessary or desirable for construction, operation, and maintenance at
Federal expense of space or facilities for such purposes. Such areas or any portion thereof will be
made available as provided herein within four months after receipt of a written request from the
Secretary.

29. Airport Layout Plan.

a. Subject to the FAA Reauthorization Act of 2018, Public Law 115-254, Section 163, it will keep up
to date at all times an airport layout plan of the airport showing:

1. boundaries of the airport and all proposed additions thereto, together with the boundaries
of all offsite areas owned or controlled by the sponsor for airport purposes and proposed
additions thereto;

2. thelocation and nature of all existing and proposed airport facilities and structures (such
as runways, taxiways, aprons, terminal buildings, hangars and roads), including all
proposed extensions and reductions of existing airport facilities;

3. the location of all existing and proposed non-aviation areas and of all existing
improvements thereon; and

4. all proposed and existing access points used to taxi aircraft across the airport’s property
boundary. Such airport layout plans and each amendment, revision, or modification
thereof, shall be subject to the approval of the Secretary which approval shall be
evidenced by the signature of a duly authorized representative of the Secretary on the face
of the airport layout plan. The sponsor will not make or permit any changes or alterations
in the airport or any of its facilities which are not in conformity with the airport layout plan
as approved by the Secretary and which might, in the opinion of the Secretary, adversely
affect the safety, utility or efficiency of the airport.
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a. Subject to the FAA Reauthorization Act of 2018, Public Law 115-254, Section 163, if a
change or alteration in the airport or the facilities is made which the Secretary
determines adversely affects the safety, utility, or efficiency of any federally owned,
leased, or funded property on or off the airport and which is not in conformity with
the airport layout plan as approved by the Secretary, the owner or operator will, if
requested, by the Secretary (1) eliminate such adverse effect in a manner approved by
the Secretary; or (2) bear all costs of relocating such property (or replacement thereof)
to a site acceptable to the Secretary and all costs of restoring such property (or
replacement thereof) to the level of safety, utility, efficiency, and cost of operation
existing before the unapproved change in the airport or its facilities except in the case
of a relocation or replacement of an existing airport facility due to a change in the
Secretary’s design standards beyond the control of the airport sponsor.

30. Civil Rights.

It will promptly take any measures necessary to ensure that no person in the United States shall, on
the grounds of race, creed, color, national origin, sex, age, or disability be excluded from
participation in, be denied the benefits of, or be otherwise subjected to discrimination in any
activity conducted with, or benefiting from, funds received from this grant.

a.

Using the definitions of activity, facility and program as found and defined in §§ 21.23 (b) and
21.23 (e) of 49 CFR § 21, the sponsor will facilitate all programs, operate all facilities, or conduct
all programs in compliance with all non-discrimination requirements imposed by, or pursuant
to these assurances.

Applicability

1. Programs and Activities. If the sponsor has received a grant (or other federal assistance)
for any of the sponsor’s program or activities, these requirements extend to all of the
sponsor’s programs and activities.

2. Facilities. Where it receives a grant or other federal financial assistance to construct,
expand, renovate, remodel, alter or acquire a facility, or part of a facility, the assurance
extends to the entire facility and facilities operated in connection therewith.

3. Real Property. Where the sponsor receives a grant or other Federal financial assistance in
the form of, or for the acquisition of real property or an interest in real property, the
assurance will extend to rights to space on, over, or under such property.

Duration.

The sponsor agrees that it is obligated to this assurance for the period during which Federal
financial assistance is extended to the program, except where the Federal financial assistance is
to provide, or is in the form of, personal property, or real property, or interest therein, or
structures or improvements thereon, in which case the assurance obligates the sponsor, or any
transferee for the longer of the following periods:

1. Solong as the airport is used as an airport, or for another purpose involving the provision
of similar services or benefits; or

2. Solong as the sponsor retains ownership or possession of the property.
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d. Required Solicitation Language. It will include the following notification in all solicitations for
bids, Requests For Proposals for work, or material under this grant agreement and in all
proposals for agreements, including airport concessions, regardless of funding source:

“The City of Grand Junction and County of Mesa, Colorado and the Grand Junction Regional
Airport Authority, in accordance with the provisions of Title VI of the Civil Rights Act of 1964 (78
Stat. 252, 42 U.S.C. §§ 2000d to 2000d-4) and the Regulations, hereby notifies all bidders that it
will affirmatively ensure that any contract entered into pursuant to this advertisement,
disadvantaged business enterprises and airport concession disadvantaged business enterprises
will be afforded full and fair opportunity to submit bids in response to this invitation and will
not be discriminated against on the grounds of race, color, or national origin in consideration
for an award.”

e. Required Contract Provisions.

1. It will insert the non-discrimination contract clauses requiring compliance with the acts and
regulations relative to non-discrimination in Federally-assisted programs of the DOT, and
incorporating the acts and regulations into the contracts by reference in every contract or
agreement subject to the non-discrimination in Federally-assisted programs of the DOT
acts and regulations.

2. It willinclude a list of the pertinent non-discrimination authorities in every contract that is
subject to the non-discrimination acts and regulations.

3. It will insert non-discrimination contract clauses as a covenant running with the land, in
any deed from the United States effecting or recording a transfer of real property,
structures, use, or improvements thereon or interest therein to a sponsor.

4. 1t will insert non-discrimination contract clauses prohibiting discrimination on the basis of
race, color, national origin, creed, sex, age, or handicap as a covenant running with the
land, in any future deeds, leases, license, permits, or similar instruments entered into by
the sponsor with other parties:

a. Forthe subsequent transfer of real property acquired or improved under the
applicable activity, project, or program; and

b. For the construction or use of, or access to, space on, over, or under real property
acquired or improved under the applicable activity, project, or program.

f. It will provide for such methods of administration for the program as are found by the
Secretary to give reasonable guarantee that it, other recipients, sub-recipients, sub-grantees,
contractors, subcontractors, consultants, transferees, successors in interest, and other
participants of Federal financial assistance under such program will comply with all
requirements imposed or pursuant to the acts, the regulations, and this assurance.

g. It agrees that the United States has a right to seek judicial enforcement with regard to any
matter arising under the acts, the regulations, and this assurance.

31. Disposal of Land.

a. Forland purchased under a gra