
 
 

MAYOR’S INTRODUCTION AND WELCOME 
 

 

7:00 COUNCILMEMBER REPORTS 
            
7:15 CITY MANAGER’S REPORT 
 
7:20 REVIEW OF FUTURE WORKSHOP AGENDAS    Attach W-1 
 
7:25 REVIEW WEDNESDAY COUNCIL AGENDA 
 
7:35 INFILL/REDEVELOPMENT PROGRAM: Review of the Infill/ 

Redevelopment program to include a summary of the program, summary 
of activity since adoption, changes in procedures and a review of the 
application and incentive components in relation to the intent of the 
program as adopted.        Attach W-2 

           
8:15: MOUNTAIN RAIL FOR I-70 CORRIDOR: Council will be provided with the 

history of the Rocky Mountain Rail Authority and the Colorado Rail 
Association, review the current goals and consider membership including 
providing financial support.                 Attach W-3 

 
 

8:45 PROPOSED RESOLUTION REQUESTING AN INCREASE IN THE 
NUMBER OF COUNTY COMMISSIONERS:  The Mayor is bringing 
forward a resolution asking Mesa County Commissioners to initiate the 
process to increase the number of their members.  Attach W-4 
                   

 
ADJOURN 

      
 
 
 
 

 
   
 

 
GRAND JUNCTION CITY COUNCIL 

WORKSHOP AGENDA  
 

MONDAY, APRIL 30, 2007, 7:00 PM  
CITY HALL AUDITORIUM, 250 N. 5TH STREET 



Attach W-1 
Future Workshop Agendas 
 

 

 

(December 19, 2011) 

MAY 2007   
 

 
 

MAY 14, MONDAY 11:30 AM: Pinon Grill 

11:30 MEETING WITH THE UTE WATER BOARD 
 

MAY 14, MONDAY 7:00 PM: City Hall Auditorium 

7:00 COUNCIL REPORTS, REVIEW WEDNESDAY AGENDA AND FUTURE 

WORKSHOP AGENDAS 

7:25 CITY MANAGER’S REPORT 

7:30 APPOINTMENTS TO BOARDS & COMMISSIONS 

7:35    DISCUSS AWARD OF COMPREHENSIVE PLAN CONTRACT AND 

GRAND VALLEY TRAFFIC MODEL UPDATE 
 

JUNE 2007   

 
JUNE 4, MONDAY 11:30 AM: Administration Conference Room 

11:30 POLICE DEPARTMENT: Street Crimes Unit Update  

 

JUNE 4, MONDAY 7:00 PM: City Hall Auditorium 

7:00 COUNCIL REPORTS, REVIEW WEDNESDAY AGENDA AND FUTURE 

WORKSHOP AGENDAS 

7:25 CITY MANAGER’S REPORT 

7:30 APPOINTMENTS TO BOARDS & COMMISSIONS 

7:40 GRAND JUNCTION REGIONAL CENTER:  Update on their activities and offer 

for collaborative community efforts. (Christian Mueller 255-5711) 

8:00: REQUIREMENTS FOR A DIA 

 

JUNE 18, MONDAY 11:30 AM: Administration Conference Room 

11:30 REGIONAL COMMUNICATIONS CENTER TOUR 
 

JUNE 18, MONDAY 7:00 PM: City Hall Auditorium 

7:00 COUNCIL REPORTS, REVIEW WEDNESDAY AGENDA AND FUTURE 

WORKSHOP AGENDAS 

7:25 CITY MANAGER’S REPORT 

7:30 HOUSING MARKET ANALYSIS DONE BY CHFA:  Jim Coil 

MAY 7, MONDAY 11:30 AM: Administration Conference Room 

11:30 REVIEW OF CDBG APPLICATIONS 

 



7:45 WATERSHED COMMUNITY PLAN PRESENTATION – Review of the Final 

Draft of the Plan  

8:30 WATERSHED REGULATIONS IMPLEMENTATION ORDINANCES: 

Regulations in watershed and regulations on other City-owned lands 

  

JULY 2007 
   
JULY 2 WORKSHOPS AND JULY 4 REGULAR MEETING CANCELED DUE TO 

HOLIDAY AND 125TH CELEBRATION!  

 

 JULY 16, MONDAY 11:30 AM: Administration Conference Room 

11:30 OPEN 
 

JULY 16, MONDAY 7:00 PM: City Hall Auditorium 

7:00 COUNCIL REPORTS, REVIEW WEDNESDAY AGENDA AND FUTURE 

WORKSHOP AGENDAS 

7:25 CITY MANAGER’S REPORT 

7:30 OPEN 

 

 JULY 30, MONDAY 11:30 AM: Administration Conference Room 

11:30 OPEN 
 

JULY 30, MONDAY 7:00 PM: City Hall Auditorium 

7:00 COUNCIL REPORTS, REVIEW WEDNESDAY AGENDA AND FUTURE 

WORKSHOP AGENDAS 

7:25 CITY MANAGER’S REPORT 

7:30 OPEN 

 BIN LIST  

1. OUTDOOR DINING ON MAIN STREET (staff is preparing a background report) 

2. ORDINANCE REQUEST: Requiring that sex offenders live a minimum of 500 feet 

from a school, pre-school and public daycare facilities. 

3. 211 TELEPHONE SERVICE 

4. MOAB PROJECT SUPPLIER ALLIANCE (MPSA): Promotes businesses that 

want to support DOE’s Moab Reclamation Project. (Wait until DOE contractor is known).  
5. MESA LAND TRUST – buffer Program Update (July 16?) 

6. AMENDMENT TO SMOKING ORDINANCE – Request from VFW.  See letter attached 

7. REQUEST FROM WESTERN COLORADO CONGRESS:  Information to be provided to 

Council regarding the impact on water form commercial oil shale operations. See letter 
attached  

8.   MEET WITH CHAMBER OF COMMERCE:  Annual Luncheon? (also recognize their efforts                 

      on the TABOR question) 

9.   MEET WITH ABC: Annual Luncheon? 

 

NEW 

NEW 

NEW 



 
 
April 6, 2007 
 
City of Grand Junction 
David Varley, City Manager 
Grand Junction City Hall 
Grand Junction, CO 
HAND DELIVERED 

 
Re:  Veterans of Foreign Wars Post 12147/Grand Junction Smoking Ordinance 
 
Dear Mr. Varley: 
 
I want to take this opportunity to follow up on the information you supplied to us in response 
to our letter of 10-12-06 and request an opportunity for the VFW to be heard before the City 
Council in connection with amending the City Smoking Ordinance to conform with the State 
Ordinance so the VFW might be able to operate in a cost-effective manner. 
 
I won’t reiterate our prior correspondence, which I think outlined our hopes in this matter.  We 
had been awaiting the outcome of some legislation in the State Legislature and believe that 
that possible conflict has been resolved and would like to press forward with the request to 
the City Council. 
 
Please have someone from your office contact mine with whatever information we need to 
bring and a date on the Workshop Agenda, which I assume is where we would first be 
appearing.  We will gather the necessary individuals from the VFW and ourselves and 
appear. 
 
Once again thank you for your personal attention to this.  We look forward to hearing from 
you very shortly. 
 
Sincerely, 
 
 
 
Rick D. Wagner 
Attorney at Law 
 

























 



Attach W-2 
Infill/Redevelopment Program Review 
 

CITY OF GRAND JUNCTION 
 

CITY COUNCIL AGENDA 

Subject Infill/Redevelopment Review 

Meeting Date April 30, 2007 

Date Prepared April 26, 2007 File #PLN-2004-234 

Author Ivy Williams Development Services Supervisor 

Presenter Name 
Ivy Williams 
Tim Moore 
Lisa Cox 

Development Services Supervisor 
Director of Public Works and Planning 
Planning Manager 

Report results back 
to Council 

 Yes x No When  

Citizen Presentation   Yes x  No Name  

X Workshop  Formal Agenda  Consent  
Individual 
Consideration 

 
Summary:  Review of the Infill/Redevelopment program to include a summary of the 
program, summary of activity since adoption, changes in procedures and a review of the 
application and incentive components in relation to the intent of the program as 
adopted. 
 
Budget: The 2007 budget allocation for Infill/Redevelopment program is $250,000 from 
the Economic Development Fund. To date, $10,000 of the 2007 allocation has been 
awarded. 
 
Action Requested/Recommendation: Review the incentives and the criteria used 
when reviewing applications and provide direction on whether changes should be made 
to the review components in order to meet the intent of the Infill/Redevelopment goals 
and policies.  Seven questions for discussion are: 

1. Review the list of nine incentives (potential forms of City participation in 
Attachment 3; pg 2).  Are there any that should be removed or more clearly 
defined? 

2. Density bonus – is this really needed since we have provisions for density 
bonuses established in the Zoning and Development Code? 

3. The majority of applications have not included a component for affordable 
housing.  Should this factor be prioritized in review of applications? 

4. The incentive of expedited review is not realistic with current staffing and 
workload demands. 

5. Should the definition of infill be changed from vacant land to vacant or under 
utilized land to allow for an existing structure to remain when the structure holds 
value for a proposed project? 

6. Should the definition of redevelopment be changed to allow for properties that 
are less than two acres? 

7. Should there be a time limit for use of approved funding for a project?   



 
Attachments:   
Attachment 1 – Definitions of infill and redevelopment 
Attachment 2 – Maps identifying areas that are appropriate for applying for incentives 
for development 
Attachment 3 – The Infill/Redevelopment application form 
 
Background Information:  
Implementation of the infill/redevelopment program was adopted by Resolution No. 87-
04 on September 15, 2004.  The infill / redevelopment policy was adopted as part of the 
Growth Plan update in early 2003. The implementation program consists of: 

 Definitions of infill and redevelopment (Attachment 1) 

 Maps that identify areas where incentives for infill and redevelopment may be 
appropriate (Attachment 2) 

 Application form (Attachment 3) 

 A list of criteria for Council to use when considering requests for incentives 
(Attachment 3; pg 1) 

 A list of nine potential forms of City involvement (Attachment 3; pg 2) 

 The establishment of a review committee consisting of representatives from: 
o City Manager’s Office 
o Budget and Financial Planning 
o Public Works & Planning to include Planning, Engineering or other staff 

that may be appropriate to provide input depending on the request. 
 

Summary of Program Activity  
Since 2004, 21 applications have been reviewed for eligibility for City participation.  Of 
these, 13 have not been accepted. The majority of those not accepted did not meet the 
definition of infill and/or redevelopment.  Five applications have been presented to City 
Council and approved in part or in whole for a total amount of $163,000.00.  The range 
of approvals was from $3,000 up to $105,000. There are three applications that are in 
the process that could be presented to City Council in the near future. 
 
Procedural Changes 
In order to provide accurate tracking of Infill/Redevelopment applications staff has taken 
the following steps: 

 Added a written procedure to the procedures manual 

 Revised the application and the brochure 

 Assigned a project file number to each new application for processing as a 
development application. 

 Added a review by a planner, development engineer and Neighborhood Services 
as appropriate because the majority of applications received are associated with 
other development applications and could be associated with affordable housing. 

 
Issues to Consider 
The adopted resolution states that implementation of the program that encourages 
development of infill parcels and redevelopment of underutilized land is beneficial for 
the following reasons: 

 Makes more efficient use of existing infrastructure including streets, water and 
sewer lines and other public facilities and services; 



 Provides opportunities to reduce commuting distance/automobile dependency; 

 May help to provide affordable housing within the City; and 

 Reduces the demand for and impact from “end of the road” suburban sprawl. 
Also included in the resolution were support statements from other plans and policies 
that include: 

 The City Council’s Strategic Plan 2002-2012, Shelter and Housing solution, 
which encourages affordable housing through infill and redevelopment policies.  
The objective of this goal was to create infill and redevelopment policies which 
were accomplished with the adoption of the Growth Plan update (Objective 32).  
This implementation program furthers the Strategic Plan Objective by providing 
several incentives that will encourage the development of affordable housing by 
possible financial and processing assistance. 

 Adoption of and Infill and Redevelopment Policy as part of the City of Grand 
Junction Growth Plan as amended in May, 2003.  The Growth Plan element 
includes definitions, framework policies and supporting guidelines. 

 
The questions provided in the Action Requested/Recommendation section above 
will provide a discussion forum for deciding whether changes are desirable and if so, 
what changes may be needed. 
 
 



 

ATTACHMENT 1 



ATTACHMENT 2 
 

 



ATTACHMENT 3 
 

Infill / Redevelopment  
Application 

 

Date of Application ________________________ 
Date Received 
___________________________ 

Applicant Name _____________________________________________________ 

Applicant Address____________________________________________________ 

City/State/Zip_______________________________________________________ 

Contact Name 
_________________________________________________________________________ 
Telephone (_____)____________________ Fax Number (______)______________________ 

Email Address_______________________________________________________ 

Property Owner (if different than applicant) _______________________________________________ 

Project Name/Description_______________________________________________ 
________________________________________________________________ 

Site Location________________________________________________________ 
Tax Parcel Number(s)__________________________________________________ 
 
* Please provide a written response to the following questions and submit four (4) copies of your 
application and attachments along with a site map showing the location of the development site 
to: 

Public Works & Planning Department 
Attn:  Planning Division (Infill/Redevelopment) 

250 North 5th Street 
Grand Junction CO  81501 

 

1.      Is the site within the City’s geographically mapped area for:   Infill        Redevelopment    
         (See www.gjcity.org to verify that your request is within the boundary.) 
 
2.    Does the site meet the definition of:    Infill  or    Redevelopment          
 
3.       Please provide a general description of your project and what you are requesting. 
 
4.       Describe how the site or project is compatible with the surrounding area and meets 

community values including compatibility with surrounding quality of design and site 
planning. 

 
5.      Describe the project’s feasibility.  This should include the developer’s resume of experience, 

whether project financing is in place and, for non-residential projects, what tenant 
commitments are in place. 

 
6.      Within a distance of 1,000 feet, list any specific infrastructure projects planned and/or funded 

by the City, or any proposed off-site contributions anticipated by the proposed project that 
address existing deficiencies as defined by the City (to obtain a current list of projects, 
contact the City Public Works Department at (970) 256-4082. 

 
7.     Does the proposed project include a mixture of uses?  If so, describe the types and 

percentage. 

http://www.gjcity.org/


ATTACHMENT 3 

 

 

Applicant 
 

Total $ 
Amount 

Requested 
City 

Portion 

a. Expedited development review process. 
 

 
n/a n/a 

b. Assistance with City agency review. 
 

 
n/a n/a 

c. Deferral of fees (examples may include permitting 
fees, tap fees and impact fees). 
 

 
$ $ 

d. Density bonuses for residential projects. 
 

 
n/a n/a 

e. Proactive City improvements, i.e., “prime the 
pump” by investing in various City improvements 
prior to any private development commitment. 
 

 

$ $ 

f. Financial participation – because many desired 
projects are not viable without City participation 
and/or to reduce the relative land cost for 
redevelopment versus vacant property. 
 

 

$ $ 

g. Contribution to enhancements / upgrades versus 
typical standards (for instance upgrading a split 
face block building treatment to a stone building 
treatment). 
 

 

$ $ 

h. Off-site City improvements required by Code, i.e., 
access, undergrounding of utilities, streetscape, 
etc. 
 

 

$ $ 

i. City assemblage of development parcels for 
redevelopment bids. 
 

 
$ $ 

 

 
 
 
8.      Is the proposed project part of an economic development recruitment (i.e., GJEP)?  If yes, list any 

awards or assistance that this project has received, been approved or have applied for. 
 
9.      Are you receiving or have you applied for any federal or state funding?  If so, please explain.  
 
 
10.      Will the proposed project preserve or enhance any historic structure or site?  If so, please explain.  

Has the structure or site been inventoried by the City? 
 
11.     Does the proposed project include an affordable housing element?  If so, provide details including 

how the project meets different HUD definitions for affordable housing. 
 
12.    Does the proposed project go beyond current Code requirements and provide enhance architectural 

and design elements?  If so, please describe. 
 
13.    The following is a list of potential forms of City involvement.  Please place a () in the column 

indicating the type(s) of incentive(s) you would like to be considered for and provide a written 
justification for each request. 



Attach W-3 
Mountain Rail I-70 Corridor 
 

CITY OF GRAND JUNCTION 
 

CITY COUNCIL AGENDA 

Subject Update on the Rocky Mountain Rail Authority  

Meeting Date April 30, 2007 

Date Prepared April 24, 2007 File # 

Author Tim Moore Public Works & Planning Director 

Presenter Name 
Tim Moore 
Jim Doody 

Public Works & Planning Director 
Mayor – City of Grand Junction 

Report results back 
to Council 

X No  Yes When  

Citizen Presentation   Yes X  No Name  

X Workshop  Formal Agenda  Consent  
Individual 
Consideration 

 
Summary:  Council will be provided with the history of the Rocky Mountain Rail 
Authority and the Colorado Rail Association, review the current goals and consider 
membership including providing financial support. 
 
Budget: Depending on Council decision /direction. 
 
Action Requested/Recommendation: Consider Joining the Rocky Mountain Rail 
Authority  
 
Attachments:   
 
Attachment “A” – Detailed Background Information 
Attachment “B” – RMRA Member Commitments   
Attachment “C”- Membership List 
Attachment “D” – Rail Service map 
 
Background Information:  
 
The Eleventh High-Speed Rail Corridor for the United States- the Rocky Mountain 
Corridor  
The Intermodal Surface Transportation Efficiency Act (ISTEA) of 1991 originally called 
for the designation of 11 corridors, though only 10 corridors have been designated at 
this time. Thus, there remains one corridor to be designated. It is the request to 
Congress to designate the 11th High Speed Corridor as the Rocky Mountain Corridor 
that will serve the nearly seven million citizens of Wyoming, Colorado and New Mexico. 
The Corridor will serve the citizens with over 1000 miles of passenger rail track from 
Casper to Albuquerque and Denver International Airport to Colorado ski areas and 
mountain communities. 
 



The State of Colorado, acting through CDOT, submitted an application for this eleventh 
corridor on March 7, 2002.  The application included the Pueblo-Denver-Fort Collins 
and Greeley corridor, with a connection to DIA, as well as the Mountain I-70 corridor 
from Denver to the Utah state line.  Knowing that the deadline had passed, CDOT 
submitted the application as a placeholder in the event that HSR capital funding 
materializes.  The three-state effort to designate the Albuquerque, Denver, and Casper 
corridor would thus supplant the 2002 CDOT application. 
 
Next Steps 
The goal for Colorado is to have a statewide election in 2008 to ask the voters to build 
the rail infrastructure by approving a taxing source and creating a statewide authority to 
operate the system.  Additionally, the Federal Railroad Administration requires a 
Feasibility Study that is programmed for 2007.   
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 



 

Attachment A 

 

Rocky Mountain Corridor 

The 11th High Speed Rail Corridor for the United States 
United States Background 
Eleventh High Speed Rail Corridor (HSRC) – The Intermodal Surface Transportation Efficiency Act 

(ISTEA) of 1991 originally called for the designation of 11 corridors, though only 10 corridors have 

been designated at this time. Thus, there remains one corridor to be designated. The designation has to 

be a part of a federal appropriations bill. The deadline for automatic designation was December 31, 

2001. The state of Colorado, acting through CDOT, submitted an application for this eleventh corridor 

on March 7, 2002. The application included the Pueblo-Denver-Fort Collins and Greeley corridor, with 

a connection to DIA, as well as the Mountain I-70 corridor from Denver to Eagle. Knowing that the 

deadline had passed, CDOT submitted the application as a placeholder in the event that high speed rail 

capital funding materialized. The three-state effort to designate the Albuquerque, Denver, and 

Cheyenne corridor would thus supplant the 2002 CDOT application. The new corridor would be called 

the Rocky Mountain High Speed Rail Corridor. 

Colorado Background 
The November election in 2004 passed the Regional Transportation District (RTD) 119 mile Rail 

Program (FasTracks) and former RTD Board Member and State Representative Bob Briggs met with 

RTD’s Executive Director, Cal Marsella and it was decided to form a Colorado non-profit 

corporation called Front Range Commuter Rail (FRCR) to champion the designation of the Rocky 

Mountain Corridor as the 11th HSRC. In 2005, Colorado voters approved Referendum C, which made 

available for the first time about $22 million dollars to support Transit projects. CDOT approved on 

September 20, 2006 a $1.246 million dollar Feasibility Study Grant that FRCR had applied for to 

complete the Federal Railroad Administration (FRA) requirement for a study in order to get the 

designation. 

Steps needed to complete the study 
CDOT has required that a local government receive the grant. The decision has been made to form 

through the Intergovernmental Establishing Contract (IEC) the Rocky Mountain Rail Authority 

(RMRA) to receive the monies and complete the study. 

CDOT has required that a 20% local match or $311,000 be raised to meet the local match requirement. 

The RMRA Establishing Contract has to be approved by 2 local governments. The Clear Creek County 

and the Town of Monument have signed the IEC. They have invited every local government affected 

by the project to join the RMRA. Every government that passes and signs the IEC addendum will have 

representation on the RMRA Board of Directors. 

The RMRA Board of Directors will: 1) set the budget to raise the monies for the local match and the 

administration of the study, 2) approve the Request for Proposal for the Feasibility Study and 3) accept 

the recommendations from the study as to routes, schedules, rail technology, projects needed to create 

capacity on existing rail tracks, budget to build the system and construction time line. 

Next Steps 
The goal is have a statewide election in 2008 to ask the voters to build the rail infrastructure by 

approving a taxing source and creating a statewide authority to operate the system. 

Rocky Mountain Rail Authority Contact Information 
Bob Briggs, Executive Director, 5729 W. 115th Avenue, Westminster, CO 80020 

Phone 303-427-8132; Email bob.briggs@rangerxpress.com, Web: www.rangerxpress.com 

 

 

 



Rocky Mountain High Speed Rail Corridor Five-Year Plan 
Phase I: Introduction and Establishment – Front Range Commuter Rail (FRCR) - 2005 

recap 

A Colorado Non Profit Corporation was filed on December 2, 2004 to pursue the 11th 

High Speed Rail designation. 

Designated by the Internal Revenue Service with 501(c) (6) status for a non-profit 

corporation. 

Delivered to all affected Local Governments in Colorado a packet on project. 

The four Front Range Metropolitan Planning Organizations (MPO) hosted the first ever 

joint meeting to start the conversation on how to do project that covers multiply 

MPO’s. 

Hosted state wide meetings for Passenger Rail, received a public endorsement from 

Senator Ken Salazar, hosted local officials to be the first passengers on the Colorado 

Railcar’s Diesel Multi Unit (DMU) Double Deck Vehicle that meets the Federal 

Railroad Administration (FRA) new safety guidelines, currently Colorado Railcar 

Manufacturing Company located in Fort Lupton has the only vehicles in the world that 

meets those standards. 

CRA will conduct the election campaign by making presentations to 200 civic groups 

and organizations and conduct the 150,000 signature signing campaign for putting the 

issue on the November 4, 2008 ballot. 

CRA fund raising goal is $5,000,000 to conduct the campaign for the ballot proposal. 

Phase II: Feasibility Study Financed - 2006 recap 

The Federal Railroad Administration (FRA) will want a Feasibility Study completed. 

The usual FRA estimate for such a study is $4,000 per mile or $5,004,000 dollars. 

FRA will be asked to fund 50% or $2,502,000 dollars for the study. 

Each State will be asked to fund their share. 

Wyoming Feasibility Study Share: 

o 198 miles times $2,000 = $396,000, Casper to Colorado state line 

Colorado Feasibility Study Share: 

o 423 miles times $2,000 = $846,000, Wyoming state line to New Mexico state 

line 

o 356 miles times $2,000 = $712,000, I-70 Corridor from DIA to Utah state line 

New Mexico Feasibility Study Share: 

o 274 miles times $2,000 = $548,000, Belen to Colorado state line 

Utah Feasibility Study Share: 

o 180 miles times $2,000 = $360,000, Salt Lake City to Colorado state line 

CDOT has agreed to fund Colorado’s share for 2007 fiscal year ending September 30, 

2007 

CDOT will also be asked to continue their study on rail freight relocation 

Held a meeting in Grand Junction on September 20, 2006 on the rail technologies that 

could be used in crossing the Rocky Mountains. CRA had presentations on Maglev, 

electric and DMU technologies. All three technologies can qualify for the Federal 

Railroad Administration definition of High Speed Rail. 

Phase III: Feasibility Study and FRA 11th High Speed Rail Corridor Designation - 2007 

plan 

Creation of an Intergovernmental Agreement Authority called Rocky Mountain Rail 

Authority (RMRA) to receive the monies from CDOT, to raise the $311,500 

required for the local match, money and to administer the study and ask congress to 



fund Federal half of study. RMRA members will be the local governments served by 

the proposed statewide passenger rail system. 

Create a Request for Proposal for the Feasibility Study and start the study by the 2nd 

Quarter. 

The feasibility study will answer the following questions: 

Whether the proposed corridor includes rail lines where railroad speeds of 90 miles or 

more per hour are occurring or can reasonably be expected to occur in the future 

The projected ridership associated with the proposed corridor 

The percentage of the corridor over which trains will be able to operate at maximum 

cruise speed, taking into account such factors as topography and other traffic on the 

line 

The projected benefits to non-riders, such as congestion relief on other modes 

transportation servicing the corridor 

The amount of State and local financial support that can reasonably be anticipated for 

the improvement of the line and related facilities 

The cooperation of the owner of the right-of-way that can reasonably be expected in the 

operation of the high-speed rail passenger service in the corridor 

When the Study is completed FRA will then consider granting it the 11th High Speed 

Rail Corridor 

Front Range Commuter Rail (FRCR) becomes Colorado Rail Association (CRA). 

CRA will continue to be a membership organization for those individuals and 

companies supporting a statewide passenger rail system. 

CRA will start the 2008 campaign by making presentations to 200 civic groups and 

organizations and start raising monies to hire campaign management. 

CRA fund raising goal is $500,000. 

Phase IV: Election to Establish Statewide District/Authority and Infrastructure Funding – 

2008 plan 

State statues require that only voters can create a new Regional Transportation 

Authority 

Because this election will be asking for a sales tax for the district/authority it has to be 

held in an even numbered year election like 2008 

The November 4, 2008 ballot issue will contain four issues: 

o statewide rail district/authority establishment 

o approval of the sales tax required for the investment dollars to build the 

infrastructure required and to operate the passenger rail system 

o the ability to bond those sales tax dollars and 

o the ability to contract with other states to operate a railroad between the states 

When the RMRA Board votes to allow the financing and structure issue to be on placed 

on the ballot that board can only educate not advocate for that proposal. CRA will 

continue to be the advocate for that proposal. 

CRA will conduct the election campaign by making presentations to 200 civic groups 

and organizations and conduct the 150,000 signature signing campaign for putting the 

issue on the November 4, 2008 ballot. 

CRA fund raising goal is $5,000,000 to conduct the campaign for the ballot proposal. 

Phase V: Establish District/Authority and Build Infrastructure) – 2009 plan 

The new District/Authority Board will be established. 

An Executive Director will be hired to manage the new District/Authority. 

The goal will be to have multi-state passenger rail service operating at the same time 



that FasTracks is operational by the Regional Transportation District (RTD) in 2015. 

CRA will continue as a support group for the new organization. 
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Attachment B 
 

 
Rocky Mountain Rail Authority Member Commitments as of 4/20/07    

 Jurisdiction Amount  Paid CDOT 
FRA 

IGA 2008 Paid  

1 Arapahoe County $50,000 $25,000  1   $25,000  $50,000 

1 Boulder County          

1 City & County of Broomfield $20,000 $10,000     $10,000   

1 City of Aspen $10,000 $5,000 $  5,000 1   $5,000  $10,000 

1 City of Aurora $20,000 $5,000  1   $15,000  $20,000 

1 City of Colorado Springs $20,000 $10,000 $10,000    $10,000   

1 City of Pueblo $12,500 $6,250  1   $6,250  $12,500 

1 City of Thornton $20,000 $10,000 $10,000 1   $10,000  $20,000 

1 City of Westminster $10,000 $5,000 $  5,000 1 1  $5,000  $10,000 

1 Clear Creek County $20,000 $10,000 $10,000 1 1 1 $10,000  $20,000 

1 Douglas County          

1 Eagle County $20,000 $10,000     $10,000   

1 Garfield County $20,000 $10,000  1  1 $10,000  $20,000 

1 Gilpin County $10,000 $10,000  1     $10,000 

1 Larimer County $10,000 $5,000  1  1 $5,000  $10,000 

1 Pikes Peak Rural Transportatio $20,000 $10,000     $10,000   

1 Pueblo County $12,500 $6,250  1   $6,250  $12,500 

1 Regional Transportation Distr $50,000 $25,000  1   $25,000  $50,000 

1 Roaring Fork Transportation A $10,000 $5,000 $  5,000 1 1 1 $5,000  $10,000 

1 Routt County $10,000 $5,000  1   $5,000  $10,000 

1 Summit County $10,000 $5,000  1  1 $5,000  $10,000 

1 Town of Castle Rock $20,000 $10,000 $10,000 1 1 1 $10,000  $10,000 

1 Town of Monument $20,000 $10,000 $10,000 1 1 1 $10,000  $20,000 

1 Weld County $20,000 $10,000 $10,000 1 1 1 $10,000 
 

$20,000 

24 Total Commitment $415,000 
 

$75,000 18 6 8 
 

$0 $325,000 

 

N 
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Attachment C 
 

Rail – the Transportation Rx for the 21
st

 Century 
 

ROCKY MOUNTAIN RAIL AUTHORITY 

5729 W. 115th Ave. 
Westminster, CO 80020 

Phone 303-427-8132 
www.Rangerxpress.com 

 
2007 Board of Directors and Officers 

 
Commissioner Harry Dale – Chair Director Dorothea Farris 
Clear Creek County Roaring Fork Transportation Authority 
PO Box 2000 2307 Wulsohn Road 
Georgetown, CO 80444 Glenwood Springs, CO 81601 
303-679-2312 970-920-5158 
hjd173@wispertel.net dfarris@sopris.net 
 
Town Council Doug Lehnen – Vice Chair Mayor Helen Kalin Klanderud 
Town of Castle Rock City of Aspen 
100 N. Wilcox St. 130 S. Galena St. 
Castle Rock, CO 80101 Aspen, CO 81611-1975 
303-660-1371 970-920-5199 
dlehnen@crgov.com Helenhk@ci.aspen.co.us 
 
Trustee Gail Drumm – Secretary Commissioner Karen Wagner 
Town of Monument Larimer County 
166 Second St. 200 W. Oak St. 
PO Box 325 PO Box 1190 
Monument, CO 80132 Fort Collins, CO 80522-1190 
719-884-8013 970-498-7002 
ggdrumm@msn.com kwagner@co.larimer.org 
 
Bob Briggs – Executive Director Commissioner Rod Bockenfeld 
Rocky Mountain Rail Authority Arapahoe County 
5729 W. 115th Ave. 5334 S. Prince St. 
Westminster, CO 80020 Littleton, CO 80166 
303-427-8132 303-795-4630 
bob.briggs@rangerxpress.com rbockenfeld@co.arapahoe.co.us  
 
Councilor Scott Major Commissioner Doug Rademacher 
City of Westminster Weld County 
4800 W. 92nd Ave 915 10th Street 
Westminster, CO 80031 Greeley, CO 80631 
303-386-3663 970-356-4000 
Scott.major@sanmina-sci.com drademacher@co.weld.co.us 
 

http://www.rangerxpress.com/
mailto:hjd173@wispertel.net
mailto:dfarris@sopris.net
mailto:dlehnen@crgov.com
mailto:Helenhk@ci.aspen.co.us
mailto:ggdrumm@msn.com
mailto:kwagner@co.larimer.org
mailto:bob.briggs@rangerxpress.com
mailto:rbockenfeld@co.araphoe.co.us
mailto:Scott.major@sanmina-sci.com
mailto:drademacher@co.weld.co.us


Gene Putman Commissioner Tresi Houpt 
City of Thornton Garfield County 
3500 Civic Center Drive 108 8th Street, Suite 101 
Thornton, CO 80029 Central City, CO 80427 
303-538-7333 303-582-5214 
gene.putman@cityofthornton.net thoupt@garfield-county.com 
Director Bill Christopher Commissioner Forrest Whitman 
Regional Transportation District Gilpin County 
1600 Blake Street 203 Eureka Street 
Denver, CO 80202 Glenwood Springs, CO 81601 
303-877-1863 970-384-3665 
wchris44459@aol.com govgilpin@gmail.com 
 
Commissioner Diane Mitsch Bush Commissioner Tom Long 
Routt County Summit County 
136 6th St 208 E. Lincoln Avenue 
Steamboat Springs, CO 80477 Breckenridge, CO 80424 
970-870-5220 970-384-3665 
dmitschbush@co.routt.co.us toml@co.summit.co.us 
 
 
 
 
 
Other RMRA members that have not yet named their Board Member: 
City of Aurora City of Pueblo  
County of Pueblo City of Colorado Springs 
Douglas County Boulder County  
City & County of Broomfield Pikes Peak RTA  
Eagle County 
 
RMRA Board and Member List as of April 25, 2007 

mailto:gene.putman@cityofthornton.net
mailto:thoupt@garfield-county.com
mailto:wchris44459@aol.com
mailto:govgilpin@gmail.com
mailto:toml@co.summit.co.us
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Attach W-4 
Number of County Commissioners Resolution 

CITY OF GRAND JUNCTION 
 

CITY COUNCIL AGENDA 

Subject Support of a Five Member County Board of Commissioners 

Meeting Date April 30, 2007 

Date Prepared April 26, 2007 File # 

Author Stephanie Tuin City Clerk 

Presenter Name 
Jim Doody  
Laurie Kadrich 

Mayor  
Deputy City Manager 

Report results back 
to Council 

 Yes  X No When  

Citizen Presentation   Yes X  No Name  

X Workshop  Formal Agenda  Consent  
Individual 
Consideration 

 
Summary:   Mayor Doody is bringing forward a resolution requesting that the Mesa 
County Commissioners initiate the process to increase the number of County 
Commissioners from three to five. 
 
 
Budget: N/A 
 
 
 
Action Requested/Recommendation:   Consider the request from the Mayor to 
schedule a resolution of support on a formal agenda asking the Mesa County 
Commissioners to initiate the process to increase from three to five members. 
 
 
 
Attachments:  Proposed Resolution 
 
 
 
Background Information: The Mayors of the municipalities within Mesa County have 
discussed a change in the number of County Commissioners, increasing the number 
from three to five.  The Mayors (Jim Doody, Grand Junction, Don Cramer, DeBeque, 
Doug Edwards, Palisade, Jim Adams, Fruita and Frank Jones, Collbran) support taking 
the resolution to their respective governing bodies for their consideration.  Both Fruita 
and Palisade have adopted the resolution and DeBeque and Collbran will be 
considering it in the near future. 
 



RESOLUTION NO. ____07 
 
 

A RESOLUTION REQUESTING THAT THE MESA COUNTY BOARD OF COUNTY 
COMMISSIONERS INITIATE THE REQUIRED PROCEDURE TO INCREASE THE 
NUMBER OF COMMISSIONERS SERVING ON THE MESA COUNTY BOARD OF 

COUNTY COMMISSIONERS FROM THREE TO FIVE 
 

Recitals.   
 
The residents of Mesa County have been well served by the Board of County 
Commissioners. 
 
Effective and high quality representation is paramount to creating a high performing 
governmental structure. 
 
The two cities and three towns in Mesa County are represented by seven elected 
representatives and Mesa County residents are represented by three elected at large 
representatives. 
 
As the County continues to increase in population, it would be prudent to continue to 
represent the residents in the most effective manner possible. 
 
Increasing the number of County Commissioners serving Mesa County would increase 
the political stability of the community by spreading the authority of the board over more 
elected officials and would increase the amount of representation the residents of Mesa 
County receive. 
 
Increasing the number of County Commissioners would increase the equality of the 
geographic representation of all parts of the County and would better serve each 
individual community. 
 
It is in the best interest of all the residents of the County to increase the number of 
representatives on the Board of County Commissioners. 
 
NOW, THEREFORE, BE IT RESOLVED BY THE CITY COUNCIL OF THE CITY OF 
GRAND JUNCTION THAT: 
 

1. The City of Grand Junction strongly supports increasing the number of 
County Commissioners serving Mesa County from three to five. 

 
2. Understanding that Colorado State Law defines a procedure for increasing 

the number of County Commissioners serving a county, the City of Grand 
Junction respectfully requests that the Mesa County Board of County 
Commissioners initiate the required procedure to increase the number of 
Commissioners serving Mesa County. 

 
 

PASSED AND ADOPTED THIS _________ DAY OF ________________, 2007. 
 



 
 

CITY OF GRAND JUNCTION 
 
 

_____________________________________ 
                                                        Mayor 
 
 
ATTEST: 
 
 
_____________________________________ 
City Clerk 

 
 

 
 

 
 
 


