
 

 

 

 

   

CITY COUNCIL AGENDA 

CITY HALL AUDITORIUM, 250 NORTH 5TH STREET 
 

MONDAY, AUGUST 30, 2010, 7:00 P.M. 
 

 
 

Call to Order   Pledge of Allegiance 
Invocation – Associate Pastor J. P. Mertens, Canyon View 
Vineyard Church 

 
[The invocation is offered for the use and benefit of the City Council.  The invocation is 

intended to solemnize the occasion of the meeting, express confidence in the future and 
encourage recognition of what is worthy of appreciation in our society.  During the 

invocation you may choose to sit, stand or leave the room.] 
 

Certificate of Appointment 
 
To the Riverfront Commission 
 

Council Comments 
 
 

Citizen Comments 
 
 

* * * CONSENT CALENDAR * * *® 

 
 

1. Minutes of Previous Meetings            Attach 1 
  

 Action:  Approve the Minutes of the August 16, 2010 and the August 18, 2010 
Regular Meetings 

 

2. Setting a Hearing on the Issuance of Certificates of Participation through the 

Grand Junction Public Finance Corporation to Finance Certain 

Improvements to Suplizio Field                                                                Attach 2 
 

A first and second reading and public hearing on an ordinance will be held to 
consider the proposed execution and delivery of one or more series of Certificates 

To access the Agenda and Backup Materials electronically, go to www.gjcity.org 
 

http://www.gjcity.org/
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of Participation (COP‘s) in an aggregate principal amount not to exceed 
$7,800,000.   

 
The COP‘s represent assignments of the right to receive certain revenues 
pursuant to a Lease Purchase Agreement between the Grand Junction Public 
Finance Corporation, a Colorado non-profit corporation, as lessor and the City as 
lessee. The proceeds will be used to finance the construction of certain 
improvements to Sam Suplizio Field.  The improvements include, replacing the 
existing press boxes, adding concourse and concession areas and adding box 
seating.   

  
 Proposed Ordinance Authorizing the Execution and Delivery of a Ground and 

Improvement Lease Agreement, a Lease Purchase Agreement, a Continuing 
Disclosure Certificate, an Official Statement, and Related Documents by the City; 
Approving the Forms of Related Documents; and Providing for Other Matters 
Relating Thereto 

 
 Action:  Introduction of a Proposed Ordinance and Set a Hearing for September 

13, 2010 
 
 Staff presentation: Laurie Kadrich, City Manager 
                     Jay Valentine, Assistant Financial Operations Manager 
     

3. Setting a Hearing on the Issuance of Certificates of Participation through the 

Grand Junction Public Finance Corporation to Finance Certain 

Improvements to Construct Public Safety Buildings                           Attach 3 
 
 This item introduces an ordinance on August 30 and if passed for publication sets 

a public hearing on September 13, 2010 to consider the proposed execution and 
delivery of one or more series of certificates of participation in an aggregate 
principal amount not to exceed $36,300,000.  These certificates represent 
assignments of the right to receive certain revenues pursuant to a Lease Purchase 
Agreement between the Zions First National Bank, as lessor, and the City, as 
lessee. The proceeds will be used by the City to finance the construction of a 
police station, emergency communication center and the possible remodel of the 
existing shops building to serve as Fire Station #1 and the Fire Administration 
building.    

 
 Proposed Ordinance Authorizing the Execution and Delivery of a Ground and 

Improvement Lease Agreement, a Lease Purchase Agreement, a Continuing 
Disclosure Certificate, an Official Statement, and Certain Related Documents by 
the City; Approving the Forms of Related Documents; and Providing for Other 
Matters Relating Thereto 

 
 Action:  Introduction of a Proposed Ordinance and Set a Hearing for September 

13, 2010 
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 Staff presentation: Laurie Kadrich, City Manager 
                     Jay Valentine, Assistant Financial Operations Manager 
 

4. Setting a Hearing on the Annexation of the Cris-Mar Enclave, Located North 

and East of 29 Road and F Road [File #ANX-2010-110]                           Attach 4 
 
 A request to annex 108.62 acres of enclaved property, located north and east of 

29 Road and F Road.  The Cris-Mar Enclave consists of 265 parcels, along with 
21.94 acres of public right-of-way. 

 
Under the 1998 Persigo Agreement with Mesa County, the City is required to 
annex all enclaved areas within five (5) years.  The Cris-Mar Enclave has been 
enclaved since March 2, 2005. 

 

a. Notice of Intent to Annex and Exercising Land Use Control 
 
 Resolution No. 35-10—A Resolution of the City of Grand Junction Giving Notice 

that a Tract of Land Known as Cris-Mar Enclave, Located North and East of 29 
Road and F Road, Consisting of Approximately 108.62 Acres, will be Considered 
for Annexation to the City of Grand Junction, Colorado, and Exercising Land Use 
Control  

 
 ®Action:  Adopt Resolution No. 35-10 
 

 b. Setting a Hearing on Proposed Ordinance 
 

Proposed Ordinance Annexing Territory to the City of Grand Junction, Colorado, 
Cris-Mar Enclave Annexation, Located North and East of 29 Road and F Road 
Consisting of Approximately 108.62 Acres  

 
Action:  Introduction of a Proposed Ordinance and Set a Hearing for October 18, 
2010 
 
Staff presentation: Brian Rusche, Senior Planner 

 

5. Setting a Hearing on the St. Martin’s Place Veteran’s Housing Rezone, 

Located at 415 S. 3
rd

 Street [File #RZ-2010-073]                                       Attach 5 
 
 Request to rezone 0.28 acres located at 415 S. 3

rd
 Street from C-1, (Light 

Commercial) to B-2, (Downtown Business) zone district in anticipation of 
developing the properties for multi-family dwelling units for homeless veterans. 

 
 Proposed Ordinance Rezoning St. Martin‘s Place Veteran‘s Housing from C-1 

(Light Commercial) to B-2 (Downtown Business), Located at 415 S. 3
rd

 Street 
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Action:  Introduction of a Proposed Ordinance and Set a Hearing for September 
13, 2010 
 
Staff presentation: Scott D. Peterson, Senior Planner 

 

6. CDBG Subrecipient Contracts for Funds and Projects with the Community 

Development Block Grant (CDBG) 2010 Program Year [File #CDBG-2010-04; 
2010-07; and 2010-09]                                                                              Attach 6 

 
 The Subrecipient Contracts formalize the City‘s award of a total of $96,725 to 

various non-profit organizations allocated from the City‘s 2010 CDBG Program 
as previously approved by Council. 

 
 Action:  Authorize the City Manager to Sign the Subrecipient Contracts with 

Mesa Youth Services, Inc. (Partners – Western Colorado Conservation Corps), 
Homeward Bound of the Grand Valley, and Grand Valley Catholic Outreach for 
the City’s 2010 Program Year Funds 

 
 Staff presentation: Kristen Ashbeck, Senior Planner/CDBG Administrator 
 

7. Assignment of the City’s 2010 Private Activity Bond Allocation to the 

Colorado Housing and Finance Authority                                             Attach 7 

Request approval to assign the City‘s 2010 Private Activity Bond (PAB) 
Allocation to the Colorado Housing and Finance Authority (CHFA) for the 
purpose of providing single-family mortgage loans to low and moderate income 
persons and families.  The amount of this assignment would be ―banked‘ 
towards a future partnership with CHFA for a multi-family rental housing project 
serving low and middle income families. 

 
 Resolution No. 36-10—A Resolution Authorizing Assignment to the Colorado 

Housing and Finance Authority of a Private Activity Bond Allocation of the City of 
Grand Junction Pursuant to the Colorado Private Activity Bond Ceiling Allocation 
Act 

 
®Action:  Adopt Resolution No. 36-10 and Authorize the City Manager to 
Execute the Assignment 
 

 Staff presentation: Jay Valentine, Assistant Financial Operations Manager 
 

8. Downtown Uplift 500 and 600 Block Breezeway Construction Contract  
                                                                                                                                  Attach 8 
 
 This contract consists of a complete reconstruction of the Main Street 500 and 

600 block breezeways including installation of new electrical panels to feed 
electricity to Main Street, new pedestrian lighting, construction of new plant beds, 
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curb, gutter, and stucco wall surfacing.  This is a prelude to the larger Downtown 
Uplift Main Street Phase II reconstruction project that is scheduled to continue in 
January 2011. 

 
 Action:  Authorize the City Purchasing Division to Sign a Construction Contract 

for the Downtown Uplift Main Street 500 and 600 Block Breezeway Project with 
Martinez Western in the Amount of $184,336.80 

 
 Staff presentation: Tim Moore, Public Works and Planning Director 
    Jay Valentine, Assistant Financial Operations Manager 
 

* * * END OF CONSENT CALENDAR * * * 

_____________________________________________________________________ 

 

* * * ITEMS NEEDING INDIVIDUAL CONSIDERATION * * * 
 

9. Contract Award for the Outsourcing of Printing and Mailing Services for 

Utility Bills                                                                                                Attach 9 
 
 In an effort to move toward a more cost effective and efficient method of 

distributing utility bills, Staff is requesting the printing and mailing of utility bills be 
outsourced.  Outsourcing of utility bills will result in costs savings for the City.  
The Customer Service Division will provide an electronic file to the vendor who 
will print the information and mail invoices directly to individual customers. 

 
 Action:  Authorize the Purchasing Division to Award a Contract to the Master’s 

Touch, LLC of Spokane, Washington in the Amount of $167,565 for Printing and 
Mailing Services with the note that the Actual Contract Amount May Vary 
Depending on Discounted Postage Rates Available 

  
 Staff presentation: Jim Finlayson, Information Technology Manager 
    Jay Valentine, Assistant Financial Operations Manager 
 

10. Contract Revision for Compressed Natural Gas Fast-Fill Station    Attach 10 
 
 This contract revision will provide the design and infrastructure for a new Fast-Fill 

addition to the Compressed Natural Gas (CNG) Fueling Station approved by City 
Council on August 2, 2010.  This Fast-Fill addition will provide a fueling point for 
public and private vehicles utilizing the CNG technology. 

 
Action:  Authorize the City Purchasing Division to Sign a Contract Revision for 
the CNG Fast-Fill Station Project with Gas Energy Systems, Inc. in the Amount 
of $223,115 

 
 Staff presentation: Jay Valentine, Assistant Financial Operations Manager 
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11. Non-Scheduled Citizens & Visitors 
 

12. Other Business 
 

13. Adjournment 
 
 
 



 

 

 

Attach 1 

Minutes of previous meetings 
 

GRAND JUNCTION CITY COUNCIL  

MINUTES OF THE REGULAR MEETING 

 

August 16, 2010 
 
The City Council of the City of Grand Junction convened into regular session on the 
16

th
 day of August  2010 at 7:03 p.m. in the City Auditorium.  Those present were 

Councilmembers Bonnie Beckstein, Bruce Hill, Tom Kenyon, Gregg Palmer, Bill Pitts, 
Sam Susuras, and Council President Teresa Coons.   Also present were City Manager 
Laurie Kadrich, City Attorney John Shaver, and City Clerk Stephanie Tuin. 
 
Council President Coons called the meeting to order.  Councilmember Palmer led the 
Pledge of Allegiance followed by an invocation by Pastor Harry Butler with Certain 
Place of Seventh Day Handy Chapel.  

 

Proclamations 

 
Proclaiming August 24, 2010 as ―Soka Gakkai International-USA Day‖ in the City of 
Grand Junction 
 
Proclaiming August 25, 2010 as ―Grand Junction Crime Stoppers Day‖ in the City of 
Grand Junction   

 

Presentations/Recognitions 
 
An Award to the City of Grand Junction for the ―2010 American Planners Association 
Colorado Excellence Award‖ in the Category of Outstanding Planning Project for their 
Work on the Comprehensive Plan 
 
Tim Moore, Public Works and Planning Director, explained this is the first time the City 
has been recognized for such efforts.  He described the process that took place for the 
development of the Comprehensive Plan with the public and which included a three day 
week-end session with the City Council.  The Mesa County Commissioners were also in 
on the process.  He recognized that a major share of the work was lead by Planning 
Manager Lisa Cox and Principal Planner David Thornton.   
 
Planning Manager Lisa Cox recognized all the work that the City Council put into the 
process and noted this award is like an ―Academy Award‖ in the planning profession. 
 
Dave Thornton, Principal Planner, added that the awards committee really liked the 
Blended Map which was developed over that three day week-end.  He congratulated the 
City Council on their hard work. 
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Councilmember Palmer recalled the genesis of the Plan and at that time not knowing 
what that would entail.  He too congratulated the Staff. 
 
President of the Council Coons thanked them and said this Plan is very important. 
The "City of Grand Junction Municipal Watershed Team Award" to the City of Grand 
Junction and US Forest Service, Grand Valley Ranger District. 
 
Utility, Streets, and Facilities Director Greg Trainor noted that the City has had a long term 
relationship with the Forest Service (for the last 95 years) working on the Grand Mesa and 
with that introduced Connie Clementson, District Ranger with the Grand Valley Ranger 
District Service. 
 
Ms. Clementson said there has been a collaborative effort between the Forest Service 
and the City on projects in the Kannah Creek Watershed; more recently there have been 
more projects implemented for the protection and conservation of the Watershed.  She 
said that on August 3, 2010, the Grand Junction Municipal Watershed Team was 
recognized by the Secretary of Agriculture, Tom Vilsack at the U.S. Department of 
Agriculture‘s Annual Honor Awards Ceremony in Washington D.C.  It is a prestigious 
award and presented to a select group of 28 nationwide within the Department of 
Agriculture.  The City was able to send Utility, Streets, and Facilities Deputy Director Terry 
Franklin as the representative for the City and said he was also instrumental in getting 
things done in the Grand Junction Municipal Watershed.   Ms. Clementson stated the City 
was recognized for "Ensuring Our National Forests and Private Working Lands are 
conserved, restored, and made more resilient to climate change, while enhancing our 
water resources."  The City and the Team are honored "For Outstanding Community 
Collaboration and Accomplishment of the Forest Health-related Activities Vital to the 
Protection of Municipal Watersheds".   She thanked the City Council for the support and 
then presented the "City of Grand Junction Municipal Watershed Team Award."  Ms. 
Clementson mentioned that Terry Franklin, Greg Trainor, Rick Brinkman, and Danny 
Vanover deserved special recognition. 
 
Council President Coons lauded the professionals the City has to protect the watershed. 
  

Certificates of Appointments 
 
Craig Richardson was present to receive his Certificate of Appointment to the Urban 
Trails Committee. 
 
Katie Steele was present to receive her Certificate of Re-Appointment to the Riverfront 
Commission, and Leila Reilly and Mary Ann Cooper were present to receive their 
Certificates of Appointment to the Riverfront Commission.   
 

Storm Event Update 

 
Greg Trainor, Director of Utilities, Street and Facilities, addressed the significant rain 
storms that day.  There were several cells that came over the Grand Valley and each 
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released two inches of rain per hour.  Last time this happened was in 2002.  Substantial 
capital improvements were made as a result of those floods and there would have been 
more issues with this storm without those improvements.  Crews worked until 7:00 p.m. 
and will return at 6:00 a.m. to continue to clean up.  There were areas of minor flooding in 
intersections.  The drains were working property but the volume was more than they 
could handle.  He listed several other areas where there was significant accumulations 
such as South 7

th
,
   
25 ½ Road and Bass Street, 11

th
 and Gunnison, 24 ½ Road (by the 

Girl Scout Office), 15
th
 and Patterson, and The Ridges.  He invited the citizens to file any 

other issues or complaints and described the ―FIX IT‖ form on the web that could be 
utilized for that reporting.  
 
Council President Coons expressed her appreciation for the improvements that were 
made and for the crews at work.  
 
Councilmember Kenyon saw manholes on Patterson coming up with water.  Mr. Trainor 
said those are storm drains and improvements are planned to those areas when there are 
resources available. 
 
Councilmember Beckstein asked about 28

th
 Street and North Avenue.   

 
Rick Brinkman, Water Services Manager, said his crews responded to a hole in the road 
at that location and the crews were there trying to determine the cause.  It was not due to 
leaking water or sewer lines.  The hole has been patched and paved. 
 
Council President Coons applauded the effort of the crews to fix a water line break at 10

th
 

and Ouray a few weeks ago. 
 

Council Comments 
 
Council President Coons reminded the public that the second public forum on whether 
medical marijuana centers should be allowed in the City limits will be on Wednesday, 
August 18

th
 at 7:00 p.m.  She invited citizens to come and express their views.   

 

Citizen Comments 
 
There were none. 
 

CONSENT CALENDAR 

 
Councilmember Susuras moved that Council approve Consent Calendar Items #1 
through #3 and then read the Consent Calendar.  Councilmember Hill seconded the 
motion.  Motion carried by roll call vote. 

 

1. Minutes of Previous Meetings              
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 Action:  Approve the Minutes of the August 2, 2010 and the August 4, 2010 
Regular Meetings 
 

2. Watershed Memorandum of Understanding with United States Forest Service 
            
The City of Grand Junction and the United States Department of Agriculture Forest 
Service, Grand Valley Ranger District (Forest Service) are renewing a Memorandum of 
Understanding (MOU) for five (5) years towards a partnership that will ensure protection 
of the quality and quantity of the City‘s municipal water supply. 

Action:  Authorize the Mayor to Sign the Memorandum of Understanding with the United 
States Department of Agriculture Forest Service Grand Valley Ranger District 
 

3. Agreement with Mesa County Elections for the November 2, 2010 Election   
                                                                                                                   
 In order to place the City‘s ballot question(s) regarding retail sales of medical 
marijuana on the November 2, 2010 ballot, an intergovernmental agreement setting 
forth the responsibilities of the City and the County in relation to the election is required. 
 The agreement will be null and void if the City Council decides not to place a 
question(s) on the ballot. 
  
Action:  Authorize the City Clerk to Enter into an Intergovernmental Agreement with 
Mesa County Elections for the Conduct of the City’s Special Election to be Coordinated 
with the General Election to be held on November 2, 2010 
 

ITEMS NEEDING INDIVIDUAL CONSIDERATION 
 

Public Hearing—Heritage Villas Rezone, Located at 606 ½ 29 Road, from R-4 to R-8 
[File #RZ-2010-062]                                                                    
 
A request to rezone 1.6 acres, located at 606 ½ 29 Road, from R-4 (Residential – 4 
units per acre) zone district to R-8 (Residential – 8 units per acre) zone district.  The 
proposed project is to provide a retirement village consisting of 10 units and a single 
family residence for the owner of the property. 
 
The public hearing was opened at 7:42 p.m. 
 
Lori V. Bowers, Senior Planner, presented this item.  She described the site, the 
location, and the request.  The rezone will accommodate the proposed site plan which 
has an overall density of 7.5 dwelling units per acre.  She asked that the Staff Report 
and attachments be entered into the record.  The request meets the criteria for right-of-
way vacations in the Grand Junction Municipal Code.  The Planning Commission 
recommended approval on July 13, 2010.  The applicant was present but did not need 
to make a presentation. 
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Councilmember Palmer said he visited the site and it seemed tight to fit all the units.  
Ms. Bowers responded with the size and style of housing, it will meet the required 
setbacks.  Councilmember Palmer asked if the parcel to the north will be landlocked.  
Ms. Bowers stated that they will not allow landlocked parcels. 
 
City Attorney John Shaver added any development approval will not allow a landlocked 
parcel and that access will come forward with the development application.  This is only 
the zoning action at this time. 
 
Councilmember Susuras asked if there were any objections at the neighborhood 
meeting for this project.  Ms. Bowers said there were some comments that were not in 
favor of the density but they were also excited about possibly being able to get a rezone 
on their property. 
 
The applicant did not wish to speak. 
 
There were no public comments. 
 
The public hearing was closed at 7:47 p.m. 
 
Ordinance No. 4432—An Ordinance Rezoning Heritage Villas from R-4 (Residential 4 
Units per Acre) to R-8 (Residential 8 Units per Acre) Located at 606 ½ 29 Road 
 
Councilmember Susuras noted that the proposal allows for a greater mix of housing 
types which is a goal of the Comprehensive Plan so he is supportive of it. 
 
Councilmember Palmer said that although it seemed like there could be a potential 
problem, his question has been answered and he is also supportive of it. 
 
Councilmember Hill noted it also provides a buffer between the businesses and 
residential area.  He supports the proposal. 
 
Councilmember Palmer moved to adopt Ordinance No. 4432 and ordered it published. 
Councilmember Beckstein seconded the motion.  Motion carried by roll call vote. 
 

 

Public Hearing—Lee/Bell Rezone, Located at 315 Ouray Avenue from R-O to B-2 
[File #RZ-2010-066]                                                              
 
A request to rezone 0.14 acres, located at 315 Ouray Avenue, from R-O (Residential 
Office) zone district to B-2 (Downtown Business) zone district to allow retail sales in a 
gallery within the home. 
 
The public hearing was opened at 7:49 p.m. 
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Lori V. Bowers, Senior Planner, presented this item.  She described the site, the 
location, and the request.  The rezone will allow the applicants to remain living in their 
home and provide a ―mixed use‖ by providing retail sales in a gallery setting in their 
home.  She asked that the Staff Report and attachments be entered into the record.  
The request meets the criteria for right-of-way vacations in the Grand Junction 
Municipal Code.  The Planning Commission recommended approval on July 13, 2010.  
The applicant was present but did not wish to speak.  
 
There were no public comments. 
 
The public hearing was closed at 7:50 p.m. 
 
Councilmember Palmer asked about it being a traditional residential neighborhood, was 
it contemplated in the Comprehensive Plan that this allow traditional retail, that is a 
destination location, or was it contemplating more service-oriented business?  City 
Attorney Shaver responded if it allowed on the zone matrix, it is allowed. 
 
Councilmember Palmer asked if this property is within the Downtown Development 
Authority boundaries.  City Attorney Shaver answered it is not. 
 
Councilmember Susuras supports the proposal as it meets the Comprehensive Plan 
Goal of promoting vitality to the downtown area, and the future land use map does 
identify this area for mixed use. 
 
Ordinance No. 4433—An Ordinance Rezoning the Lee/Bell Property from R-O 
(Residential Office) to B-2 (Downtown Commercial), Located at 315 Ouray 
 
Councilmember Beckstein moved to adopt Ordinance No. 4433 and ordered it 
published.  Councilmember Hill seconded the motion.   
 
Council President Coons noted this is a transitional area. 
 
Motion carried by roll call vote with Councilmember Palmer voting NO. 
 

Great Outdoors Colorado (GOCO) Grant Application for Stadium Re-development    
                                                                                             
The Parks and Recreation Department is seeking approval to apply for grant funding 
through Great Outdoors Colorado (GOCO) for assistance with the re-development 
project at Suplizio Field and Stocker Stadium.  A resolution from the governing entity 
must be approved and attached prior to grant submission.  This grant application is due 
August 27

th
 with awards scheduled to be announced in December 2010.   During this 

upcoming grant cycle, GOCO is offering a ‗Special Opportunities Grant‘ for park 
renovation projects.  The maximum award for this grant is $700,000.00. 
 
Rob Schoeber, Director of Parks and Recreation, presented this item.  He stated this 
proposal will allow the Department to apply for a grant to renovate a large portion of the 
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stadium which was constructed in the late 1970‘s and early 1980‘s.  The complex serves 
as a regional facility for the entire valley.  He described the timing of the grant.  It is 
anticipated this will be a very competitive grant cycle due to the economy.  The money 
can be used for parks and recreation projects only. 
 
Councilmember Susuras asked about the matching funds.  Mr. Schoeber said it is a 70-
30 match but ten percent must be cash.  The cash match has already been provided by 
the Parks Improvement Advisory Board. 
 
Resolution No. 32-10—A Resolution Supporting the Grant Application for a Special 
Opportunity Local Parks and Outdoor Recreation Grant from the State Board of the Great 
Outdoors Colorado for the Suplizio Field/Stocker Stadium Re-Development Project 
 
Councilmember Kenyon moved to adopt Resolution No. 32-10.  Councilmember Palmer 
seconded the motion.  Motion carried by roll call vote. 
     

Amending Ambulance Transportation Fees                                             
 
The Fire Department is requesting Council adopt a resolution allowing the City to 
charge the most recently established Mesa County ambulance transport fees when 
providing ambulance transport services. 
 
Ken Watkins, Fire Chief, presented this item.  Chief Watkins said that with the adoption of 
this resolution it will help keep fees current and ensure consistency with the fees charged 
by all other ambulance transport providers in Mesa County.  Currently the Mesa County 
resolution adjusts rates every March.  The City has been adjusting their rates to match 
the County in the fall to take effect in January.  This schedule causes the City to be about 
nine months behind the current fees.  The resolution will allow those rates to be adjusted 
at the same time Mesa County makes the adjustment. 
 
Councilmember Palmer, who sat on the EMS Council, wanted clarification that the City 
does not set the rates; the EMS Council makes a recommendation to the County.  These 
rates apply to all of the agencies providing this service.  Chief Watkins added the rates 
are adjusted based on the Consumer Price Index (CPI).   
 
Council President Coons asked if the City is the last agency to adjust their rates.  Chief 
Watkins said he cannot account for every entity but he can say that most of the agencies 
adjust their rates when the County sets the new rates.  
 
City Manager Laurie Kadrich explained the time sequence that occurred last year.  The 
budget was adopted with the old rates and then Mesa County increased the rates. 
 
Chief Watkins said a request was made to the EMS Council to adjust their schedule to be 
in line with budgeting season but they responded they could not as they must wait for the 
CPI to come forward. 
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Councilmember Kenyon asked if the adjusted rates will come before Council or will it be 
an automatic increase. 
 
City Attorney Shaver said it will be adjusted automatically and then Council will be 
updated during the budget discussions. 
 
Councilmember Kenyon supported the proposal. 
 
City Manager Kadrich noted that the City Council does have a representative on the EMS 
Council so real time information can be brought back to the City Council. 
 
Resolution No. 33-10—A Resolution Amending Ambulance Fees in the City of Grand 
Junction, Colorado and Creating a Mechanism for Those Fees to Increase as Increases 
are Approved by Mesa County  
 
Councilmember Palmer moved to adopt Resolution No. 33-10.  Councilmember 
Susuras seconded the motion.  Motion carried by roll call vote. 
 

Ratification of a Contract for the Sale of Property at 635 Grand Avenue 
                                                                                                                                   
The City has entered into a contract with Salon Capelli LLC for the sale of the real 
property (vacant) located at 635 Grand Avenue.  The City has owned the property since 
1996 and is no longer using the property.  Sale of the property will allow a commercial 
use of the property. 
 
John Shaver, City Attorney, presented this item.  He reviewed the history of the property 
and noted that the City Council had declared the property as surplus.  Early in 2010 the 
City advertised that it would accept offers or proposals for the use or development of the 
property and at that time no offers were received.  Recently the City was approached by 
an individual who is buying the old Studio 119 building for Salon Capelli and she asked to 
lease the property for parking.  Upon further discussion, she extended an offer to 
purchase the property for $65,000.  The City purchased the property for $45,000 and will 
not be paying realtor fees for the transaction.  He added a correction to the contract, it is a 
liquidation damages contract instead of a specific performance contract. 
 
Councilmember Susuras asked what the City policy is on obtaining an appraisal.  City 
Attorney Shaver said the Property Committee determined an appraisal would not be 
necessary on this size property.  The Property Committee did review the offer and 
recommended it be presented to City Council. 
 
Councilmember Kenyon asked when will there be a contract.  City Attorney Shaver said 
the City has a signed contract if the action is ratified by the City Council.    
 
Resolution No. 34-10—A Resolution  Authorizing the Sale by the City of Grand Junction, 
Colorado, of Certain Real Property; Ratifying Actions Heretofore Taken in Connection 
Therewith, Located at 635 Grand Avenue 
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Councilmember Kenyon moved to adopt Resolution No. 33-10.  Councilmember Palmer 
seconded the motion.  Motion carried by roll call vote. 
 

Non-Scheduled Citizens & Visitors 
 
There were none. 
 

Other Business 
 
Council President Coons reminded the public about the public forum on medical 
marijuana on Wednesday, August 18

th
. 

 

Adjournment 
 
The meeting adjourned at 8:11 p.m. 
 
 
 
Stephanie Tuin, MMC 
City Clerk 
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GRAND JUNCTION CITY COUNCIL  

MINUTES OF THE REGULAR MEETING 

 

August 18, 2010 
 
The City Council of the City of Grand Junction convened into regular session on the 
18

th
 day of August 2010 at 7:00 p.m. in the City Auditorium.  Those present were 

Councilmembers Bonnie Beckstein, Bruce Hill, Tom Kenyon, Gregg Palmer, Bill Pitts, 
Sam Susuras, and Council President Teresa Coons.   Also present were Acting City 
Manager Utilities, Streets and Facilities Director Greg Trainor, City Attorney John 
Shaver, and City Clerk Stephanie Tuin.  City Manager Laurie Kadrich was absent. 
 
Council President Coons called the meeting to order.   
 

Public Forum on Medical Marijuana 

 
Council President Coons welcomed the public and stressed the importance of citizens 
weighing in on the subject.  She then explained the purpose and the format of the 
meeting.  She explained how she will solicit comments.  The first meeting went 
smoothly; people were very courteous and civil.  As far as ground rules, there are sign 
in sheets; she will limit comments to three to five minutes so the Council can hear from 
as many people as possible.  She will call three people at a time.  There will be a short 
break every hour or so. 
 
The City Council has three options: ban, to allow but regulate, or refer the issue to the 
ballot and ask the citizens.  The Council will discuss whether to put this issue on the 
ballot at the end of the public forum.  She asked that cell phones be silenced. 
 
The public forum was opened at 7:04 p.m. 
 
Michael Edwards, 227 White Ave, # 8, said he is a patient and there was a meet and 
greet Saturday for folks to come down and meet the patients and no one showed up.  
Eventually one Councilmember did show up.  Mr. Edwards gave his history and how he 
worked his way up.  In 1999, he was diagnosed with leukemia and he did what the 
doctors told him to do and it made him so he couldn‘t function for 9 ½ years.  He was 
told to try marijuana which he refused for a long time.  When he did finally try it, it gave 
him the ability to sleep for more than thirty minutes.  Marijuana allows him to be a little 
bit active during the day.  His dispensary gives him the personal touch and he 
described it as his safe zone.  He contended that the bars have more police call outs 
than any dispensary has had. 
 
Micah Rosen-Wolfe, 1035 Ute #2, agreed with the previous speaker and told his story 
on how he switched from narcotics to medicinal marijuana and how it has improved his 
life.  When he was on narcotics, he was ―alive‖ but felt mentally numb.  He was unable 
to do anything.  Since making the switch, there has been a big change.  He still hurts 
but not as bad and he sleeps at night.  He has a better handle on his depression.  
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Duane Salazar, 7840 BMX Road in Whitewater, had a stroke 2 ½ years ago and was 
on thirteen different medications, and has brain damage.  Dusty Higgins, as his 
caregiver, came forward to help Duane with his story.  Mr. Higgins said these are the 
people being affected.  Mr. Salazar said it feels like he has an earache every night and 
marijuana helps with the pain.  It is his belief banning dispensaries will allow the 
Mexican cartel to come back into the community. 
 
Betty Beiderschies is a teacher representing children.  Her views are the opposite of the 
previous speakers.  She thanked the Council for allowing the public to speak.  She 
encouraged solutions.  She doesn‘t like the smell of marijuana.  She is concerned about 
the use of marijuana; it is a big social issue.  Marijuana is not a benign drug, it is an 
addiction and it interferes with brain function.  She described a situation where a 
shopkeeper came out and offered her friends marijuana.  It has intoxicating effects.  In 
school, they see short attention spans with students using marijuana.  Smoking 
marijuana deposits 50% more carcinogens than tobacco.  She provided statistics of 
doctors providing referrals for cards and other information to the City Clerk. 
 
Linda Gregory, 3057 ½ Gunnison, read a statement about our founding fathers.  She 
feels medical marijuana is wrong; it is in direct conflict with federal law.  It is her 
understanding that medical marijuana is being sold by people who are not medical 
doctors.  She visited a website at 420Exam.  On that website, there was a real medical 
doctor and the customer‘s medical records had to be available.  The website listed the 
reasons for prescribing medical marijuana and the reasons not to prescribe.   
 
Cathie Jorgensen, 954 24 Road, had presentation packets she distributed to the City 
Council.  She felt the law opened the door; she disputed that it was the right thing to do. 
 She said it is still on the controlled substances list of the federal government.  She 
thought it was a mistake to allow it.  She said there is a campaign to completely legalize 
marijuana.  The dollars are not important when one considers the damage it can do to 
the youth.  There are thousands of articles about the dangers. 
 
Charlene Jilgee, 2910 North Avenue, has a loss of memory and her daughter was going 
to put in her a nursing home until they bought her some ―medicals‖.  She no longer 
needs to go to a nursing home.  She does not smoke it, she just uses the ―medicals‖.  It 
has done her a world of good. 
 
Sue Benjamin, 664 Canyon Creek Drive, said she has a concern about the proliferation 
of marijuana in the community.  It is more available to children and it is much stronger 
and creates a longer and stronger high.  She is not against those that have pain to get 
relief from medical marijuana.  Several of her nurse friends say that the pills work just 
as well as smoking the drug.  She believes many are faking pain to get marijuana for 
recreational use; it is worse than smoking cigarettes.  She does not want marijuana to 
be part of the culture. 
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Craig Droskin, a dentist in Grand Junction, read a statement.  Since there has been 
time to assess the impact of the dispensaries in the community, he suggested it should 
be held to the same standard as regular prescription medicine.  If medical marijuana is 
to be legitimate, it should have legitimate doctors prescribing and seeing the patient in 
person.  It should also be dispensed by a pharmacist, a controlled number of 
dispensaries run by a licensed pharmacist.  He said the shops are encouraging illicit 
use with t-shirts and glass blown paraphernalia.  He said other towns want to have the 
dispensaries in their town; he is ok if they go to other towns.  He suggested that both 
dispensaries and caregivers should be shut down. 
 
Dana Hicks, 515 Court Road, Apt. 201, has been a patient for six months, has back 
pain and cluster migraines.  She has been given medicine at the hospital which makes 
her more nauseous and it doesn‘t work for her.  Medical marijuana helped her be able 
to socialize and not stay in a dark room.  The medicine given to her by the doctors 
makes her go to sleep and she is not able to help raise her son.  Her doctor did see her 
personally and spent over three hours with her to determine if she needed the medical 
marijuana.  Those that want to get marijuana; they will get it with or without 
dispensaries.   She believes most are not faking it, it helps her, and it helps the pain to 
go away so she can function.  Her mother was addicted to prescription pain medicine 
and overdosed many times.  Since being on medical marijuana, she has not had those 
issues. 
 
Chris Eklund, homeless, disabled civilian and veteran, described all the surgeries he 
has had and the reason he has long hair is he grows it and donates it to ―Locks of 
Love‖.  He also has cancer.  He compared drunk drivers that kill people and no one 
smoking marijuana has done that.  He agreed that there will be good and bad with the 
dispensaries but he encouraged the Council to allow the dispensaries. 
 
Richard Paedovich, 640 Clearwater Court, stated he has 35 years of experience in law 
enforcement.  He said marijuana leads to more serious drugs that destroy families.  He 
has a condition and he survives with Advil and prayer and encouraged folks to use 
prayer. 
 
Brian Mellon, 3222 D ½ Road, Apt. 905, said he does not take medical marijuana 
himself but he is not against it.  He has experience of knowing people that use medical 
marijuana instead of a long list of medicines.  He does not think the dispensaries that 
provide to just anyone should be in business.  The legitimate ones that dispense to 
those that have seen a real doctor should be allowed to operate.  To him, ―Pandora‘s 
Box‖ is methamphetamine and it is rampant.  Those that get marijuana off the street, 
they don‘t know what it is laced with, and that is a ―gateway‖ drug.  By allowing the 
centers, the Council will do something for someone who needs it.  No one is making 
anyone use it who doesn‘t want to or need it.  He encouraged they do something to 
help someone else. 
 
Alan Dobbs, said he was told by his doctors that he could get a medical marijuana card. 
 He was in the Marine Corps and also did rodeo in the past and his knees, shoulders, 
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and back are bad.  Mr. Dobbs said he has a speech problem.  He has gone to get a 
card because he is afraid they might be prohibited in the future.  He has seen the 
affects of medical marijuana and it helps people to be normal for that day.  His 
grandmother had cancer multiple times and was on a long list of pain killers and she 
was just a shell of a person.  The last time she got cancer, she tried medical marijuana 
and it made a world of difference for her quality of life.  This is another alternative to 
help people. 
 
Penny Stine, 2644 Hickory Drive, said she wrote an article about marijuana two weeks 
ago in the Daily Sentinel.  Since then she has been villified in cyberspace and has also 
received calls supporting her position.  She said marijuana hurts people; it helps kids to 
think that is it a healthy choice and that it is a benign drug.  She read from an article.  
The people most likely to abuse it are kids.  She described her experience with her son 
using marijuana and how he changed and ultimately killed himself.  With her research 
and speaking at Partners, she learned children think of marijuana as no worse than an 
aspirin.  The kids at Partners told her it is easy to acquire and all of them knew 
someone with a medical marijuana card.  One 17 year old even had their own card.  
They did not believe the statistics she gave.  She said society is losing a generation of 
kids. 
 
Council President Coons called a recess at 8:10 p.m.  She called the meeting back to 
order at 8:24 p.m. and reminded everyone of the ground rules. 
 
Dr. Larry Putz, 2121 Barberry, essentially agrees with the dentist who spoke previously; 
marijuana should be prescribed and regulated like any other drug.  A caregiver has to 
do something more than just provide the drugs.  They should have knowledge of the 
effects of drugs on behavior.   
 
Teika Roach, 344 South Avenue, #4, said she is a mother of three and has worked 
varied jobs and was raised by two very strict parents.  When she was a teenager she 
experimented with marijuana.  After marijuana, she went from a zero to a four point 
grade average.  She is a medical marijuana patient, who has suffered two concussions. 
  She described her daughter‘s allergy to most prescription medicines.  She agrees it 
should be regulated but it must be legalized before the FDA will regulate it.  She would 
rather use natural remedies. 
 
Linda, (did not give her address or last name), lives in Mesa County, said she knows 
that there are people that marijuana helps but believes it should be regulated.  She 
used to think pot was pretty harmless until she saw the affect on her child and other 
children‘s lives.  Her son was diagnosed as ―addicted to cannabis.‖  Most smokers also 
do other drugs.  Many kids have medical marijuana cards and then they are selling 
marijuana to other teens.  Prescriptions are not a lifetime script and have a doctor 
overseeing it as opposed to medical marijuana cards.  As a result of the accessibility, it 
will result in more crime. 
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Andrew Maran, 1236 Bookcliff, D6, said he has 28 townhomes and 30 rental units and 
about 40 to 50% are occupied by student tenants.  He and his wife live on site and have 
witnessed the affects of marijuana.  Invariably when a tenant struggles, there are signs 
of marijuana use.  Many of the tenants used to be athletes.  They have stopped as a 
result of marijuana use.  The football team at Mesa State with their athletes struggle 
with marijuana use.  From the anecdotal evidence he believes this a real problem for 
not only the community but also on campus. 
 
Scott Anderson, P.O. Box 1268, Colorado Springs, said he  is a real outdoors man in 
Colorado.  He signed himself out of a foster care program and hasn‘t seen a doctor in 
twenty years, after being forcibly medicated while he was growing up.  Gateway drugs 
like methamphetamine are readily available.  It is going to be on the streets one way or 
another.  It is a good idea to regulate marijuana.  
 
Ben Dowdy, a caregiver, said there is a lot of negativity toward the caregivers as an 
alternative to the dispensaries.  Until about a month ago, dispensaries were supplied by 
the caregivers.  A caregiver provides free medicine; the dispensaries charge a black 
market rate.  He said the people voted in Amendment 20 and this should go to a vote of 
the people. 
 
Dave Miller, 2713 B ½ Road, said that he was lucky in his military career.  His father 
wasn‘t so lucky, and got an illness where the doctors said his legs had to be amputated. 
 Thirty years later when his dad got cancer, he told his dad to use medical marijuana.  
He described two other products, ginger ale and arsenic, that were used as medicine in 
the past.  He would like to see the dispensaries say what type of regulation they wanted 
to see for their industry and he hasn‘t heard that at all.  It bothered him that some said it 
should not be put to a vote.  He believes it should be a three position vote – should we 
ban it, allow it but don‘t regulate it, or allow it and regulate it.  He thinks it should be 
regulated. 
 
Natasha Simmons, 1136 Colorado Avenue, is a caregiver for five people in Mesa County 
and has never smoked marijuana.  She does it as a service for her family and close 
friends.  Some of her patients cannot get to a dispensary.  She would like a legal way to 
dispose of her excess marijuana legally as she has been broken into and she doesn‘t do 
it for the money.  She only wants to help people.  In reference to children getting 
marijuana, this isn‘t the issue, it‘s already out there and they will continue to get it.  The 
voters have already said it should be legal back in 2000; the door has already been 
opened.  The patients have already been given a gift, don‘t take it away.  To her 
knowledge there is no lifetime prescription.  Her patients go back every year and see a 
licensed physician with their medical records, as she has gone with them as their 
caregiver.  She asked the Council not to take it back. 
 
Julie Hoggatt submitted written comments. 
 
Joe Niehuser submitted written comments. 
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John Davis, 1023 24 Road, said he has heard a lot of heartfelt stories and wishes he 
could help each one of them.  He has had cancer twice and had many chemo treatments, 
and has never needed marijuana.  Mr. Davis believes this should be put to a vote of the 
people. 
 
Edward Sonia stated he has a lot of concern on this and is a medical marijuana user.  He 
is diagnosed with ADHD, bi-polar, and rage.  This is from what he has been through 
growing up.  He also has nerve damage from the beatings he received.  Everything on the 
right side of his body can‘t be used.  He has photophobia and because of marijuana he is 
able to play with and see his kids.  He started smoking in January and is now dealing with 
his pain, slowly.  Marijuana has helped him and others.  He is currently going through a 
divorce because his wife doesn‘t want to see him in pain.  He also had a letter from his 
wife which Council President Coons said to give to the City Clerk, which he did. 
 
Neal Kaspar, 503 Riverview Drive, thanked Council for the opportunity to come before 
them and speak.  This kind of a forum is a little bit curious; there has been a significant 
input of anecdotal information.  His major concern is for the children as he has spoken 
with the City Council and City Attorney before when a center was proposed to go within 
200 feet of their school, but by working with everyone, the center relocated.  There is 
another kind of solution, unfortunately it is not for our City, and that would be working one 
on one.  He believes our creator and redeemer has designed things in the world for a 
reason and a purpose and they don‘t always work out well.  He has strong values and 
there is mixed messages being set in front of our children; it is difficult when it is right in 
front of them.  He does not think it is a good thing for the community and that regulations 
need to be in place in order to have safe school zones.  He encouraged the Council to 
take a step backward and have a hard look at this issue.  He would like to see it taken to 
a vote to the people of the City. 
 
Barbara Murdock, 273 Arlington Drive, a massage therapist  in Grand Junction for twelve 
years, said she has had three major car accidents and is in pain everyday.  She works 
with exercise and does not want marijuana compared with natural remedies.  
Homeopathic remedies have been compared to marijuana but homeopathic remedies 
can help the body, they do no harm.   She went into a store that said Natural Healing.  
They offered her marijuana.  The voters voted for medical marijuana, not for pot shops on 
every corner.  She does agree it might be for someone in the last stages of their life, but 
that is between the patient and their doctor.  The proliferation of the dispensaries is 
ridiculous and anyone going in, they are offering to try marijuana.  It is a drug that needs 
to be regulated, in pharmacies and with real prescriptions.  She said this is a great City 
and she has raised her kids here.  It is the responsibility of the City Council to take care of 
this, if not, it will turn this City into what is happening on the street corners.  
 
Jeannie Christensen, 178 ½ Glory View Drive, thinks there is a lot of abuse.  She related 
some stories of people she knows with cards and she sees teenagers that are smoking 
marijuana with anger issues.  There is a facility at 6

th
 and North with the high school at 5

th
 

and North, why was this allowed?  She believes that the 24 dispensaries in the valley is in 
excess; there should maybe three, four, or five for people that really need it.  Her dad has 
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cancer and he does not use marijuana.  She is sorry that some people in the valley have 
reasons to use it but also believes there is lot of abuse. 
 
Stacy Womack lives in Loma and is a mother.  She wanted to complain about how the 
dispensaries market the products.  She read a number of the names; it should not be 
marketed with cutesy names and enticing names.  The advertising is directed at the kids. 
 As a parent she has plenty to teach her kids without having dispensaries making the 
places look inviting and offering discounts.  She is against this being approved. 
 
Wendell Cole, who was born in Lake County, lives here in Grand Junction now.  He has 
been a user of marijuana for over thirty years.  While using, he has been a truck driver 
and works on machinery.  He described his various ailments and injuries and marijuana 
helps him and he has never caused an accident.  His dad and grandmother both died of 
cancer.  He raised three kids by himself and went back to school all while on marijuana.  
It is his constitutional right to make these choices. 
  
Mark Bonella, 973 27 ½ Road, is a local business owner.  He feels sorry for those that 
have cancer but he is a father of three and does not want dispensaries near his home, 
school, or business.  He does not want more opportunity for kids to get it; he feels it is 
already too easy to get the drugs.  Listening to the caregivers, they do it for love, not the 
money.  The dispensaries are all about the money, they are legalized drug dealers.  The 
caregivers can still provide to the people who really need it. 
 
James Thomas, 552 Gunnison, said prohibition was failure and it was fixed.  The war on 
drugs is a failure.  It‘s his job as a parent of two kids to teach them to be safe, productive 
citizens.  He does not want this Council, as elected officials, to send a hypocritical 
message.  Marijuana is a more benign drug than all that is out there.  It is ok for an adult 
to get high if they choose.  He believes in making it legal as the whole prohibition thing is 
a failure. 
 
Diane Cox, 3641 E ½ Road, Palisade, reminded Council that the constitutional right is 
only for caregivers.  It was President Obama‘s statement that they will not prosecute on 
this law that changed things.  Information she got was the average age of card holders is 
25 years old, not representative of who really needs the drug.  It is very addictive and 
sales are lucrative.  The Legislature passed HB 1284 to allow local government to limit or 
ban the dispensaries.  If it is a medicine, it belongs in pharmacies.  She suggested the 
Town Council and County Commissioners offer this to the voters expressing it needs to 
be re-examined.  If there was anything the founding fathers did believe in, it is 
representative government and letting the people have a voice. 
 
Jim Linden, 3244 Front Street, Clifton, said he is a veteran, 67 years old, disabled, is in 
constant pain, has PTSD, and depression.  The VA does very little except give him 
narcotics.  Medical marijuana provides relief to him for the pain, the depression he has, 
and the PTSD.  The VA is still against marijuana even though they have been told 
otherwise.  The VA has told him, if caught using it, he will be kicked out.  The gateway 
drugs to him were alcohol and cigarettes given out by the armed forces.  There needs to 
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be more rules and regulations and the fees being charged are out of line.  What they are 
doing is hurting the patients.  The State government takes over six months to send out 
the licenses.  He believes rather than trying to cut the number of dispensaries,  just the 
opposite should be done.  Increase and this will increase the competition as he is on a 
very limited income. 
 
There were no others signed up to speak. 
 
Council President Coons thanked everyone for coming and called a recess at 9:32 p.m.  
After which Council will come back and deliberate the matter. 
 
The public forum was closed at 9:32 p.m. 
 
Council President Coons reconvened the meeting at 9:41 p.m.  Council President Coons 
explained the Council will be deliberating the rest of the evening. 
 
Councilmember Beckstein asked about the time frame for the Council to make a decision. 
 City Attorney Shaver advised that the wording for the ballot must be certified to the 
County by September 3, 2010. 
 
Councilmember Palmer said he heard lots of views and perspectives.  In talking strictly 
about the ballot is good as he needs time to digest what he has heard.  He feels that the 
matter should not be sent to the ballot; they as a Council should not wait until November 
and spend up to $100,000 for that decision.  It is the Council‘s duty, and the voters voted 
them in to make decisions.  It is his intention to move that they do not recommend this 
issue to go to ballot.  The responsibility and obligation rests with this body. 
 
Councilmember Susuras agreed, after much consideration, this is a representative form 
of government and most voters want them to make the decision whether to ban or 
regulate medical marijuana which will be at a later date.  They have been given input and 
material and they have enough information to make a decision without going to the ballot. 
 It could cost $40,000 to $111,000 and he would rather spend the money on something 
other than a ballot issue.  He will vote against placing it on the ballot. 
 
Councilmember Pitts said he is opposed to putting the issue on the ballot; he thinks 
Council should make the decision. 
 
Councilmember Hill would like to clarify when Diane Cox spoke she was right on point; 
the Constitutional question was silent on dispensaries so opting out is a different issue.  
He is not deciding based on the money issue, but if it is the right thing to do.  He was 
elected to make decisions for this community for the greater good and especially difficult 
decisions.  He is against sending it to the ballot. 
 
Councilmember Kenyon agreed and one of the reasons is, since the moratorium, the 
Council has spent a lot of time working with CML, the legislators, and the communities 
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and Council is well-prepared to deal with this issue.  He was elected to make decisions so 
he will not be in support of putting it on the ballot. 
 
Councilmember Beckstein agreed that it has been said well by other Councilmembers.  
As a Council they have received a lot of information and had two hearings.  It is now the 
time to take the information and she doesn‘t feel the ballot title can be formulated 
efficiently by the September 3

rd
  deadline, so she does not support it going to the ballot in 

November. 
 
Council President Coons said this is a representative democracy and the Council has 
been elected to not vote their own personal beliefs but for the good of the community so it 
is their responsibility to make this decision.  This can be done more timely without waiting 
until November. 
 
Councilmember Palmer moved to submit a ballot question for the November election on 
medical marijuana.  Councilmember Hill seconded.  Motion failed unanimously. 
 

Adjournment 
 
The meeting adjourned at 9:55 p.m. 
 
 
 
Stephanie Tuin, MMC 
City Clerk 
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AAttttaacchh  22  

Setting a Hearing on the Issuance of Certificates 

for Suplizio Field 

  

CCIITTYY  CCOOUUNNCCIILL  AAGGEENNDDAA  IITTEEMM  
 

 

Subject:  Issuance of Certificates of Participation through the Grand Junction Public 
Finance Corporation to Finance Certain Improvements to Suplizio Field 

File # (if applicable):  

Presenters Name & Title:   
Laurie Kadrich, City Manager 
Jay Valentine, Assistant Financial Operations Manager 

 

 

Executive Summary:  
A first and second reading and public hearing on an ordinance will be held to consider the 
proposed execution and delivery of one or more series of Certificates of Participation 
(COP‘s) in an aggregate principal amount not to exceed $7,800,000.   
 
The COP‘s represent assignments of the right to receive certain revenues pursuant to a 
Lease Purchase Agreement between the Grand Junction Public Finance Corporation, a 
Colorado non-profit corporation, as lessor and the City as lessee. The proceeds will be 
used to finance the construction of certain improvements to Sam Suplizio Field.  The 
improvements include, replacing the existing press boxes, adding concourse and 
concession areas and adding box seating.   

 
 

How this item relates to the Comprehensive Plan Goals and Policies: 

 

Goal 10: Develop a system of regional, neighborhood and community parks protecting 
open space corridors for recreation, transportation and environmental purposes.  
 
Sam Suplizio Field and Ralph Stocker Stadium are in the core of Lincoln Park, which is 
one of the largest open space and recreation sites in Grand Junction.  provide sports 
and special event facilities for the entire community.  Refurbishing and improving this 
shared community asset  
 

Goal 12:  Being a regional provider of goods and services the City and County will 
sustain, develop and enhance a healthy, diverse economy.

Date: 8/13/10  

Author:  Jay Valentine 

Title/ Phone Ext: Asst. Fin. Ops 

Mgr. x 1517   

Proposed Schedule:  August 

30, 2010  

2nd Reading September 13, 2010  

 



 

- 

 

 
Sam Suplizio Field and Ralph Stocker Stadium provide sports and special event 
facilities for the entire community as well as the region.  Refurbishing and improving this 
shared community asset will ensure the continued use and attraction of these facilities. 

 

Action Requested/Recommendation:  

 
Introduction of a Proposed Ordinance and Set a Hearing for September 13, 2010 

 

Board or Committee Recommendation: 

 
The Grand Junction Parks Improvement Advisory Board has pledged support for this 
project through a donation of $250,000 at their Board Meeting on June 22, 2010. 
 
 

Background, Analysis and Options:  

 
The proposed re-development of Suplizio Field and Stocker Stadium involves several 
elements including grandstand refurbishment and hospitality areas.  The project will 
emphasize the improved safety and accessibility of all amenities including seating, 
restrooms, dugouts, and concession areas.  A re-development project was first 
presented in 2008 at an estimated cost of $16 million; however, due to a change in the 
scope of the project and construction cost savings, the project cost has been revised to 
$8.3 million.   If approved, the project will be led by Grand Junction Baseball Inc. and 
financed through the Grand Junction Public Finance Corporation. 
 
Sam Suplizio Field and Ralph Stocker Stadium is a multi-use facility that is shared by 
many users in the valley including Mesa State College, School District 51 and the City. 
Because of this shared use it provides a great value to the citizens and taxpayers of the 
community. These facilities are home to many special events throughout the year, 
including the National Junior College World Series which has been hosted in Grand 
Junction for over 50 years.  The improvements will keep the facilities as a premier multi-
user venue for at least the next 25 years.  

The project will be financed by the Grand Junction Public Finance Corporation pursuant 
to a Ground and Improvement Lease Agreement between the City as lessor and the 
Corporation as lessee.  The City will lease back the improved facilities pursuant to the 
Lease.   

The issuance of Certificates of Participation (COP) through the Grand Junction Public 
Finance Corporation (GJPFC) will enable the City and Grand Junction Baseball Inc. to 
obtain funding for these public capital improvements.  Capital assets may be acquired 
in one of two ways: by entering into a rental agreement to obtain use, but not 
ownership, of the asset; or by purchasing the asset, either outright or through a 
financing arrangement, to obtain use and ownership.  Tax-exempt leasing involving the 
sale of COPs uses both methods.  The GJPFC will sell lease revenue to raise the 



 

 
 

proceeds necessary to construct the capital improvements. When the facility is 
constructed and ready for use, the City will lease the facility from the GJPFC. Unlike 
bonded debt, these lease payments by the City to the GJPFC will be subject to annual 
appropriation.  At the end of the lease, the City will own the improved facilities outright.  
 

 

Financial Impact/Budget:  

 
The stadium improvements are projected to cost $8.3 million. Of this amount, donations 
and grant funding are expected to cover $1 million of the project.  The Grand Junction 
Parks Improvement Advisory Board has pledged a donation of $250,000 towards the $1 
million and recently the City applied for a Great Outdoors Colorado (GOCO) grant in the 
amount of $700,000 that if awarded would go towards the $1 million as well.  The 
remaining amount after grants and contributions would be financed.  The repayment of 
the amount financed will be in the form of lease payments over a 25 year time period.  
The annual lease payments will not exceed $550,000 per year.  Grand Junction 
Baseball Inc. has committed to $300,000 annually and the City intends to use Lottery 
funds, which are restricted to parks and open space projects only, to make the 
remainder of the lease payment. 
   
 

 

Legal issues: 

 
Neither the lease nor the COP‘s constitute a general obligation, or other indebtedness 
or multiple fiscal year obligation of the City within the Colorado Constitution, statutes or 
City Charter.  The lease is subject to annual renewal.   

 

Previously presented or discussed: 

 
The Stadium Improvement Project has most recently been discussed by the City 
Council on May 17

th
, 2010 and July 7

th
, 2010.  Prior to those discussions, improvements 

to the facilities have been a long identified need. 
 
 

Attachments: 
 
Ordinance 
Ground and Improvement Lease Agreement 
Lease Purchase Agreement 
Indenture of Trust 
Continuing Disclosure Certificate 



 

 
 



 

 
 



 

 
 



 

 
 



 

 
 



 

 
 



 

 
 



 

 
 



 

 
 



 

 
 



 

 
 



 

 
 



 

 
 



 

 
 



 

 
 



 

 
 



 

 
 



 

 
 



 

 
 



 

 
 



 

 
 



 

 
 



 

 
 



 

 
 



 

 
 



 

 
 



 

 
 



 

 
 



 

 
 



 

 
 



 

 
 



 

 
 



 

 
 



 

 
 



 

 
 



 

 
 



 

 
 



 

 
 



 

 
 



 

 
 



 

 
 



 

 
 



 

 
 



 

 
 



 

 
 



 

 
 



 

 
 



 

 
 



 

 
 



 

 
 



 

 
 



 

 
 



 

 
 



 

 
 



 

 
 



 

 
 



 

 
 



 

 
 



 

 
 



 

 
 



 

 
 



 

 
 



 

 
 



 

 
 



 

 
 



 

 
 



 

 
 



 

 
 



 

 
 



 

 
 



 

 
 



 

 
 



 

 
 



 

 
 



 

 
 



 

 
 



 

 
 



 

 
 



 

 
 



 

 
 



 

 
 



 

 
 



 

 
 



 

 
 



 

 
 



 

 
 



 

 
 



 

 
 



 

 
 



 

 
 



 

 
 



 

 
 



 

 
 



 

 
 



 

 
 



 

 
 



 

 
 



 

 
 



 

 
 



 

 
 



 

 
 



 

 
 



 

 
 



 

 
 



 

 
 



 

 
 



 

 
 



 

 
 



 

 
 



 

 
 



 

 
 



 

 
 



 

 
 



 

 
 



 

 
 



 

 
 



 

 
 



 

 
 



 

 
 



 

 
 



 

 
 



 

 
 



 

 
 



 

 
 



 

 
 



 

 
 



 

 
 



 

 
 



 

 
 



 

 
 



 

 
 



 

 
 



 

 
 



 

 
 



 

 
 



 

 
 



 

 
 



 

 
 



 

 
 



 

 
 



 

 
 



 

 
 



 

 
 



 

 
 



 

 
 



 

 
 



 

 
 



 

 
 



 

 
 



 

 
 



 

 
 



 

 
 



 

 
 



 

 
 



 

 
 



 

 
 



 

 
 



 

 
 



 

 
 



 

 
 



 

 
 



 

 
 

 



 

 
 

 



 

 
 

 
Attach 3 

Setting a Hearing on the Issuance of Certificates 

to Construct the Public Safety Buildings 
 

CCIITTYY  CCOOUUNNCCIILL  AAGGEENNDDAA  IITTEEMM  
 

Subject:  Issuance of Certificates of Participation to Construct Public Safety Buildings.  

File # (if applicable):  

Presenters Name & Title:   
Laurie Kadrich, City Manager 
Jay Valentine, Assistant Financial Operations Manager 

 

 

Executive Summary:  
This item introduces an ordinance on August 30 and if passed for publication sets a 
public hearing on September 13, 2010 to consider the proposed execution and delivery of 
one or more series of certificates of participation in an aggregate principal amount not to 
exceed $36,300,000.  These certificates represent assignments of the right to receive 
certain revenues pursuant to a Lease Purchase Agreement between the Zions First 
National Bank, as lessor, and the City, as lessee. The proceeds will be used by the City to 
finance the construction of a police station, emergency communication center and the 
possible remodel of the existing shops building to serve as Fire Station #1 and the Fire 
Administration building.    

 
 

How this item relates to the Comprehensive Plan Goals and Policies: 

 

Goal 4:  Support the continued development of the downtown area of the City Center 
into a vibrant and growing area with jobs, housing and tourist attractions. 

 
Reconstruction of these existing public safety facilities will constitute a significant 
redevelopment project in the downtown area. 
 

Goal 11:  Public safety facilities and services for our citizens will be a priority in 
planning for growth.  
 
Providing new public safety facilities and maintaining essential public safety services to 
the community have been a top priority for several years.   
 

Goal 12:  Being a regional provider of goods and services the City and County will 
sustain, develop and enhance a healthy, diverse economy.

Date: 8/13/10  

Author:  Jay Valentine 

Title/ Phone Ext: Asst. Fin. Ops 

Mgr. x 1517   

Proposed Schedule: August 30, 

2010  

2nd Reading: September 13, 

2010 



 

 

 
 
Public safety is a fundamental and critical component of a healthy community and 
economy.  Having new and functional public safety facilities will help to ensure the 
delivery of these essential services in the community. 

 

Action Requested/Recommendation:  

 
Introduction of a Proposed Ordinance and Set a Hearing for September 13, 2010. 

 

Board or Committee Recommendation: 

 
The Grand Junction Emergency Telephone Safety Authority Board has pledged support 
for this project by authorizing the use of $500,000 for annual lease payments for the 
Emergency Communication Center. 
 

Background, Analysis and Options:  
 
Because the 2008 ballot questions for funding public safety facilities failed, the City‘s 
police station, including the 911 communications center and the main fire station are 
dangerously close to the end of their useful life. To assist the City in finding a solution to 
this problem, the City Council held several forums in order to listen to citizen comments 
regarding the facilities, the community‘s needs and desires and methods to finance the 
necessary improvements. Through those meetings several key themes were heard, 
primarily, the citizens want the City to do something now, look at a smaller scale project 
and fund new public safety facilities within existing resources.  
 
With the certificate financing plan proposed, the City, along with the Grand Junction 
Emergency Telephone Safety Authority Board (911 Board), will be able to fund a lease 
purchase of a new building within existing revenues.  
 
Other direction to come out of the public forums was that citizens wanted the City to 
look at existing buildings as a possibility for some components of improving the public 
safety building plan. A possibility consistent with that direction is the remodeling of the 
existing shops building.  That building has recently been vacated due to reductions in 
the City work force and movement among City departments.  This financing plan 
assumes that the shops building could be remodeled to house Fire Station #1 and Fire 
Station Administration. The final programming, location, design, schedule and cost for 
those facilities is currently being assessed.  
 
The issuance of Certificates of Participation (Certificates) will enable the City to obtain 
funding for these important public buildings. Capital assets, like the police and fire 
buildings, may be acquired in one of two ways: by entering into a rental agreement to 
obtain use, but not ownership, of the asset; or by purchasing the asset, either outright 
or through a financing arrangement, to obtain use and ownership.  Tax-exempt leasing 
involving the sale of Certificates uses both methods.  Lease revenues will be sold to 



 

  

raise the proceeds necessary to construct the capital improvements. When the facility is 
constructed and ready for use, the City will lease the facility from the lessor. Unlike 
bonded debt, these lease payments by the City to the lessor will be subject to annual 
appropriation.  At the end of the lease, the City will own the improved facilities outright. 

 

 

 

Financial Impact/Budget:  

 
The public safety improvements described above are projected to cost $32 million. That 
amount will be financed from lease payments over 30 years.  The annual lease 
payment will not exceed $3.43 million and after the payment of interest from the Build 
America Bond subsidy, the net annual lease is projected to be $2.2 million each year.  
The 911 Board has committed up to $500,000 annually towards the lease payment. 
 

Legal issues: 
 
Neither the lease nor the Certificates constitute a general obligation or other 
indebtedness or multiple fiscal year obligation of the City within the Colorado 
Constitution, statutes or City Charter.  The lease is subject to annual renewal.   
 

Previously presented or discussed: 

 
Public safety facility improvements have most recently been discussed by City Council 
on August 2, 2010. Prior to that discussion, improvements to public safety facilities 
have been identified as the number one priority by City Council. 
 

Attachments: 
 
Ordinance 
Ground and Improvement Lease Agreement 
Lease Purchase Agreement 
Indenture of Trust 
Continuing Disclosure Certificate 



 

  



 

  



 

  



 

  



 

  



 

  



 

  



 

  



 

  



 

  



 

  



 

  



 

  



 

  



 

  



 

  



 

  



 

  



 

  



 

  



 

  



 

  



 

  



 

  



 

  



 

  



 

  



 

  



 

  



 

  



 

  



 

  



 

  



 

  



 

  



 

  



 

  



 

  



 

  



 

  



 

  



 

  



 

  



 

  



 

  



 

  



 

  



 

  



 

  



 

  



 

  



 

  



 

  



 

  



 

  



 

  



 

  



 

  



 

  



 

  



 

  



 

  



 

  



 

  



 

  



 

  



 

  



 

  



 

  



 

  



 

  



 

  



 

  



 

  



 

  



 

  



 

  



 

  



 

  



 

  



 

  



 

  



 

  



 

  



 

  



 

  



 

  



 

  



 

  



 

  



 

  



 

  



 

  



 

  



 

  



 

  



 

  



 

  



 

  



 

  



 

  



 

  



 

  



 

  



 

  



 

  



 

  



 

  



 

  



 

  



 

  



 

  



 

  



 

  



 

  



 

  



 

  



 

  



 

  



 

  



 

  



 

  



 

  



 

  



 

  



 

  



 

  



 

  



 

  



 

  



 

  



 

  



 

  



 

  



 

  



 

  



 

  



 

  



 

  



 

  



 

  



 

  



 

  



 

  



 

  



 

  



 

  



 

  



 

  



 

  



 

  



 

  



 

  



 

  



 

  



 

  



 

  



 

  



 

  



 

  



 

  



 

  



 

  



 

  



 

  



 

  



 

  

 



 

  

 

 



 

 

 

AAttttaacchh  44  

Setting a Hearing on the Annexation of the Cris-

Mar Enclave, Located North and East of 29 Road 

and F Road 

  

CCIITTYY  CCOOUUNNCCIILL  AAGGEENNDDAA  IITTEEMM  
 

Subject:  Annexation of the Cris-Mar Enclave - Located North and East of 29 Road 
and F Road 

 

File #:  ANX-2010-110  
 

Presenters Name & Title:  Brian Rusche, Senior Planner 
 

 

Executive Summary:  

 
A request to annex 108.62 acres of enclaved property, located north and east of 29 
Road and F Road.  The Cris-Mar Enclave consists of 265 parcels, along with 21.94 
acres of public right-of-way. 
 
Under the 1998 Persigo Agreement with Mesa County, the City is required to annex all 
enclaved areas within five (5) years. The Cris-Mar Enclave has been enclaved since 
March 2, 2005. 

 

How this item relates to the Comprehensive Plan Goals and Policies: 

 

Goal 1:  To implement the Comprehensive Plan in a consistent manner between the 
City, Mesa County, and other service providers.  
   
 Annexation of this enclave will create consistent land use jurisdiction and allow 

for efficient provision of municipal services to existing neighborhoods. 
 

Action Requested/Recommendation:  

 
Adopt a Resolution of Intent to Annex the Cris-Mar Enclave, Introduction of the 
Proposed Ordinance and Set a Hearing for October 18, 2010. 

 

Board or Committee Recommendation: The Zone of Annexation is scheduled for the 
Planning Commission on September 14, 2010. 
 

Date: August 18, 2010 

Author:  Brian Rusche  

Title/ Phone Ext: x. 4058  

Proposed Schedule: Notice of Intent to 

Annex on August 30, 2010 

2nd Reading  

(if applicable):  October 18, 2010 



 

  

Financial Impact/Budget: The provision of municipal services will be consistent with 
other developed neighborhoods in the City.  Property tax levies and municipal sales/use 
taxes will be collected within the enclaved area upon annexation. 
 

Legal issues:  Pursuant to C.R.S. 31-12-106(1.1)(b), an Annexation Transition 
Committee has been formed, with the appropriate representation, to serve as a means 
of communication between the City, County, and persons within the enclave. 

 

Other issues: A Neighborhood Meeting was held on August 19, 2010 with the 
residents of the enclaved area. 
 

Previously presented or discussed: No 
 

Background, Analysis and Options: See attached. 
 

Attachments: 
 
1. Staff report/Background information 
2. Annexation Summary 
3. Annexation Map 
4. Future Land Use Map 
5. Blended Residential Map 
6.   Existing City Zoning Map 
7.  Existing County Zoning Map  
8. Resolution  
9. Ordinance  

 

STAFF REPORT / BACKGROUND INFORMATION 

Location: North and east of 29 Road and F Road 

Applicant:  City of Grand Junction 

Existing Land Use: Residential 

Proposed Land Use: Residential 

Surrounding Land 

Use: 

 

North Residential 

South Residential 

East Residential 

West Residential / Commercial 

Existing Zoning: 

County RSF-R (Residential Single Family Rural) 
County RSF-4 (Residential Single Family 4 du/ac) 
County RMF-5 (Residential Multifamily 5 du/ac) 
County PUD (Planned Unit Development)  

Proposed Zoning: R-5 (Residential 5 du/ac)  

Surrounding North R-5 (Residential 5 du/ac) 



 

  

Zoning: 

 
South 

PD (Planned Development) 
R-4 (Residential 4 du/ac) 

East 
PD (Planned Development) 
R-5 (Residential 5 du/ac) 

West 
PD (Planned Development) 
R-5 (Residential 5 du/ac) 

Future Land Use Designation: Residential Medium (4-8 du/ac) 

Zoning within density range? X Yes  No 

 
This annexation area consists of 108.62 acres, including 21.94 acres of public right-of-
way.  Under the 1998 Persigo Agreement with Mesa County the City is to annex all 
Enclave areas within five (5) years.  State law allows a municipality to annex enclave 
areas unilaterally after they have been enclaved for a period of three (3) years.  The 
Cris-Mar Enclave has been enclaved since March 2, 2005.  
 
The following annexation and zoning schedule is being proposed: 
 

CRIS-MAR ENCLAVE ANNEXATION SCHEDULE 

8/30/2010 Notice of Intent to Annex (30 Day Notice), Exercising Land Use  

9/14/2010 Planning Commission considers Zone of Annexation 

10/4/2010 Introduction of a Proposed Ordinance on Zoning by City Council 

10/18/2010 Public Hearing on Annexation and Zoning by City Council 

11/19/2010 Effective date of Annexation and Zoning 

 
 

 

CRIS-MAR ENCLAVE ANNEXATION SUMMARY 

File Number: ANX-2010-110 

Location:  North and east of 29 Road and F Road 

Tax ID Number(s):  Multiple 

# of Parcels:  265 

Estimated Population: 676 

# of Parcels (owner occupied): 225 

# of Dwelling Units:    260 

Acres land annexed:     108.62 acres 

Developable Acres Remaining: 86.68 acres 

Right-of-way in Annexation: 21.94 acres 



 

  

Previous County Zoning:   

County RSF-R (Residential Single Family Rural) 
County RSF-4 (Residential Single Family 4 du/ac) 
County RMF-5 (Residential Multifamily 5 du/ac) 
County PUD (Planned Unit Development) 

Proposed City Zoning: R-5 (Residential 5 du/ac) 

Current Land Use: Residential 

Future Land Use: Residential 

Values  

(excluding tax 

exempt property): 

Assessed: $4,674,340 

Actual: $58,479,460 

Address Ranges: Multiple 

Special Districts:  

  

Water: Ute Water Conservancy District 

Sewer: Central Grand Valley Sanitation District 

Fire:   Grand Junction Rural Fire District 

Drainage: Grand Valley Drainage District 

School: Mesa County Valley School District #51 

Irrigation: Palisade Irrigation District 

 



 

  



 

  

 
ANNEXATION MAP 

 



 

  

FUTURE LAND USE 

MAP  
 
 



 

  

 
BLENDED RESIDENTIAL MAP 

 
Blended Map indicates 4-16 du/ac for the enclave 

 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 



 

  

EXISTING CITY ZONING MAP 

 
 
 
 
 
 
 



 

  

EXISTING COUNTY ZONING MAP 

  
 (ORANGE AREAS NOT DESIGNATED OTHERWISE ARE RMF-5)



 

  

NOTICE OF INTENT 

ON PROPOSED ANNEXATION OF LANDS 

TO THE CITY OF GRAND JUNCTION, COLORADO 
 
 

 NOTICE IS HEREBY GIVEN that at a regular meeting of the City Council of the 
City of Grand Junction, Colorado, held on the 30th of August, 2010, the following 
Resolution was adopted: 
 



 

  

CITY OF GRAND JUNCTION, COLORADO 

 

RESOLUTION NO. ____ 

 

A RESOLUTION OF THE CITY OF GRAND JUNCTION  

GIVING NOTICE THAT A TRACT OF LAND KNOWN AS 

 

CRIS-MAR ENCLAVE 

 

LOCATED NORTH AND EAST OF 29 ROAD AND F ROAD 

 

CONSISTING OF APPROXIMATELY 108.62 ACRES 

 

WILL BE CONSIDERED FOR ANNEXATION 

TO THE CITY OF GRAND JUNCTION, COLORADO 

 

 AND EXERCISING LAND USE CONTROL 
 
WHEREAS, on the 30

th
 day of August, 2010, the Public Works and Planning 

Director filed with the City Clerk of the City of Grand Junction, Colorado, a request that 
the City Council of the City of Grand Junction commence proceedings to annex to the 
City of Grand Junction a certain tract of land in the County of Mesa, State of Colorado, 
commonly known as the Cris-Mar Enclave and more particularly described as follows: 
 

CRIS-MAR ENCLAVE ANNEXATION 
 

A certain enclaved parcel of land lying in the West-Half (W 1/2) of Section 5 and the 
Northwest Quarter (NW 1/4) of Section 8, all in Township One South, Range One East 
of the Ute Principal Meridian, County of Mesa, State of Colorado and being more 
particularly described as follows: 
 
ALL of the enclaved lands bounded by the following City of Grand Junction 
Annexations: 

1. Cloverglen Annexation, Ordinance No. 3727, recorded in Book 3853, Page 663, 
Public Records of Mesa County, Colorado 

2. Darla Jean Annexations No. 1 and No. 2, Ordinance No. 2774, recorded in Book 
2103, Page 772, Public Records of Mesa County, Colorado 

3. Marchun Annexation No. 1, Ordinance No. 3556, recorded in Book 3456, Page 
155, Public Records of Mesa County, Colorado 

4. Marchun Annexation No. 2, Ordinance No. 3557, recorded in Book 3456, Page  
158, Public Records of Mesa County, Colorado and 

5. North Meadows Annexation, Ordinance No. 2564, recorded in Book 1888, Page 
794, Public Records of Mesa County, Colorado. 

 
CONTAINING 4,731,473 Square Feet or 108.62 Acres, more or less, as described. 
 



 

  

WHEREAS, the area proposed to be annexed is entirely contained within the 
boundaries of the City of Grand Junction and said area has been so surrounded for a 
period of not less than three (3) years, pursuant to C.R.S. 31-12-106(1); 

 
WHEREAS, pursuant to C.R.S. 31-12-106(1.1)(b), an Annexation Transition 

Committee has been duly created and hereby exists for the purposes set forth in C.R.S. 
31-12-106(1.1)(c).  The Committee contact is as follows: 

 
City of Grand Junction 
Public Works & Planning Department 
Attn:  Brian Rusche, Senior Planner 
250 N. 5

th
 Street 

Grand Junction, CO 81501 
(970) 256-4058 
brianr@gjcity.org  

 
NOW, THEREFORE, BE IT RESOLVED BY THE CITY COUNCIL OF THE CITY 

OF GRAND JUNCTION: 
 

1. That the City Clerk of the City of Grand Junction is hereby directed to give notice 
of the City Council‘s intent to annex the aforementioned area, pursuant to the 
Municipal Annexation Act of 1965.  The City Clerk is also directed to give notice 
of the existence of the Annexation Transition Committee, including contact 
information. 
 

2. That the ordinance annexing the subject area was introduced and given first 
reading on this 30

th
 day of August, 2010, with a second reading and public 

hearing on the proposed annexation ordinance to be held on the 18
th

 day of 
October, 2010, in the City Hall auditorium, located at 250 North 5

th
 Street, City of 

Grand Junction, Colorado, at 7:00 PM. 
 

3. Pursuant to the State‘s Annexation Act, the City Council determines that the City 
may now, and hereby does, exercise jurisdiction over land use issues in the said 
territory.  Requests for building permits, subdivision approvals and zoning 
approvals shall, as of this date, be submitted to the Public Works and Planning 
Department of the City. 

 
ADOPTED the ___ day of ________, 2010. 
  

Attest: 
 
 
             
       _________________________ 
       President of the Council 
 

mailto:brianr@gjcity.org


 

  

 
 
___________________ 
City Clerk 
 



 

  

NOTICE IS FURTHER GIVEN that a hearing will be held in accordance with the 
Resolution on the date and at the time and place set forth in the Resolution. 
 
 
 
                                               
  
City Clerk 
 
 
 

DATES PUBLISHED 

September 1, 2010 

September 8, 2010 

September 15, 2010 

September 22, 2010 

 
 

 
 
 



 

  

CITY OF GRAND JUNCTION, COLORADO 

 

ORDINANCE NO. ____ 

 

AN ORDINANCE ANNEXING TERRITORY TO THE  

CITY OF GRAND JUNCTION, COLORADO 

 

CRIS-MAR ENCLAVE ANNEXATION  

 

LOCATED NORTH AND EAST OF 29 ROAD AND F ROAD 

 

CONSISTING OF APPROXIMATELY 108.62 ACRES 
 

WHEREAS, on the 30
th

 day of August, 2010, the City Council of the City of 
Grand Junction gave notice that they will consider for annexation to the City of Grand 
Junction the following described territory, commonly known as the Cris-Mar Enclave; 
and 

 
WHEREAS, a hearing and second reading on the proposed annexation 

ordinance was duly held after proper notice on the 18
th

 day of October, 2010; and  
 
WHEREAS, the area proposed to be annexed is entirely contained within the 

boundaries of the City of Grand Junction and said area has been so surrounded for a 
period of not less than three (3) years, pursuant to C.R.S. 31-12-106(1); and 

 
WHEREAS, the requirements of Section 30, Article II of the Colorado 

Constitution have been met, specifically that the area is entirely surrounded by the 
annexing municipality. 

 
NOW, THEREFORE, BE IT ORDAINED BY THE CITY COUNCIL OF THE CITY 

OF GRAND JUNCTION, COLORADO: 
 
That the property situate in Mesa County, Colorado, and described to wit: 
 

CRIS-MAR ENCLAVE ANNEXATION 
 

A certain enclaved parcel of land lying in the West-Half (W 1/2) of Section 5 and the 
Northwest Quarter (NW 1/4) of Section 8, all in Township One South, Range One East 
of the Ute Principal Meridian, County of Mesa, State of Colorado and being more 
particularly described as follows: 
 
ALL of the enclaved lands bounded by the following City of Grand Junction 
Annexations: 

1. Cloverglen Annexation, Ordinance No. 3727, recorded in Book 3853, Page 663, 
Public Records of Mesa County, Colorado 



 

  

2. Darla Jean Annexations No. 1 and No. 2, Ordinance No. 2774, recorded in Book 
2103, Page 772, Public Records of Mesa County, Colorado 

3. Marchun Annexation No. 1, Ordinance No. 3556, recorded in Book 3456, Page 
155, Public Records of Mesa County, Colorado 

4. Marchun Annexation No. 2, Ordinance No. 3557, recorded in Book 3456, Page  
158, Public Records of Mesa County, Colorado and 

5. North Meadows Annexation, Ordinance No. 2564, recorded in Book 1888, Page 
794, Public Records of Mesa County, Colorado. 

 
CONTAINING 4,731,473 Square Feet or 108.62 Acres, more or less, as described. 
 
 
Be and is hereby annexed to the City of Grand Junction, Colorado. 

 
INTRODUCED on first reading on the ___ day of ________, 2010 and ordered 

published. 
 
ADOPTED on second reading the   day of   , 2010. 
 
 

Attest: 
 
 
                                                                  ___________________________________ 
          President of the Council 
 
 
 
____________________________ 
City Clerk 

 



 

 

 

AAttttaacchh  55  

Setting a Hearing on the St. Martin’s Place 

Veteran’s Housing Rezone, Located at 415 S. 3
rd

 

Street 

CCIITTYY  CCOOUUNNCCIILL  AAGGEENNDDAA  IITTEEMM  
 

Subject:  St. Martin‘s Place Veteran‘s Housing Rezone - Located at 415 S. 3
rd

 Street 

File #:  RZ-2010-073  

Presenters Name & Title:  Scott D. Peterson, Senior Planner 

 

Executive Summary: 
 
Request to rezone 0.28 acres located at 415 S. 3

rd
 Street from C-1, (Light Commercial) 

to B-2, (Downtown Business) zone district in anticipation of developing the properties 
for multi-family dwelling units for homeless veterans. 
 

How this item relates to the Comprehensive Plan Goals and Policies: 
 
By the continued support of development in the downtown area of the City Center into a 
vibrant and growing area with housing to meet the needs of a variety of incomes, along 
with the preservation and appropriate reuse of existing properties.  The proposed 
request meets with Goals 4, 5 and 6 of the Comprehensive Plan. 
 

Goal 4:  Support the continued development of the downtown area of the City Center 
into a vibrant and growing area with jobs, housing and tourist attractions. 
 

Goal 5:  To provide a broader mix of housing types in the community to meet the needs 
of a variety of incomes, family types and life stages. 
 

Goal 6:  Land Use decisions will encourage preservation and appropriate reuse. 
 

Action Requested/Recommendation: 
 
Introduce a Proposed Ordinance and Set a Public Hearing for September 13, 2010. 
 

Board or Committee Recommendation: 
 
The Planning Commission recommended approval of the requested rezone at their 
August 10, 2010 meeting. 
 
 

Date:  August 11, 2010 

Author:  Scott D. Peterson 

Title/ Phone Ext:  Senior 

Planner/1447 

Proposed Schedule:  August 30, 

2010  

2nd Reading:  September 13, 

2010  

 



 

  

 

Background, Analysis and Options: 
 
See attached Staff Report. 
 

Financial Impact/Budget: 
 
N/A. 
 

Legal issues: 
 
N/A. 
 

Other issues: 
 
None. 
 

Previously presented or discussed: 
 
N/A. 
 

Attachments: 
 
Site Location Map / Aerial Photo Map 
Comprehensive Plan Map / Existing City Zoning Map 
Proposed Ordinance 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 



 

  

BACKGROUND INFORMATION 

Location: 415 S. 3rd Street 

Applicants: Grand Valley Catholic Outreach, Inc., Owner 

Existing Land Use: Vacant lots 

Proposed Land Use: 
Multi-family residential development (24 dwelling 
units for homeless veteran‘s) 

Surrounding Land 
Use: 

North Single-family residential 

South Vacant lots 

East Single-family residential/Commercial 

West Single-family residential 

Existing Zoning: C-1, (Light Commercial) 

Proposed Zoning: B-2, (Downtown Business) 

Surrounding 
Zoning: 

North B-2, (Downtown Business) 

South C-2, (General Commercial) 

East C-1, (Light Commercial) 

West C-1, (Light Commercial) 

Future Land Use 
Designation: 

Downtown Mixed Use 

Zoning within density 
range? 

X Yes  No 

 

 

1.  Background: 
 
The existing properties (Lots 13, 14, 15 and 16, Block 145, City of Grand Junction - 
0.28 acres) are located at the southwest corner of Pitkin Avenue and S. 3

rd
 Street and 

are currently vacant.  Previously, the property contained four (4) single-family detached 
structures that were demolished by the applicant, Grand Valley Catholic Outreach Inc., 
in anticipation of developing the properties for multi-family dwelling units for homeless 
veterans (24 units total – 1 bedroom each).  Proposed residential density would be 86 
dwelling units an acre.  
 
The existing C-1 (Light Commercial) zoning district does allow multi-family development 
but only up to 24 dwelling units an acre.  The applicant wishes to rezone to B-2 
(Downtown Business), which has no maximum residential density requirement and no 
building setback requirements for principal structures.  The proposed B-2 zone is 
compatible with land uses in the surrounding area. 
The applicant held a Neighborhood Meeting on May 19, 2010 however no property 
owners from the adjacent neighborhood attended.  Project Manager did receive verbal 
comment from a neighboring businessman concerning the lack of off-street parking for 



 

  

the proposed development, however, this issue will be formally addressed at the time of 
Site Plan Review application for the project. 
 

2. Title 21, Section 02.140 of the Grand Junction Municipal Code: 
 
Zone requests must meet all of the following criteria for approval: 
 
(1) Subsequent events have invalidated the original premise and findings; and/or  
 

Response:  The Comprehensive Plan‘s Goal #4 states:  ―Support the continued 
development of the downtown area of the City Center into a vibrant and 
growing area with jobs, housing and tourist attractions.‖ 

 
This area is designated on the Comprehensive Plan Map as Downtown Mixed 
Use.  Rezoning the property to B-2 will allow the applicant to develop a multi-
family housing development that would exceed 24 dwelling units/acre and 
provide much needed housing for the community‘s homeless veterans, thereby 
supporting Goal #4 of the Comprehensive Plan. 

 
(2) The character and/or condition of the area has changed such that the amendment is 
consistent with the Plan; and/or  
 

Response:  The Comprehensive Plan designation of Downtown Mixed Use 
encourages the proposed B-2 zoning and therefore the request is consistent 
with the Comprehensive Plan.  The Comprehensive Plan reflects changes in 
the character of the downtown area for increased residential densities. 

 
(3) Public and community facilities are adequate to serve the type and scope of land 
use proposed; and/or  
 

Response:  There are adequate public and community facilities existing in the 
area of the proposed rezone request.  The proposed development is within 
walking distance of services offered by Grand Valley Catholic Outreach, 
grocery/convenience stores and downtown area merchants.  

 
(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  
 

Response:  This is a proposed re-use of existing properties that contained four 
(4) single-family detached homes, adding more density to the properties, as 
encouraged by the Downtown Mixed Use designation of the Comprehensive 
Plan.  The proposed rezone also provides needed housing for part of the area‘s 
homeless population.   

 
(5) The community or area, as defined by the presiding body, will derive benefits from 
the proposed amendment.  



 

  

 
Response:  The community will derive benefits from the proposed rezone by 
supporting residential development in the downtown area with housing for our 
area‘s homeless veterans. 

 
Alternatives: In addition to the zoning that the petitioner has requested, the following 
zone districts would also be consistent with the Comprehensive Plan designation for the 
subject property. 
 

a. Existing – C-1, (Light Commercial) 
b. R-16, (Residential – 16 du/ac) 
c. R-24, (Residential – 24 du/ac) 
d. MXR, (Mixed Use Residential) 
e. MXG, (Mixed Use General) 
f. MXS, (Mixed Use Shopfront) 

 
The Planning Commission recommends a B-2 zone designation and does not 
recommend C-1, R-16, R-24, MXR, MXG or MXS.  If the City Council chooses to 
approve one of the alternative zone designations, specific alternative findings must be 
made as to why the City Council is approving an alternative zone designation. 
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 CITY OF GRAND JUNCTION, COLORADO 
 

ORDINANCE NO. 

 

AN ORDINANCE REZONING ST. MARTIN’S PLACE VETERAN’S HOUSING FROM  

C-1 (LIGHT COMMERCIAL) TO B-2 (DOWNTOWN BUSINESS)  
 

LOCATED AT 415 S 3
rd

 STREET 
 

Recitals. 
 
 After public notice and public hearing as required by the Grand Junction Zoning 
and Development Code, the Grand Junction Planning Commission recommended 
approval of rezoning St. Martin‘s Place Veteran‘s Housing properties from C-1 (Light 
Commercial) to the B-2 (Downtown Business) zone district for the following reasons: 
 
 The zone district meets the recommended land use category as shown on the 
future land use map of the Comprehensive Plan, Downtown Mixed Use and the 
Comprehensive Plan‘s goals and policies and/or is generally compatible with appropriate 
land uses located in the surrounding area. 
 
 After the public notice and public hearing before the Grand Junction City Council, 
City Council finds that the B-2 zone district to be established. 
 
 The Planning Commission and City Council find that the B-2 zoning is in 
conformance with the stated criteria of Title 21 Section 02.140 of the Grand Junction 
Municipal Code. 
 

BE IT ORDAINED BY THE CITY COUNCIL OF THE CITY OF GRAND JUNCTION 

THAT: 
 
The following property shall be rezoned B-2 (Downtown Business). 
 
Lots 13, 14, 15 and 16, Block 145, City of Grand Junction 
 
Also identified as Tax Parcel 2945-143-37-027 
 
Introduced on first reading this _____ day of ____ , 2010 and ordered published. 
 
Adopted on second reading this ______ day of ______, 2010. 
 
ATTEST: 
______________________________ ______________________________ 
City Clerk Mayor 



 

 

Attach 6 

CDBG Subrecipient Contracts for Funds and 

Projects with the Comm. Dev. Block Grant (CDBG) 

2010 Program Year 
 

CCIITTYY  CCOOUUNNCCIILL  AAGGEENNDDAA  IITTEEMM  
 

 

Subject:  CDBG Subrecipient Contracts for Funds and Projects within the Community 
Development Block Grant (CDBG) 2010 Program Year  

File # (if applicable):  CDBG 2010-04; 2010-07; and 2010-09 

Presenters Name & Title:  Kristen Ashbeck, Senior Planner/CDBG Administrator 

 

 

Executive Summary:  

 
The Subrecipient Contracts formalize the City‘s award of a total of $96,725 to various 
non-profit organizations allocated from the City‘s 2010 CDBG Program as previously 
approved by Council. 

 

How this action item meets City Council Comprehensive Plan Goals and Policies: 

 
The projects funded through the 2010 CDBG grant year allocation will include steps 
towards the City‘s Comprehensive Plan Goals as listed below: 
 

Goal 12:  Goods and Services that Enhance a Healthy, Diverse Economy: 
 
 The CDBG projects discussed below provide services that enhance our 
community  including improved services for youth and homeless persons. 

 

Action Requested/Recommendation:  

 
Authorize the City Manager to Sign the Subrecipient Contracts with Mesa Youth 
Services, Inc. (Partners – Western Colorado Conservation Corps), Homeward Bound of 
the Grand Valley, and Grand Valley Catholic Outreach for the City‘s 2010 Program Year 
Funds. 

 

Board or Committee Recommendation:  NA 

 

Background, Analysis and Options:   

 

Date:  August 19, 2010 

Author: Kristen Ashbeck 

Title/ Phone Ext:  Senior Planner 

 x1491 

Proposed Schedule:Approval 

8/30/10; Execute agreements 

following approval_ 

2nd Reading NA  

 



 

  

CDBG 2010-04  Western Colorado Conservation Corps (WCCC) of Partners Van 
Purchase:  CDBG funds will be used to purchase a 12 passenger van that will transport 
youth from the WCCC program office to and from service projects that will generate 
revenue for the Corps program. 
 
CDBG 2010-07  Homeless Shelter Remodel:  CDBG funds will be used to make safety 
and energy use improvements to the existing Community Homeless Shelter building.    

 
CDBG 2010-09  Grand Valley Catholic Outreach (GVCO) Soup Kitchen Remodel:  
CDBG funds will be used to replace the roof on the existing building used by GVCO for 
its main program office and soup kitchen. 
 

Financial Impact/Budget:  2010 CDBG Program Year Funds 

 

Legal issues:  NA 

 

Other issues:  None 

 

Previously presented or discussed: 
 
City Council discussed and approved the allocation of CDBG funding to these projects 
at its May 17, 2010 meeting. 
 

Attachments: 
 

1. Exhibit A, Subrecipient Contract – Mesa Youth Services, Inc. (Partners Western 
Colorado Conservation Corps) 

2. Exhibit A, Subrecipient Contract – HomewardBound of the Grand Valley 
3. Exhibit A, Subrecipient Contract – Grand Valley Catholic Outreach 



 

  

 
2010 SUBRECIPIENT CONTRACT FOR 

CITY OF GRAND JUNCTION 
COMMUNITY DEVELOPMENT BLOCK GRANT FUNDS 

WITH MESA YOUTH SERVICES, INC. dba MESA COUNTY PARTNERS 
 

EXHIBIT "A" 
SCOPE OF SERVICES 

                                                                                                                                                             
1. The City agrees to pay subject to the Subrecipient Agreement Mesa Youth Services, $17,000 

from its 2010 Program Year CDBG Entitlement Funds for purchase of a large capacity passenger 
van.  Mesa Youth Services, Inc. dba Mesa County Partners operates the Western Colorado 
Conservation Corps program located at 2818-1/2 North Avenue.  CDBG funds will assist with 
purchase of a 12-15 passenger van that will be used to transport youth to and from 
conservation-based service project5s in the surrounding area.  

 
2. Partners certifies that it will meet the CDBG National Objective of low/moderate limited 

clientele benefit for transportation and youth services (570.201(e)).  It shall meet this objective 
by providing the above-referenced services to low/moderate income persons/youth in Grand 
Junction, Colorado.   

 
3. The entire project consists of purchase of a 12-15 passenger van for the use and benefit of the 

Western Colorado Conservation Corps program.  It is understood that the City's grant of 
$17,000 in CDBG funds shall be used only for the purchase of the van. Costs associated with any 
other elements of the Partners programs shall be paid for by other funding sources obtained by 
Partners.  Partners shall provide a copy of evidence of liability insurance for the vehicle with the 
first subrecipient drawdown request. 

 
4. This project shall commence upon the full and proper execution of the 2010 Subrecipient 

Agreement and the completion of all appropriate environmental, Code, permit review approval 
and compliance.  The project shall be completed on or before June 1, 2011. 

 
5. The budget for the entire project is as follows: 

 
Amount  Source of Funds 
$17,000   City CDBG* 
$ 6,000   Partners 
$ 4,000   Local Dealer Contribution 

 
*  The City will grant $17,000 towards the purchase of a van.  If cost exceeds grant amount, the 
balance will be paid for with other funds secured by Partners.  

 
6. Partners estimates that it will transport 130 youth participating in the Western Colorado 

Conservation Corps program on approximately 250 days during a typical month/year. 
 

7. The City of Grand Junction shall monitor and evaluate the progress and performance of Partners 
to assure that the terms of this agreement are being satisfactorily met in accordance with City 



 

  

and other applicable monitoring and evaluating criteria and standards.  Partners shall cooperate 
with the City relating to monitoring, evaluation and inspection and compliance. 

 
8. Partners shall provide quarterly financial and performance reports to the City.  Reports shall 

describe the progress of the project, what activities have occurred, what activities are still 
planned, financial status, compliance with National Objectives and other information as may be 
required by the City.  A final report shall also be submitted once the project is completed. 

 
9. During a period of five (5) years following the date of completion of the project the use or 

planned use of the property improved may not change unless the City determines the new use 
meets one of the National Objectives of the CDBG Program, and Partners provides affected 
citizens with reasonable notice and an opportunity to comment on any proposed changes.  If 
Partners decides, after consultation with affected citizens that it is appropriate to change the 
use of the property to a use which the City determines does not qualify in meeting a CDBG 
National Objective, Partners must reimburse the City a prorated share of the City's $17,000 
CDBG contribution.  At the end of the five-year period following the project closeout date and 
thereafter, no City restrictions on use of the property shall be in effect. 

 
10. Partners understands that the funds described in the Agreement are received by the City of 

Grand Junction from the US Department of Housing and Urban Development under the 
Community Development Block Grant Program.  Partners shall meet all City of Grand Junction 
and federal requirements for receiving Community Development Block Grant funds, whether or 
not such requirements are specifically listed in this Agreement.  Partners shall provide the City 
of Grand Junction with documentation establishing that all local and federal CDBG requirements 
have been met. 

 
11. A blanket fidelity bond equal to cash advances as referenced in Paragraph V.(E) will not be 

required as long as no cash advances are made and payment is on a reimbursement basis. 
 
12. A formal project notice will be sent to Partners once all funds are expended and a final report is 

received. 
 



 

  

 
2010 SUBRECIPIENT CONTRACT FOR 

CITY OF GRAND JUNCTION COMMUNITY DEVELOPMENT BLOCK GRANT FUNDS 
WITH HOMEWARDBOUND OF THE GRAND VALLEY 

 
EXHIBIT "A" 

SCOPE OF SERVICES 
                                                                                                                                                             

1. The City agrees to pay the Subrecipient, subject to the subrecipient agreement, $6,000 from its 
2010 Program Year CDBG Entitlement Funds for repairs and improvements to the Community 
Homeless Shelter located at 2853 North Avenue in Grand Junction, Colorado (“Property” or 
“the Property”).  The general purpose of the project is to make safety and energy use 
improvements including replacement of the fire sprinkler system gauges, installing a new walk-
in cooler and professional cleaning of the HVAC system.   
   

2. The Subrecipient certifies that it will meet the CDBG National Objective of low/moderate 
income clientele benefit (570.208(a)).  It shall meet this objective by providing the above-
referenced services to low/moderate income and homeless persons in Grand Junction, 
Colorado. In addition, this project meets CDBG eligibility requirements under section 
570.201(e), Public Services. 
 

3. The project consists of capital construction/improvement to the building at 2853 North Avenue. 
 HomewardBound operates the Community Homeless Shelter at this location. Because plans to 
expand the shelter have been withdrawn, there are urgent and critical capital 
repairs/improvements needed for the existing building in order to continue operating a safe 
and healthful shelter including: replace fire sprinkler system gauges; install a new walk-in 
cooler; and professional cleaning of the HVAC system.  The property is owned by 
HomewardBound of the Grand Valley, which will continue to operate the facility.  It is 
understood that the City's grant of $6,000 in CDBG funds shall be used only for the 
improvements described in this agreement.  Costs associated with any other elements of the 
project or costs above the grant amount shall be paid for by other funding sources obtained by 
the Subrecipient. 

 
4. This project shall commence upon the full and proper execution of the 2010 Subrecipient 

Agreement and the completion of all appropriate environmental, Code, State and Local permit 
review and approval and compliance.  The project shall be completed by December 31, 2011. 

 
5. The project budget for the improvements to be funded with CDBG is as listed below. 

 Update Fire Sprinkler Gauges    $     580  

 Install Walk-In Cooler     $14,000 

 HVAC System Cleaning     $  2,000 
TOTAL PROJECT COST     $ 16,580 * 

*Maximum CDBG contribution shall be $6,000.  Balance provided by HomewardBound.  
 

6. The Community Homeless Shelter provided services to 1,063 unduplicated persons in 2009 and 
this number is expected to increase to approximately 1,200 persons in 2010-2011. 
 



 

  

7. The City shall monitor and evaluate the progress and performance of the Subrecipient to assure 
that the terms of this agreement are met in accordance with City and other applicable 
monitoring and evaluating criteria and standards.  The Subrecipient shall cooperate with the 
City relating to monitoring, evaluation and inspection and compliance. 

 
8. The Subrecipient shall provide quarterly financial and performance reports to the City.  Reports 

shall describe the progress of the project, what activities have occurred, what activities are still 
planned, financial status, compliance with National Objectives and other information as may be 
required by the City.  A final report shall also be submitted when the project is completed. 

 
9. During a period of five (5) years following the date of completion of the project the use of the 

Property improved may not change unless:  A) the City determines the new use meets one of 
the National Objectives of the CDBG Program, and B) the Subrecipient provides affected citizens 
with reasonable notice and an opportunity to comment on any proposed changes.  If the 
Subrecipient decides, after consultation with affected citizens that it is appropriate to change 
the use of the Property to a use which the City determines does not qualify in meeting a CDBG 
National Objective, the Subrecipient must reimburse the City a prorated share of the City's 
$6,000 CDBG contribution.  At the end of the five-year period following the project closeout 
date and thereafter, no City restrictions under this agreement on use of the Property shall be in 
effect. 

 
10. The Subrecipient understands that the funds described in the Agreement are received by the 

City from the US Department of Housing and Urban Development under the Community 
Development Block Grant Program.  The Subrecipient shall meet all City and federal 
requirements for receiving Community Development Block Grant funds, whether or not such 
requirements are specifically listed in this Agreement.  The Subrecipient shall provide the City 
with documentation establishing that all local and federal CDBG requirements have been met. 

 
11. A blanket fidelity bond equal to cash advances as referenced in Paragraph V.(E) will not be 

required as long as no cash advances are made and payment is on a reimbursement basis. 
 
13. A formal project notice will be sent to the Subrecipient once all funds are expended and a final 

report is received. 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 



 

  

2010 SUBRECIPIENT CONTRACT FOR 
CITY OF GRAND JUNCTION 

COMMUNITY DEVELOPMENT BLOCK GRANT FUNDS 
WITH 

GRAND VALLEY CATHOLIC OUTREACH 
 

EXHIBIT "A" 
SCOPE OF SERVICES 

                                                                                                                                                             
8. The City agrees to pay the Subrecipient, subject to the subrecipient agreement, $73,725.00 

from its 2010 Program Year CDBG Entitlement Funds for the remodeling of the program office 
and soup kitchen located at 245 South 1

st
 Street in Grand Junction, Colorado (“Property” or “the 

Property”).  The general purpose of the project is to replace the roof and install a new cooling 
system on the main program office and soup kitchen building.  The primary outreach services 
housed in the building include the soup kitchen, the food and clothing bank and financial aid 
services. 
   

2. The Subrecipient certifies that it will meet the CDBG National Objective of low/moderate 
income clientele benefit (570.208(a)).  It shall meet this objective by providing the above-
referenced services to low/moderate income and homeless persons in Grand Junction, 
Colorado. In addition, this project meets CDBG eligibility requirements under section 
570.201(e), Public Services. 

 
3. The project consists of capital construction/improvement to the building at 245 South 1st Street. 

 The flat roof on the building has been repaired numerous times and has exceeded its 
serviceable life.  In addition, GVCO recently conducted an energy audit of the facility which 
demonstrated that a more energy-efficient cooling system and additional insulation would 
benefit the facility. 
The property is owned by Grand Valley Catholic Outreach, which will continue to operate the 
facility.  It is understood that the City's grant of $73,825 in CDBG funds shall be used only for the 
interior improvements described in this agreement.  Costs associated with any other elements 
of the project or costs above the grant amount shall be paid for by other funding sources 
obtained by the Subrecipient. 

 
4. This project shall commence upon the full and proper execution of the 2010 Subrecipient 

Agreement and the completion of all appropriate environmental, Code, State and Local permit 
review and approval and compliance.  The project shall be completed on or before December 
31, 2011. 

 
5. The project budget for the improvements to the 245 South 1st Street facility to be funded with 

CDBG is as listed below. 

 Roof Replacement     $95,000  

 Commercial Size Swamp Cooler  $  3,725 
TOTAL PROJECT COST    $98,725* 

*Maximum CDBG contribution shall be $73,725.  Balance provided by GVCO/other sources.  
 

6. The GVCO facility served 81,337 persons in 2009-2010 and expects the number to increase to 



 

  

85,404 in 2011 and beyond. 
 

7. The City shall monitor and evaluate the progress and performance of the Subrecipient to assure 
that the terms of this agreement are met in accordance with City and other applicable 
monitoring and evaluating criteria and standards.  The Subrecipient shall cooperate with the 
City relating to monitoring, evaluation and inspection and compliance. 

 
10. The Subrecipient shall provide quarterly financial and performance reports to the City.  Reports 

shall describe the progress of the project, what activities have occurred, what activities are still 
planned, financial status, compliance with National Objectives and other information as may be 
required by the City.  A final report shall also be submitted when the project is completed. 

 
11. During a period of five (5) years following the date of completion of the project the use of the 

Property improved may not change unless:  A) the City determines the new use meets one of 
the National Objectives of the CDBG Program, and B) the Subrecipient provides affected citizens 
with reasonable notice and an opportunity to comment on any proposed changes.  If the 
Subrecipient decides, after consultation with affected citizens that it is appropriate to change 
the use of the Property to a use which the City determines does not qualify in meeting a CDBG 
National Objective, the Subrecipient must reimburse the City a prorated share of the City's 
$73,725 CDBG contribution.  At the end of the five-year period following the project closeout 
date and thereafter, no City restrictions under this agreement on use of the Property shall be in 
effect. 

 
10. The Subrecipient understands that the funds described in the Agreement are received by the 

City from the US Department of Housing and Urban Development under the Community 
Development Block Grant Program.  The Subrecipient shall meet all City and federal 
requirements for receiving Community Development Block Grant funds, whether or not such 
requirements are specifically listed in this Agreement.  The Subrecipient shall provide the City 
with documentation establishing that all local and federal CDBG requirements have been met. 

 
11. A blanket fidelity bond equal to cash advances as referenced in Paragraph V.(E) will not be 

required as long as no cash advances are made and payment is on a reimbursement basis. 
 
14. A formal project notice will be sent to the Subrecipient once all funds are expended and a final 

report is received. 
 

 
 
 
 

 



 

 

Attach 7 

Assignment of the City’s 2010 Private Activity 

Bond Allocation to the Colorado Housing and 

Finance Authority 
 

CCIITTYY  CCOOUUNNCCIILL  AAGGEENNDDAA  IITTEEMM  
 

Subject:  Assignment of the City‘s 2010 Private Activity Bond Allocation to the 
Colorado Housing and Finance Authority 
 

File # (if applicable):  

Presenters Name & Title:  Jay Valentine, Assistant Financial Operations Manager 
 

 

Executive Summary:  

 
Request approval to assign the City‘s 2010 Private Activity Bond (PAB) Allocation to the 
Colorado Housing and Finance Authority (CHFA) for the purpose of providing single-
family mortgage loans to low and moderate income persons and families.  The amount 
of this assignment would be ―banked‖ towards a future partnership with CHFA for a 
multi-family rental housing project serving low and middle income families. 

 

How this item relates to the Comprehensive Plan Goals and Policies: 

 

Goal 5:  To provide a broader mix of housing types in the community to meet the needs 
of a variety of incomes, family types and life stages.  
 

Assigning the City‘s PAB allocation to CHFA creates additional resources for CHFA 
to provide the financing necessary for low to middle income individuals and families 
to attain housing who may otherwise not be able to. 

 

Action Requested/Recommendation:  

 
Adopt the Proposed Resolution Assigning the City‘s 2010 Private Activity Bond 
Allocation to the Colorado Housing and Finance Authority and Authorizes the City 
Manager to Execute the Assignment 

 

Board or Committee Recommendation: 

 
At this time the Grand Junction Housing Authority does not have a project that they 
would like to use the City‘s PAB allocation towards, and therefore concurs with the 
recommendation to assign to CHFA. 

Date: 8/23/2010  

Author:  Jodi Romero  

Title/ Phone Ext:  1515  

Proposed Schedule:   

August 30, 2010  

2nd Reading  

(if applicable):    

 



 

 

 

Background, Analysis and Options:  

 
Each year the State of Colorado allocates the authority to issue tax exempt Private 
Activity Bonds (PABs) directly to local governments whose population warrants an 
allocation of $1 million or more.  PABs may be used for housing projects and certain 
types of eligible development (ie. small manufacturing).  If the local government does 
not have a designated use of the PABs (by September 15th of each year), they are 
required to either turn back the funds for Statewide use or assign the allocation to 
another issuer.  
 
Since 1997, the City has been receiving a direct allocation of PABs and for the majority 
of those years the City Council has exercised the option of assigning the allocation to 
CHFA.  For the last five years, CHFA‘s activity in Grand Junction has totaled over $91.2 
million in loans to low and moderate income families and often first time home buyers. 
 
The City does not have a qualifying project for this year‘s allocation and therefore in 
order to have the greatest assurance that the City‘s PAB allocation will continue to be 
used in the community, it is staff‘s recommendation that the City again assign its 2010 
PAB allocation to CHFA. 

 

Financial Impact/Budget:  

 
Private Activity Bonds are simply an authorization by the State of Colorado that allows 
the City to issue tax exempt bonds on behalf of a qualified project; therefore 
assignment of the City‘s bond allocation does not impact the budget.  The City‘s 2010 
Allocation amount is $2,483,505. 
 

Legal issues: 
 
None 
 

Other issues: 
 
None 

 

Previously presented or discussed: 
 
None 
 

Attachments: 
 
Proposed Resolution 
Assignment Document 

 



 

 

 

CITY OF GRAND JUNCTION, COLORADO 
 

RESOLUTION NO. _____ -10 

A RESOLUTION AUTHORIZING ASSIGNMENT TO THE COLORADO HOUSING 

AND FINANCE AUTHORITY OF A PRIVATE ACTIVITY BOND ALLOCATION OF THE 

CITY OF GRAND JUNCTION PURSUANT TO THE COLORADO PRIVATE ACTIVITY 

BOND CEILING ALLOCATION ACT 
 

RECITALS 
 

 The City of Grand Junction (the ―City‖) is authorized and empowered under the 
laws of the State of Colorado (the "State") to issue revenue bonds for the purpose of 
providing single-family mortgage loans to low- and moderate-income persons and 
families. 
 

 The Internal Revenue Code of 1986, as amended (the "Code"), restricts the 
amount of tax-exempt bonds ("Private Activity Bonds") which may be issued in the 
State to provide such mortgage loans and for certain other purposes. 
 

 Pursuant to the Code, the Colorado legislature adopted the Colorado Private 
Activity Bond Ceiling Allocation Act, Part 17 of Article 32 of Title 24, Colorado Revised 
Statutes (the "Allocation Act"), providing for the allocation of the State Ceiling among 
the Colorado Housing and Finance Authority (the "Authority") and other governmental 
units in the State, and further providing for the assignment of such allocations from 
such other governmental units to the Authority. 
 

 Pursuant to an allocation under Section 24-32-1706 of the Allocation Act, City 
has an allocation of the 2010 State Ceiling for the issuance of a specified principal 
amount of Private Activity Bonds prior to September 10, 2010 (―2010 Allocation‖) 
 

 The City has determined that, in order to increase the availability of adequate 
affordable housing for low and moderate-income persons and families within the City 
and elsewhere in the State, it is necessary or desirable to provide for the utilization of all 
or a portion of the 2010 Allocation.  
 

 The City has also determined that the 2010 Allocation, or a portion thereof, can 
be utilized most efficiently by assigning it to the Authority to issue Private Activity Bonds 
for the purpose of providing single-family mortgage loans to low and moderate-income 
persons and families. 

 

The City Council of the City has determined to assign $2,483,505 of its 2010 
Allocation to the Authority, which assignment is to be evidenced by an Assignment of 
Allocation between the City and the Authority (the "Assignment of Allocation"). 
 
 NOW, THEREFORE, BE IT RESOLVED by the City Council of the City Grand 
Junction that:   



 

  

 

1. The assignment to the Authority of $2,483,505 of the City‘s 2010 Allocation be 
and hereby is approved. 
 

2.  The form and substance of the Assignment of Allocation is hereby approved.  
Furthermore, the City Manager, in consultation with the City Attorney, is hereby 
authorized to make such technical variations, additions or deletions in or to such 
Assignment of Allocation as she deems necessary or appropriate and not inconsistent 
with this Resolution.  
   
3.  The City Manager is authorized to execute and deliver the Assignment of Allocation 
on behalf of the City and to take such other steps or actions as may be necessary, 
useful or convenient to effect the aforesaid assignment in accordance with the terms 
and intent of this Resolution.  
   
4.  If any section, paragraph, clause or provision of this resolution shall for any reason 
be held to be invalid or unenforceable, the invalidity or unenforceability of such section, 
paragraph, clause, or provision shall not affect any of the remaining provisions of this 
resolution.  
   
5.  This Resolution shall be in full force and effect upon its passage and approval or as 
otherwise required by home rule charter. 
  

 PASSED, ADOPTED AND APPROVED this ___ day of August, 2010. 
 
 
 
     ___________________________________ 
     Teresa Coons, President of the Council 
 
ATTEST: 
 
    
_________________________________ 
Stephanie Tuin, City Clerk 
 



 

  

 

 

ASSIGNMENT OF ALLOCATION 

 

 This Assignment of Allocation (the "Assignment"), dated this 1
st
 day of  

September, 2010, is between the City of Grand Junction (the "Assignor") and the Colorado 

Housing and Finance Authority (the "Assignee"). 

 

WITNESSETH: 

 

 WHEREAS, the Assignor and the Assignee are authorized and empowered under the 

laws of the State of Colorado (the "State") to issue revenue bonds for the purpose of providing 

single-family mortgage loans to low- and moderate-income persons and families; and 

 

 WHEREAS, per Resolution No. 72-09, the City Council of the Assignor has determined 

to assign to the Assignee $2,483,505 of its 2010 Allocation, and the Assignee has agreed to 

accept such assignment, which is to be evidenced by this Assignment. 

 

 NOW, THEREFORE, in consideration of the premises and the mutual promises 

hereinafter set forth, the parties hereto agree as follows: 

 

 1. The Assignor hereby assigns to the Assignee $2,483,505 of its 2010 Allocation, 

subject to the terms and conditions contained herein.  The Assignor represents that it has received 

no monetary consideration for said assignment. 

 

 2. The Assignee hereby accepts the assignment to it by the Assignor of $2,483,505 

of Assignor's 2010 Allocation, subject to the terms and conditions contained herein.  The 

Assignee agrees to use its best efforts to issue and sell Revenue Bonds, in one or more series, and 

to make proceeds of such Revenue Bonds available from time to time during the period of two 

(2) years from the date of this Assignment for the purchase of mortgage loans in at least the 

aggregate amount of $2,483,505 to finance multi-family rental housing projects located in the 

City of Grand Junction.  Unless otherwise agreed to in writing, the mortgage loans will be 

subject to all applicable current requirements of Assignee’s mortgage revenue bond program, 

including Assignee’s income and purchase price limits.   

 

 3. The Assignor hereby consents to the election by the Assignee, if the Assignee in 

its discretion so decides, to treat all or any portion of the assignment set forth herein as an 

allocation for a project with a carryforward purpose. 

 

 4. The Assignor and Assignee each agree that it will take such further action and 

adopt such further proceedings as may be required to implement the terms of this Assignment. 

 

 5. Nothing contained in this Assignment shall obligate the Assignee to finance any 

particular multiple family rental housing project located in the City of Grand Junction.  

 

 6. This Assignment is effective upon execution and is irrevocable. 



 

  

 

IN WITNESS WHEREOF, the parties hereto have duly executed this Assignment on the date 

first written above. 

 

CITY OF GRAND JUNCTION 

[S E A L] 

 

By:   ______________________________  

      Laurie M. Kadrich 

Title:      City Manager 

ATTEST: 

 

 

_______________________ 

City Clerk 

 

 

 

COLORADO HOUSING AND FINANCE 

AUTHORITY 

 

[S E A L] 

By:   ______________________________  

ATTEST:     Executive Director 

 

 

By:    ________________________ 

          Assistant Secretary 

 

 



 

 

AAttttaacchh  88  

Downtown Uplift 500 and 600 Block Breezeway 

Construction Contract 

  

CCIITTYY  CCOOUUNNCCIILL  AAGGEENNDDAA  IITTEEMM  
 

Subject:  Downtown Uplift 500 and 600 Block Breezeway Construction Contract 
 

File # (if applicable):  

Presenters Name & Title:  Tim Moore, Pubic Works & Planning Director 
Jay Valentine, Assistant Financial Operations Manager 

 

 

 

Executive Summary:  

 
This contract consists of a complete reconstruction of the Main Street 500 and 600 
block breezeways including installation of new electrical panels to feed electricity to 
Main Street, new pedestrian lighting, construction of new plant beds, curb, gutter, and 
stucco wall surfacing.  This is a prelude to the larger Downtown Uplift Main Street 
Phase II reconstruction project that is scheduled to continue in January 2011. 

 

 

How this item relates to the Comprehensive Plan Goals and Policies: 

 
This Downtown Uplift project supports the following Goals from the Comprehensive 
plan: 

 

Goal 4:  Support the continued development of the downtown area of the City 
Center into a vibrant and growing area with jobs, housing and tourist attractions. 

 
Reinvestment in the infrastructure of Main Street is an essential component of 
continued development in the downtown area.  The design has specifically 
addressed the varying economic and social needs for the core of the City by 
incorporating greater accessibility for all community members, family-friendly 
features, high-quality amenities, and intentional focus on the needs and desires of 
merchants and property owners. 

 

Goal 9:  Develop a well-balanced transportation system that supports automobile, 
local transit, pedestrian, bicycle, air, and freight movement while protecting air, 
water and natural resources.  

 

Date: August 17, 2010  

Author:  Scott Hockins 

  

Title/ Phone Ext:  Purchasing 

Supervisor, 1484   

Proposed Schedule:    

Monday, August 30, 2010 

2nd Reading  

(if applicable):   

   



 

  

This project supports the ongoing Strategic Downtown Master Plan, while adhering 
to the City of Grand Junction‘s Transportation Engineering Design Standards and 
guidelines.  This project will continue to maintain mobility to the traveling public as 
well as direct access to the Downtown Area by improving the ―walkabilty‖ from the 
parking lots on both the north and south sides of Main Street.  
 
 

Goal 10: Develop a system of regional, neighborhood and community parks 
protecting open space corridors for recreation, transportation and environmental 
purposes. 

 
Reconstruction of the breezeways will update these pedestrian corridors, complete 
with sitting and gathering areas.  These improvements are necessary this fall to 
stub utilities through the pedestrian corridors for the Phase II construction 
scheduled for January to June 2011.These improvements combined with a year-
round schedule of promotions and special events will boost the energy and 
economic vigor of our community and region. 

 

 

Action Requested/Recommendation:  

 
Authorize the City Purchasing Division to Sign a Construction Contract for the 
Downtown Uplift Main Street 500 and 600 Block Breezeway Project with Martinez 
Western in the Amount of $184,336.80. 

 

Board or Committee Recommendation: 

 
The Downtown Development Authority Board met on Thursday August 26, 2010 and 
endorsed the staff recommendation to go with Martinez Western. 
 

Background, Analysis and Options:  

 
This project will be completed ahead of Phase II Downtown Uplift Project in order to 
assure pedestrian access from rear parking lots during construction of Phase II which is 
slated for construction January through June 2011.  The breezeway located in the 500 
block and the west breezeway located in the 600 block will be reconstructed to match 
the theme of the Downtown Uplift Project.  New Planting beds will be installed, all new 
colored concrete will replace the existing walking surface, an updated irrigation system 
will be installed to replace the antiquated system, and new pedestrian lighting will be 
installed to help the walking pedestrians at night.  In addition, the electrical panels will 
be installed as part of this project and the conduit will be stubbed out to the Main Street 
side to help for the Phase II portion of the Uplift Project. 
 
A formal solicitation was advertised in the Daily Sentinel and sent to a source list of 
contractors including the Western Colorado Contractors Association (WCCA).  Five 



 

  

bids for were received.  Martinez Western, Rifle, Colorado was the apparent low bidder 
with a bid of $184,336.80. 
 
The following bids were received on August 17, 2010: 

 

COMPANY LOCATION AMOUNT 

Martinez Western Constructors, Inc. Grand Junction, CO $184,336.80 

Vista Paving Grand Junction, CO $204,744.55 

Clarke & Co., Inc Grand Junction, CO $210,115.00 

Asset Engineering Grand Junction, CO $237,277.10 

Vostatek Construction Clifton, CO $269,549.76 

 
Martinez Western Constructors, Inc. is a Rifle, Colorado based company having been 
at their present location for the last fifteen years. They also have a local office in Grand 
Junction and currently employ eleven full-time people between the two offices. Martinez 
Western Constructors, Inc. specializes in general contracting and construction 
management. 
 
This project is scheduled to be completed by mid November 2010. 

 

Financial Impact/Budget:  

 
The Downtown Development Authority board has authorized funds for the 
reconstruction of Main Street. The total expected cost of the combined project is 
$184,336.80. Sufficient funds for this component, Main Street 500 and 600 Block 
Breezeway ($210,000), have been approved in the 2010 Downtown Development 
Authority budget.  
 

Legal issues: 

 
N/A 
 

Other issues: 
 
N/A 

 

Previously presented or discussed: 

 
August 26, 2010 – Downtown Development Authority Board 
 

Attachments: 
N/A 



 

 

AAttttaacchh  99  

Contract Award for the Outsourcing of Printing 

and Mailing Services for Utility Bills 

  

CCIITTYY  CCOOUUNNCCIILL  AAGGEENNDDAA  IITTEEMM  
 

Subject:  Contract Award for the Outsourcing of Printing and Mailing Services for 
Utility Bills 

File # (if applicable):  

Presenters Name & Title:   
Jim Finlayson, Information Technology Manager 
Jay Valentine, Assistant Financial Operations Manager 

 

 

Executive Summary:  

 
In an effort to move toward a more cost effective and efficient method of distributing 
utility bills, Staff is requesting the printing and mailing of utility bills be outsourced.  
Outsourcing of utility bills will result in costs savings for the City.  The Customer Service 
Division will provide an electronic file to the vendor who will print the information and 
mail invoices directly to individual customers. 

 

How this item relates to the Comprehensive Plan Goals and Policies: 

 

Goal 12: Being a regional provider of goods and services the City and County will 
sustain, develop and enhance a healthy, diverse economy.   
 
This award will save the City an estimated $34,600 annually which will help the Water, 
Sewer, Trash and Irrigation organizations continue to provide cost effective services. 

 

Action Requested/Recommendation:  

 
Authorize the Purchasing Division to Award a Contract to The Master‘s Touch, LLC of 
Spokane, Washington in the Amount of $167,565 for Printing and Mailing Services with 
the note that the actual contract amount may vary depending on discount postage rates 
available. 

 

Board or Committee Recommendation: 

 
N/A 
 

Background, Analysis and Options:  

 

Date:  August 10 ,2010 

Author: Susan J. Hyatt 

Title/ Phone Ext:  Senior Buyer/ 

1513  

Proposed Schedule:   Aug 

30, 2010 

2nd Reading  

(if applicable):   

   

   

   

 



 

  

The Information Technology Division currently prints utility bills for the Customer 
Service Division using existing staff and a specially configured high speed printer.   
The printed invoices are then sent to a mail handling facility for folding, stuffing and 
mailing.  The current printer has reached the end of its useful life, is experiencing 
significant downtime and repair calls, and will be very expensive to replace.  As part of 
the investigation process for a new printer, Staff also looked at the feasibility of 
outsourcing the complete printing and mailing function.  The preliminary analysis 
indicated that the City could expect to recognize significant cost savings by outsourcing 
the function.  
 
A Request for Proposal (RFP) was developed and sent to 205 companies/firms capable 
of providing printing and/or mailing services.  Of those 205 companies, 14 responsive 
and responsible offers were received. 
 
The responses were evaluated by representatives from Information Technology, 
Customer Service and Purchasing.  Of those fourteen, the evaluation team narrowed 
the list to three.  The results are as follows listed in order of dollar amount.  One local 
vendor submitted a proposal but was not chosen for the short list due to their lack of 
demonstrated printing capacity and proposed fees, which were approximately $65,000 
higher than the lowest offer.   
 

Company City/State Dollar Amount 

The Master‘s Touch, LLC Spokane, WA $167,565 

Level One, LLC Malvern, PA $173,828 

Infosend, Inc. Fullerton, CA $179,724 

 
The short list was determined using seven criteria.  The selected vendor proposals 
showed that the vendor had the necessary resources and required skills, demonstrated 
capability, business integrity, understanding of the project and objectives, favorable 
references, and that their proposal was responsive to the requirements of the RFP.  
The Master‘s Touch has been determined to be the best overall value. 

 

Financial Impact/Budget:  

 
Using cost figures from the current processes, which includes labor, printer, printing 
supplies, mail handling and postage, it is estimated that the City will save approximately 
$34,600 by outsourcing these services to the selected vendor.  Budgeted funds exist in 
the Water, Sewer, Trash and Irrigation Funds to pay for these services. 
 

Legal issues: 

 
N/A 
 

Other issues: 
 
N/A 



 

  

Previously presented or discussed: 

 
N/A 
 

Attachments: 
 
N/A   



 

 

Attach 10 

Contract Revision for Compressed Natural Gas 

Fast-Fill Station 

 

CCIITTYY  CCOOUUNNCCIILL  AAGGEENNDDAA  IITTEEMM  
 

Subject:  Contract Revision for Compressed Natural Gas Fast-Fill Station 
 

File # (if applicable):  

Presenters Name & Title:  Jay Valentine, Assistant Financial Operations Manager 
 

 

 

Executive Summary:  

 
This contract revision will provide the design and infrastructure for a new Fast-Fill 
addition to the Compressed Natural Gas (CNG) Fueling Station approved by City 
Council on August 2, 2010.  This Fast-Fill addition will provide a fueling point for public 
and private vehicles utilizing the CNG technology. 

 

How this item relates to the Comprehensive Plan Goals and Policies: 

 
The CNG Fast-Fill Station project supports the following Goals from the Comprehensive 
plan: 
 

Goal 9:  Develop a well-balanced transportation system that supports automobile, local 
transit, pedestrian, bicycle, air, and freight movement while protecting air, water and 
natural resources. 
 
CNG Fuel is a clean and economically sound alternative to diesel fuels currently used 
by some of the City‘s larger fleet vehicles.  Providing an opportunity for CNG fueling 
provides an alternative for other public, or private, fleet managers that may see the 
benefit of using this clean fuel alternative.  
 

Goal 12:  Being a regional provider of goods and services the City and County will 
sustain, develop and enhance a healthy, diverse economy. 
 
This second phase of the CNG project will involve construction of a Fast-Fill Station that 
may be utilized by both public and private patrons, or the City would have the 
opportunity to enter into a private/public venture for CNG fueling.  This option for 
alternative fuel will help to promote use of clean fuels in the local/regional area that over 
time will result in improving air quality in the valley.     

 

 

Date: August 17, 2010  

Author:  Scott Hockins 

  

Title/ Phone Ext:  Purchasing 

Supervisor, 1484   

Proposed Schedule:    

Monday, August 30, 2010 

2nd Reading  

(if applicable):   

   



 

  

 

Action Requested/Recommendation:  

 
Authorize the City Purchasing Division to Sign a Contract Revision for the CNG Fast-Fill 
Station Project with Gas Energy Systems, Inc. in the Amount of $223,115. 

 

Board or Committee Recommendation: 

 
N/A 
 

Background, Analysis and Options:  

 
The City of Grand Junction has been exploring alternatives to provide a CNG fuel 
option for several years.  This effort started with Staff exploring possible uses for the 
methane gas generated as a bi-product of treating sewage at the Persigo Wastewater 
Treatment Plant.  Staff evaluated cost benefits realized with provision of the CNG fuel 
alternative and determined it advantageous to establish a market for CNG fuel prior to 
committing to a specific use at the Waste Water Plant.  Staff looked to Xcel Energy as 
a source of natural gas at the Municipal Services Campus for the current operation of 
the fueling station.    
 
This phase of the fueling station project will result in construction of two Fast-Fill pumps 
and the related infrastructure to provide on demand fuel.  This will give both public and 
private vehicles the opportunity to use CNG as an alternative to diesel or gasoline.  
These two pumps will be in addition to the ten Slow-Fill stations approved by Council in 
early August.   
 
This project is scheduled to be completed by late November 2010. 

 

Financial Impact/Budget:  

 
Funds to complete the CNG Fast-Fill project are being made available through a 
donation from Encana Natural Gas, Inc. ($150,000) and through a grant from the 
Governor‘s Energy Office ($122,000) totaling $272,000. 
 

Legal issues: 

 
N/A 
 

Other issues: 
 
N/A 

 

Previously presented or discussed: 

 
The Slow-Fill CNG Station was approved by Council on August 2, 2010. 



 

  

 

Attachments: None 

 
 


