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CITY COUNCIL AGENDA 

WEDNESDAY, JANUARY 6, 2016 

250 NORTH 5TH STREET 

6:15 P.M. – ADMINISTRATION CONFERENCE ROOM 

7:00 P.M. – REGULAR MEETING – CITY HALL AUDITORIUM 
 

To become the most livable community west of the Rockies by 2025 
 
 

Call to Order   Pledge of Allegiance 
(7:00 P.M.)   Moment of Silence  
 

 

Proclamation 

 
Proclaiming January 2016 as “National Crime Stoppers Awareness Month” in the City of 
Grand Junction                                            Attachment 

 
 

Appointments 

 
To the Visitor and Convention Bureau Board of Directors 

 

 

Citizen Comments 

 

 

Council Comments 

 

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

http://www.gjcity.org/
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* * * CONSENT CALENDAR * * * 
 
 

1. Minutes of Previous Meetings             Attach 1 
 
 Action:  Approve the Summary of the December 14, 2015 Workshop and the 

Minutes of the December 16, 2015 Regular Meeting 
 

2. 2016 Meeting Schedule and Posting of Notices          Attach 2 
 

State Law requires an annual designation of the City’s official location for the 
posting of meeting notices.  The City’s Municipal Code, Sec. 2.04.010, requires the 
meeting schedule and the procedure for calling special meetings be determined 
annually by resolution. 
 
Resolution No. 01-16 – A Resolution of the City of Grand Junction Designating the 
Location for the Posting of the Notice of Meetings, Establishing the 2016 City 
Council Meeting Schedule, and Establishing the Procedure for Calling of Special 
Meetings for the City Council 
 
®Action:  Adopt Resolution No. 01-16 
 
Staff presentation: Stephanie Tuin, City Clerk 

 

3. Setting a Hearing on the Fox Meadows Annexations No. 1 and No. 2, Located 

at 3175 D ½ Road               Attach 3 
 

A request to annex 8.959 acres, located at 3175 D ½ Road.  The Fox Meadows 
Annexation is a two-part annexation and consists of one parcel and 0.65 acres of 
D ½ Road public right-of-way. 
 
Resolution No. 02-16 – A Resolution Referring a Petition to the City Council for the 
Annexation of Lands to the City of Grand Junction, Colorado, Setting a Hearing on 
Such Annexations, and Exercising Land Use Control, Fox Meadows Annexations  
No. 1 and No. 2, Located at 3175 D ½ Road 
 
Proposed Ordinance Annexing Territory to the City of Grand Junction, Colorado, 
Fox Meadows Annexation No. 1, Consisting of 0.150 Acres of D ½ Road Right-of-
Way 
 
Proposed Ordinance Annexing Territory to the City of Grand Junction, Colorado, 
Fox Meadows Annexation No. 2, Consisting of One Parcel and a Portion of the     
D ½ Road Right-of-Way, Located at 3175 D ½ Road 
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®Action:  Adopt Resolution No. 02-16 and Introduce the Proposed Annexation 
Ordinances and Set a Hearing for February 17, 2016   
 
Staff presentation: Brian Rusche, Senior Planner  

 

* * * END OF CONSENT CALENDAR * * * 

_____________________________________________________________________ 

 

* * * ITEMS NEEDING INDIVIDUAL CONSIDERATION * * * 
 

4. Grant Application to the Federal Aviation Administration (FAA) for the 

Grand Junction Regional Airport Authority’s Terminal Area Plan      Attach 4 
Supplemental Document 
 

 This AIP grant application seeks discretionary grant monies from the FAA to 
update the Airport's Terminal Area Plan (TAP). 

 
 Action:  Authorize the Airport Authority to Apply for a Planning Grant through the 

Federal Aviation Administration to Update the Terminal Plan 
 
 Presentation:  David Fiore, Executive Airport Director 
       Ben Johnson, Airfield Operations Manager 
 

***5. Request from HomewardBound for Financial Support for the Shelter 
                  Attach 5 
 

HomewardBound of the Grand Valley is requesting City Council’s consideration 
of funding in the amount of $45,000 toward the Homeless Shelter’s 2016 
operating expenses. 

 
 Action:  Approve Funding of the HomewardBound Request in the Amount of 

$45,000 
 
 Presentation:  Bill Wade, HomewardBound Board Vice President 
    Jade Joyce, HomewardBound Executive Director 
 

6. Non-Scheduled Citizens & Visitors 
 

7. Other Business 
 

8. Adjournment 



 

 



 

 

GRAND JUNCTION CITY COUNCIL WORKSHOP SUMMARY 
December 14, 2015 – Noticed Agenda Attached 

 

Meeting Convened:  5:17 p.m. in the City Hall Auditorium 

Meeting Adjourned:  7:40 p.m. 

City Council Members present:  All 

Staff present:  Moore, Shaver, Hazelhurst, S. Williams, Carruth, Schoeber, Alexander, Ancell, Romero, 

Tonello, Valentine, Kovalik, Camper, Rainguet, Kovalik, Evans, S. Caskey, Watkins, Taylor, Police and Fire 

Department employees, and Tuin 

Also:  Dave Roper (former Risk Manager), Richard Swingle, Dennis Simpson, and Amy Hamilton 

 

 
Interim City Manager (ICM) Tim Moore opened the meeting.  

Agenda Topic 1.  Retiree Health Program   

ICM Moore asked Human Resources Director Claudia Hazelhurst to give background on the Retiree 
Health Program.  Ms. Hazelhurst referred to the materials provided and also explained the Program’s 
intent was to provide those in physically demanding jobs the opportunity to retire with affordable 
health insurance benefits before they are Medicare eligible by prepaying a portion of the premiums.  
She noted, after a recent internal study was conducted by Risk Management, increases were 
implemented to ensure the Program’s solvency.  With the Affordable Care Act, other health plans are 
available, however their premiums are much higher and benefits much lower.  The questions needing to 
be answered are:  should this benefit be offered, and, if yes, then how should it be funded.   

Councilmember Chazen asked if the Plan increases helped reduce the City’s listed $12 million financial 
liability.  Finance Supervisor Sonya Evans explained that according to the Governmental Accounting 
Standards Board (GASB), the City cannot list the Plan’s assets (employee buy ins and ongoing 
contributions) and therefore the liability amount does not reflect an accurate picture.  There was 
further discussion regarding specific amounts and accounts listed in the materials provided and the 
assumptions on which some of the amounts were derived.   

City Attorney Shaver said Staff is recommending creating a Trust because it would clean up several 
issues since it would be a separate entity from the City; transferring the Plan’s funds to a Trust would 
eliminate the City’s legal obligation to the Program and they would no longer be subject to GASB 
regulations.  Ms. Evans said if the Retiree Health Fund of $1.1 million is moved to a Trust, the City’s 
GASB liability would be reduced to $9.6 million.  It was noted this Program is subject to annual approval 
and negotiations with Rocky Mountain Health Plans, so it is not a TABOR (Taxpayer Bill of Rights) issue.  
Various issues were brought up that a Trust board would need to consider if a Trust was created.  There 
were concerns raised about the implicit subsidy (which is a result of blending the rate with retirees and 
active employees), the use of the rebate for good health rate experience, and the future solvency of the 
Plan.  



 

 

Council agreed to bring this topic to a January 2016 meeting and vote on keeping the benefit and 
transferring $1.6 million into a Trust.  They asked Staff to map out two models prior to the meeting, one 
that includes good experience health insurance refunds and one that does not. 

That concluded the discussion. 

Agenda Topic 2.  Avalon Theatre Discussion 

Avalon Theatre Foundation (ATF) Fund Raising 

Council President Norris introduced this topic and said the ATF requested clarification regarding their 
funding; they would like to know if funds can be simultaneously raised for their $150,000 pledge to the 
City (due July 2016) and other projects keeping the funds raised segregated.  Convention and Visitor 
Services Director Debbie Kovalik noted an unnamed previous ATF donor has again made a pledge to the 
ATF, this time in the amount of $150,000; ATF is confident the pledge will be fulfilled which would free 
funds raised to be used for the other targeted projects.  

Council gave their consensus to allow funds raised for targeted projects to be directed by the ATF.  

Avalon Theatre Staffing and Promotion 

Council President Norris introduced this topic and said currently Two Rivers Convention Center (TRCC) 
Manager Stuart Taylor does the all the marketing for the Avalon Theatre and TRCC and some 
organizations have asked if the City’s promotional efforts could be improved for the Avalon.  She noted 
this conversation may be premature since the Event Center Feasibility study has not yet been 
completed.  She clarified that the study will not include information regarding day to day operations, 
only events.  It was agreed that competing event locations need to be considered in relation to the 
study findings. 

Ms. Kovalik said current use of the Avalon is ahead of the business plan that was approved in the 
Avalon’s Master Plan.  She mentioned the Grand Junction Downtown Development Authority wanted 
the Avalon to be a downtown beacon and previous Councils asked that the facility simply break even.  
She then asked Council to give direction regarding vision, purpose, goals, and objectives for the Avalon 
Theatre so Staff can formulate and implement a strategic plan to support them.   

It was decided to review the Study results before making a determination regarding the Avalon.   

Agenda Topic 3.  Other Business 

There was none. 

Agenda Topic 4.  Board Reports 

Councilmember Traylor Smith reviewed the Grand Junction Economic Partnership’s 2015 
accomplishments which included obtaining 68 active prospects, 58 active leads, helped 22 local 
businesses, and worked with 67 new companies.  The most represented industries are outdoor 
manufacturing and energy services.   

Councilmember Boeschenstein complimented the Business Incubator Center’s Christmas Open House.  

Councilmember Kennedy said the Parks and Recreation Advisory Board is almost done rewriting their 
bylaws. 

With no further business, the meeting was adjourned. 



 

 

 

To become the most livable community west of the Rockies by 2025 
 

 

 
1. Retiree Health Program:  Information will be presented to City Council on the 

City’s Retiree Health Plan.                                                       Attachment 

 
 

2. Avalon Theatre Discussion            Supplemental Documents 

 

 

3. Other Business 

 

 

4. Board Reports 

 

GRAND JUNCTION CITY COUNCIL 

MONDAY, DECEMBER 14, 2015 

 

WORKSHOP, 5:00 P.M. 

CITY HALL AUDITORIUM 

250 N. 5
TH

 STREET 



 

 

GRAND JUNCTION CITY COUNCIL 

MINUTES OF THE REGULAR MEETING 

December 16, 2015 

The City Council of the City of Grand Junction convened into regular session on the 

16
th

 day of December, 2015 at 7:02 p.m.  Those present were Councilmembers Martin 

Chazen, Chris Kennedy, Duncan McArthur, Barbara Traylor Smith, and Council 

President Phyllis Norris.  Councilmembers Bennett Boeschenstein and Rick Taggart 

were absent.  Also present were Interim City Manager Tim Moore, City Attorney John 

Shaver, and City Clerk Stephanie Tuin. 

Council President Norris called the meeting to order.  Councilmember Traylor Smith led 

the Pledge of Allegiance which was followed by the invocation led by R. Mario 

Calderone, Assistant Sponsor with St. Germain Foundation - I am Sanctuary.  

Presentation 

Council President Norris introduced Chairman and Chief Executive Officer of Home 

Loan State Bank and Junior College (JUCO) Baseball World Series Committee 

Chairman Jamie Hamilton and expressed her appreciation for JUCO’s contribution to 

the community.  Mr. Hamilton said he was present to make the fifth payment of 

$300,000 toward the renovation of Stocker Stadium.  The JUCO committee is 80 

people strong, all volunteers.  He gave Deputy City Clerk Juanita Peterson the check.  

JUCO's 60
th

 anniversary will be next year.  He provided a photo of the Tennessee 

Walters State Community College baseball team taken at the Grand Junction/I-70 

entrance sign which they sent to their Twitter followers and used for their Christmas 

card; over 10,000 cards were sent to their Tennessee followers.  He then showed a 

video promoting JUCO and Grand Junction.  He gave the City Council helmets as a 

trophy to recognize their support and gave a souvenir bat to Interim City Manager Tim 

Moore. 

Proclamation 

Proclaiming December 18, 2015 as “International Day of the Migrant” in the City 

of Grand Junction 

Councilmember McArthur read the proclamation.  Nicole Bernal Ruiz, Program Director 

of the Hispanic Affairs Project, was present to accept the proclamation.  Ms. Ruiz 

thanked the City Council and noted this is the tenth year this has been recognized in 

the City of Grand Junction.  She noted the contributions of those that come into the 

Valley from around the world.  She attended a citizenship ceremony that day.  She 

introduced Joel Flores, Hispanic Affairs Project Board President.  There will be a 



 

 

multicultural potluck at the Riverside Community Center on December 18
th

; everyone is 

invited. 

Citizens Comments 

Dustin Anzures, 1744 S. Shore Circle, Mesa AZ, addressed the City Council regarding 

the Grand Junction Train Depot acquisition.  He and his wife own Revolution 

Investments, LLC and have been developing properties since 1997.  They recently 

purchased 554 Main Street and a few weeks ago came to terms on the purchase of the 

Depot.  He said their goal is to restore the Depot using grants and to bring Amtrak in as 

an anchor tenant.  So far, everything is positive.  They are confident the deal will go 

forward. 

Richard Swingle, 443 Mediterranean Way, addressed the City Council.  He reviewed 

his interest and participation in City government.  He suggested a resolution for next 

year and presented “Seat at the Table”.  He named it that because he heard 

CenturyLink say they wanted a seat at the table.  Mr. Swingle said they have had a seat 

at the table for 121 years, but they won't share information about providing service and 

were integral in the adoption of SB 05-152 which was recently overturned by Grand 

Junction voters.  Mr. Swingle thought citizens needed a better seat at the table.  He 

went to the December 14
th

 Workshop and suggested each presenter be required to 

prepare an objectives slide for workshop presentations.  As a citizen, he wasn't sure of 

a presentation’s objective until an hour into the meeting. 

Council Comments 

Councilmember Kennedy talked about his attendance at the Newcomers Club on 

December 9
th

; nearly 90 people were in attendance. 

Councilmember Traylor Smith mentioned Pearl Harbor Day was last week and it is a 

good reflection to remember that day and the sacrifices made. 

Councilmember McArthur congratulated the Grand Junction Rockies.  They received 

the 2015 Bob Freitas Award as the best short season franchise in the nation for minor 

league baseball.  He also attended Community Hospital's Grand Valley Oncology event 

and the City Employees End of Year Celebration. 

Councilmember Chazen attended the City’s new employee orientation and the Grand 

Junction Downtown Development Authority (DDA)/Business Improvement District 

meeting and attended the Grand Junction Visitor and Convention Bureau Board 

meeting. 



 

 

Council President Norris attended the tree lighting ceremony that was held for Delaney 

Clements at Lincoln Park, the City’s new employee orientation, and met with the Avalon 

Theatre Foundation (ATF) Board. 

Consent Agenda 

Councilmember Kennedy read the Consent Calendar items #1 through #6 and then 

moved to adopt the Consent Calendar.  Councilmember Traylor Smith seconded the 

motion.  Motion carried by roll call vote. 

1. Minutes of Previous Meetings 

Action:  Approve the Summaries of the November 18, 2015 and November 30, 

2015 Workshops, the Minutes of the December 1, 2015 Special Meeting, and the 

Minutes of the December 2, 2015 Regular Meeting 

2. Aggregate and Road Material for the Streets Division for 2016 

This request is for the purchase of an estimated 6,600 tons of 3/8” aggregate for 

the City’s Streets Division for 2016.  This aggregate will be used as chips for the 

2016 Chip Seal Project. 

Action:  Authorize the Streets Division to enter into a contract with Whitewater 

Building Materials to provide Aggregate and Road Materials for the Streets 

Division for an estimated amount of $115,500 

3. Software Enhancement of the Public Safety Records Management and 

Mobile System  

This request is to replace the current third party accident software purchased in 

2010 with the integrated Tyler Public Safety Accident Module and recommended 

accident diagraming software, Scene PD.  The Scene PD product is the software 

the officer uses to create the crash report.  The officer will then submit the crash 

form electronically to the Tyler Public Safety Records Management System.  

Having the crash report submitted electronically from creation in the public safety 

system will allow for electronic reporting to the State Department of Motor 

Vehicles (DMV) instead of sending the report via the postal service mail.  

Action:  Authorize the sole source procurement of a Replacement Accident 

Reporting System from Tyler Technologies (formerly New World Aegis) using 

CDOT Grant Funds and Software Credits from Tyler Technologies 



 

 

4. Contract for Next Gen Replacement Firewall  

The Information Technology Division would like to enter into a contract with 

Sanity Solutions for the purchase of two High Availability configured, Dell 

SonicWALL SuperMassive 9400 Next Generation devices, professional 

installation services, and related support and maintenance agreements for an 

amount of $73,765.  The new system will replace the current first generation 

Juniper firewall system purchased in 2009 that has reached end of life with a 

new next generation system configured to meeting the growing cyber security 

threats the City now faces.  

Action:  Authorize the Purchasing Division to enter into a contract with Sanity 

Solutions for the purchase of a Fully Redundant Next Gen Replacement Firewall 

System in the amount of $73,765 

5. Mesa County Animal Services Agreement for 2016 

The City has an ongoing, annually renewable agreement with Mesa County for 

animal control services within the City limits. The City pays the County a 

percentage of the Mesa County Animal Services’ budget based upon the City’s 

percentage of total calls for service.  

Action:  Approve and authorize the Mayor to sign the 2016 Agreement with Mesa 

County pertaining to Animal Services 

6. Outdoor Dining Lease for Gelato Junction Inc., dba Gelato Junction Inc., 

Located at 449 Main Street   

Gelato Junction, Inc. Is requesting an Outdoor Dining Lease for the area located 

at 449 Main Street.  The Outdoor Dining Lease would permit the business to 

have a revocable license from the City of Grand Junction to expand their premise 

and operate from the public right of way.  Gelato Junction, Inc. does not have a 

liquor license.  This location previously had an outdoor dining lease under prior 

ownership. 

Resolution No. 54-15 – A Resolution Authorizing the Lease of Sidewalk Right-of-

Way to Gelato Junction, Inc., Located at 449 Main Street 

Action:  Adopt Resolution No. 54-15 



 

 

ITEMS FOR INDIVIDUAL CONSIDERATION 

Rural Jump-Start Zone Participation 

A request for resolutions affirming the offering of tax incentives for new businesses that 

qualify for the Rural Jump-Start Zone Program.  

Kristi Pollard, Grand Junction Economic Partnership (GJEP) Executive Director, and 

Derek Wagner, Vice President for Intergovernmental and Community Affairs for Colorado 

Mesa University (CMU), presented the resolutions affirming the offering of tax incentives 

for new businesses that qualify for the Rural Jump-Start Zone Program.  Ms. Pollard 

explained the Jump-Start Colorado Zone Program and how it is an economic 

development tool for economically distressed areas of Colorado.  This proposal is 

designed to spur employment, economic development, and new business in economically 

distressed areas as well as provide a tax-free environment for qualifying businesses for 

up to eight years if the local government opts in.  Mesa County is eligible to apply and if 

the community opts in, a number of state taxes for the company and the employees will 

be relieved.  Ms. Pollard described the requirements for a business to qualify, the types of 

qualifying companies, the competition clause, and the higher education connection.  She 

noted an existing business that expands into a new division is also qualified.  

Qualifications prohibit a company coming in that competes with an existing company.  

She listed the types of industries that qualify.  She then deferred to Mr. Wagner to 

address the educational role in the program. 

Mr. Wagner explained that the prospects must have a relationship with an institution of 

higher education to result in positive benefits in the community.  CMU is uniquely tailored 

for this mission with both the University and the Community College. 

Ms. Pollard said the rules were recently posted and are pending the adoption of 

resolutions from different communities.  Only three counties will be allowed in the 2016 

cycle of the Program.  Ms. Pollard listed the criteria the State will review to select the 

Counties.  Currently, two companies are waiting to apply as soon as the applications are 

available.  One is from Australia and tracks food contamination in commercial businesses 

and will establish their American headquarters in Grand Junction.  The other company 

developed amphora film that is biodegradable and used primarily in water bottles.  She 

also reviewed the 2016 application criteria, process, and what it would mean for 

businesses wanting to locate here.  She noted the municipalities that have already 

adopted similar resolutions.  Ms. Pollard distributed a list of the City’s current, across-the-

board, waivers on Sales and Use Tax. 



 

 

Councilmember Chazen asked a few questions for clarification and noted he will be 

supporting it.  Regarding CMU, he asked if they plan to implement additional curriculum.  

Mr. Wagner responded that it would be addressed when the applications are accepted.  

Councilmember Chazen asked, if Mesa County is not selected, will they have to reapply.  

Ms. Pollard said yes.  Mr. Wagner said all counties will be eligible in 2017. 

Councilmember Chazen asked how the resolution overlaps with the City’s current 

waivers.  Ms. Pollard said the ones on the list apply to everyone; all others would only 

apply to Jump Start businesses and they would be required to certify the amount of 

equipment used in the zone to ask for a rebate. 

City Attorney Shaver noted anything not on the list will be looked at as a rebate and 

should not be a problem to accommodate.  Councilmember Chazen said there is already 

an exemption for materials used in manufacturing and asked for examples that would fall 

under this Program.  City Attorney Shaver gave examples of a vehicle and other business 

consumables.  Ms. Pollard said the City could make them exemptions rather than issue a 

rebate. 

Councilmember Kennedy expressed his appreciation and said he supports the first 

resolution and Real Estate Tax relief; however he is concerned about the scope of Sales 

and Use Tax relief.  Ms. Pollard said there is an opportunity to say yes or no by amending 

the resolution regarding specific taxes; she noted, from a marketing standpoint, Pueblo is 

a very strong competitor for this Program and the intent is to make Mesa County the 

strongest Jump Start candidate community.  Councilmember Kennedy asked for 

assurances on the due diligence and vetting of applicants.  Ms. Pollard gave her 

assurance. 

Councilmember Kennedy asked if CMU’s relationships with Colorado University and 

Colorado State University will help them meet the educational demands of the Program.  

Mr. Wagner said that is another tool that can be offered to companies and they will add 

other disciplines to the CMU curriculum if they can. 

Councilmember Traylor Smith asked what else could be exempted for this Program.  

Interim City Manager Moore said there are some things not currently exempted that could 

also be considered.  Councilmember Traylor Smith clarified that they are seeking an 

adopted resolution to increase the strength of the application. 

Councilmember McArthur noted some counties that are applying do not have colleges or 

universities.  Ms. Pollard explained colleges have a regional service area and can be 

selected alone or in collaboration with other higher education institutions; for example 



 

 

CMU is in 14 counties.  Mr. Wagner noted ineligible institutions can partner with eligible 

ones for the benefit of a school and business. 

Councilmember Chazen asked if the other jurisdictions included all types of taxes.  Ms. 

Pollard said Mesa County included all; the Town of Palisade did elect to include Real 

Estate Tax and the City of Fruita only chose to include Business Personal Property Tax. 

Councilmember Chazen asked Ms. Pollard if she felt it is better to include all the taxes or 

include just the Business Property Tax and negotiate with each business regarding the 

others as an incentive.  Ms. Pollard said including all of them in the resolution is better. 

Councilmember Chazen asked if there is an evaluation period.  Ms. Pollard said yes, 

each business is reviewed after a year and after five years the business needs to have 

met all of their established criteria.  Councilmember Chazen then asked if the State 

revokes a business’s exemption, would the City be required to take same action.  City 

Attorney Shaver said the City would not have to take further action; the City would follow 

all State procedures.   

Council President Norris mentioned, even with these incentives, gaining businesses 

would benefit the City now and in the long run.  She also noted available real estate 

should also be a draw. 

Councilmember Kennedy asked if Mesa County was accepted into the Program and did 

so well with it that it did not qualify the following year, what would happen to business not 

fully approved.  Ms. Pollard said approved businesses would continue to qualify for the 

benefit.  The City will be evaluated annually by the State to see if it still meets the 

distressed criteria.  The largest exemption window is ten years. 

Resolution No. 55-15 – A Resolution Authorizing Business Personal Property Tax Relief 

to Qualifying Rural Jump-Start Businesses Under Colorado Revised Statutes 39-30.5-

106 

Resolution No. 56-15 – A Resolution Authorizing Real Property Tax Relief and Sales 

and Use Tax Relief to Qualifying Rural Jump-Start Businesses Under Colorado Revised 

Statutes 39-30.5-106 

Councilmember Chazen moved to approve Resolution Nos. 55-15 and 56-15.  

Councilmember Kennedy seconded the motion.  Motion carried by roll call vote. 

City Council took a break at 8:26 p.m.  They reconvened at 8:28 p.m. 



 

 

Fuel Services for City of Grand Junction Fleet Division for 2016 

This request is for the purchase of fuel services from two separate local firms to provide 

bulk fuel deliveries, retail off-site fuel purchases, and retail Compressed Natural Gas 

(CNG). 

Jay Valentine, Internal Services Manager, provided the background and said for the 

past couple of years Mesa County and the City have partnered for fuel services; starting 

this year and continuing the next four years Mesa County Valley School District 51 will 

join the cooperative venture helping to maximize the value.  Three fuel service areas 

are required:  bulk fueling, retail fuel services, and CNG retail services.  Mesa County 

and the City have 13 bulk storage tank locations throughout the Valley, all three entities 

use local retail fuel services, and the City is the sole provider for CNG retail fuel.  Mr. 

Valentine explained how bulk and retail fuel are provided. 

Councilmember Kennedy inquired on the wide range of bids.  Mr. Valentine explained 

rack pricing and how it affected the bids.  The low bid was four cents per gallon over the 

rack price and the high bid was ten cents per gallon over, which is the difference. 

Councilmember Chazen asked, based on this requested amount, what the cost per 

gallon works out to be.  Mr. Valentine explained how he projected the estimate and 

noted the budget was developed earlier in the year when prices were much higher; the 

budgeted cost per gallon is $3.15.  Councilmember Chazen then asked if the eight cent 

per gallon pay back is on the floating or fixed price.  Mr. Valentine said it is on the 

floating price the City gets from XCEL Energy and goes toward maintenance costs for 

the compression equipment. 

Councilmember Kennedy moved to authorize the Purchasing Division to enter into a 

contract with Loco, Inc. of Grand Junction and Monument Clean Fuels of Grand 

Junction to provide Fuel Services for the Fleet Division for an estimated amount of 

$1,270,205.  Councilmember Chazen seconded the motion.  Motion carried by roll call 

vote. 

Non-Scheduled Citizens & Visitors 

There were none. 

Other Business 

Councilmember Kennedy wished everyone a happy holiday. 



 

 

Adjournment 

The meeting adjourned at 8:38 p.m. 

 

Stephanie Tuin, MMC 
City Clerk 



 

 

CCIITTYY  CCOOUUNNCCIILL  AAGGEENNDDAA  IITTEEMM  
 

 

 

 
 

Subject:  2016 Meeting Schedule and Posting of Notices 

 

Action Requested/Recommendation: Adopt Resolution Designating the Posting 
Location for Notices and Setting the Meeting Schedule for City Council Meetings in 
2016 
 

Presenter(s) Name & Title:  Stephanie Tuin, City Clerk 
 

 

 

Executive Summary:  

 
State Law requires an annual designation of the City’s official location for the posting of 
meeting notices.  The City’s Municipal Code, Sec. 2.04.010, requires the meeting 
schedule and the procedure for calling special meetings be determined annually by 
resolution.   
 

Background, Analysis and Options:  

 
In 1991, the Open Meetings Law was amended to include a provision that requires that 
a "local public body" annually designate the location of the public place or places for 
posting notice of meetings and such designation shall occur at the first regular meeting 
of each calendar year (§24-6-402(2)(c) C.R.S.). The location designated is to be the 
glassed-in bulletin board outside the auditorium lobby at 250 N. 5

th
 Street. 

 
Since 1994, the City Municipal Code has included a provision whereby the City Council 
determines annually the City Council meeting schedule and the procedure for calling a 
special meeting.   
 
This resolution will determine the dates of the regular City Council meetings for 2016.    
Additional meetings may be scheduled from time to time and adequate notice will be 
posted prior to the holding of any additional regular meetings. The City Council also has 
the authority to change, reschedule, or cancel any of the listed regular meetings with 
proper notice. 

Date: December 1, 2015  

Author: Stephanie Tuin,  

Title/ Phone Ext: City Clerk, x1511 

Proposed Schedule:  January 6, 2016 

2nd Reading  

(if applicable):  NA   

File # (if applicable):   



 

 

 

The regularly scheduled meetings for 2016 are as follows: 
 
 

Month Dates 

January  6, 20 

February 3, 17 

March 2, 16 

April 6, 20 

May 4, 18 

June 1, 15 

July 6, 20 

August 3, 17 

September 7, 21 

October  5, 19 

November 2, 16 

December  7, 21 

 

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

 
Complying with State and local law in order to be able to conduct lawful City Council 
meetings will allow the City Council to continue to pursue the Comprehensive Goals 
and Policies. 

 

How this item relates to the Economic Development Plan: 

 
Complying with State and local law in order to be able to conduct lawful City Council 
meetings will allow the City Council to continue to pursue the goals and objectives of 
the Economic Development Plan. 

 

Board or Committee Recommendation: 

 
Not applicable.  

 

Financial Impact/Budget:  

 
There are no financial impacts or budget implications. 
 

Legal issues: 

 
Compliance with State and local law is required; with the designation of posting 
locations and a schedule compliance as to that aspect of the law will be attained. 
 

Other issues: 
 
There are no other issues to consider. 

 

 

 



 

 

 

Previously presented or discussed: 

 
This has not been presented previously although annually this resolution is presented to 
City Council for adoption. 
 

Attachments: 
 
Proposed Resolution 
 



 

 

 

CITY OF GRAND JUNCTION 

 

RESOLUTION NO. __-16 

 

A RESOLUTION OF THE CITY OF GRAND JUNCTION  

DESIGNATING THE LOCATION FOR THE POSTING OF THE NOTICE OF MEETINGS, 

ESTABLISHING THE 2016 CITY COUNCIL MEETING SCHEDULE, AND  

ESTABLISHING THE PROCEDURE FOR CALLING OF SPECIAL MEETINGS  

FOR THE CITY COUNCIL 

 

Recitals. 
 
 The City Council of the City of Grand Junction is a "local public body" as defined in 
C.R.S. §24-6-402 (1)(a). 
 
 The City Council holds meetings to discuss public business. 
 
 The C.R.S. §24-6-402 (2)(c) provides that "Any meetings at which the adoption of 
any proposed policy, position, resolution, rule, regulation, or formal action occurs or at 
which a majority or quorum of the body is in attendance, or is expected to be in 
attendance, shall be held only after full and timely notice to the public.  In addition to any 
other means of full and timely notice, a local public body shall be deemed to have given 
full and timely notice if the notice of the meeting is posted in a designated public place 
within the boundaries of the local public body no less than 24 hours prior to the holding of 
the meeting.  The public place or places for posting of such notice shall be designated 
annually at the local public body's first regular meeting of each calendar year". 
 
 The Grand Junction Municipal Code, Section 2.04.010, provides that the meeting 
schedule and the procedure for calling of special meetings of the City Council shall be 
established by resolution annually. 
 

 BE IT RESOLVED BY THE CITY COUNCIL OF THE CITY OF GRAND 

JUNCTION, COLORADO THAT: 
 
1.  The Notice of Meetings for the local public body shall be posted on the glassed-in 
exterior notice board at 250 N. 5

th
 Street, City Hall.  

 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 



 

 

 

2.  The meeting schedule for the regular meetings of the City Council in 2016 is: 
 

Month Dates 

January  6, 20 

February 3, 17 

March 2, 16 

April 6, 20 

May 4, 18 

June 1, 15 

July 6, 20 

August 3, 17 

September 7, 21 

October  5, 19 

November 2, 16 

December  7, 21 

 
  
3.  Additional meetings may be scheduled or cancelled dependent on the number of 
items coming before the City Council.  The City Council will determine that on a case by 
case basis.  Proper notification for any change in the meeting schedule will be provided.   
 
4.  Additional special meetings may be called by the President of the City Council for any 
purpose and notification of such meeting shall be posted twenty-four hours prior to the 
meeting.  Each and every member of City Council shall be notified of any special meeting 
at least twenty-four hours in advance. 
 
 
 Read and approved this        day of                     , 2016. 
 
 
 
 
                                                        
       President of the Council  
 
 
ATTEST: 
 
 
           
City Clerk 

 



 

 

  

CCIITTYY  CCOOUUNNCCIILL  AAGGEENNDDAA  IITTEEMM  
 

 
 

Subject:  Fox Meadows Annexation No. 1 and No. 2, Located at 3175 D ½ Road 
 

Action Requested/Recommendation:  Adopt a Resolution Referring the Petition and 
Exercising Land Use Control for the Fox Meadows Annexations No. 1 and No. 2, 
Introduce the Proposed Annexation Ordinances and Set a Hearing for February 17, 
2016    
 

Presenters Name & Title:  Brian Rusche, Senior Planner 

 

Executive Summary: 
 
A request to annex 8.959 acres, located at 3175 D ½ Road.  The Fox Meadows 
Annexation is a two-part annexation and consists of one parcel and 0.65 acres of  
D ½ Road public right-of-way.   
 

Background, Analysis and Options: 
 
The property owner has requested annexation into the City and a zoning of R-5 
(Residential 5 du/ac) to facilitate the development of a residential subdivision.  Under 
the 1998 Persigo Agreement with Mesa County all proposed development within the 
Persigo Wastewater Treatment Facility boundary requires annexation to and processing 
by the City. 
 

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 the property will create consistent land use jurisdiction and allow for 
efficient provision of municipal services. 
 

Goal 3:  The Comprehensive Plan will create ordered and balanced growth and spread 
future growth throughout the community. 
 
Annexation of the property will create an opportunity for future residential development 
in a manner consistent with adjacent residential development. 
 

Date:  December 15, 2015 

Author:  Brian Rusche 

Title/ Phone Ext:  Senior Planner/4058 

Proposed Schedule:  Resolution Referring 

Petition, January 6, 2016   

1
st

 Reading Zoning:  February 3, 2016 

2nd Reading:  February 17, 2016 

File #:  ANX-2015-455 



 

 

 

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. 
  
Annexation of the property will create an opportunity for additional housing units to be 
brought to market.  

 

How this item relates to the Economic Development Plan: 

 

Goal:  Be proactive and business friendly.  Streamline processes and reduce time and 
costs to the business community while respecting and working within the protections 
that have been put into place through the Comprehensive Plan. 
 
Annexation of the property provides the developer with consistent development 
standards as other residential subdivisions under development in the City and is 
consistent with the Future Land Use Designation of Residential Medium identified in the 
Comprehensive Plan. 
 

Board or Committee Recommendation: 
 
The Planning Commission will consider the Zone of Annexation on January 12, 2016.  
Their recommendation will be forwarded for 1

st
 Reading of the Zoning Ordinance on 

February 3, 2016. 
 

Financial Impact/Budget: 
 
The provision of municipal services will be consistent with adjacent properties already in 
the City.  Property tax levies and municipal sales/use tax will be collected, as 
applicable, upon annexation. 
 

Legal issues:  

 
The proposed annexation is consistent with the 1998 Persigo Agreement and Colorado 
law.  The City Council has jurisdiction and may lawfully entertain the petition for 
annexation. 
 

Other issues:  
 
An amendment to the Pear Park Plan related to access from this property onto D ½ 
Road is being considered under File # CPA-2015-456. 
 

Previously presented or discussed:   
 
A Neighborhood Meeting was held on October 5, 2015.  A summary of the meeting is 
attached. 
 
This project has not been previously discussed by City Council. 
 



 

 

 

Attachments: 
 

1. Staff report/Background information 
2. Annexation Map 
3. Aerial Photo 
4. Comprehensive Plan Future Land Use Map 
5. Existing Zoning Map  
6. Neighborhood Meeting Summary 
7. Resolution Referring Petition 
8. Annexation Ordinances 



 

 

 

 

STAFF REPORT / BACKGROUND INFORMATION 

Location: 3175 D ½ Road 

Applicant: Grand Junction Real Estate Investments LLC 

Existing Land Use: Agricultural 

Proposed Land Use: Residential 

Surrounding Land 

Use: 

North Single-Family Residential 

South Residential 

East Residential 

West Single-Family Residential 

Existing Zoning: County RSF-R (Residential Single-Family Rural) 

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

Surrounding 

Zoning: 

North County RMF-5 (Residential Multi-Family District) 

South County PUD (Planned Unit Development) 

East 
County RMF-8 (Residential Multi-Family District) 
County PUD (Planned Unit Development) 

West 
County RSF-R (Residential Single-Family Rural) 
County RMF-5 (Residential Multi-Family District) 

Future Land Use Designation: Residential Medium  

Zoning within density/intensity range? X Yes   No 

 

Staff Analysis: 
 

ANNEXATION: 
 This annexation consists of two parts:  Fox Meadows Annexation No. 1 consists of 
0.150 acres of D ½ Road public right-of-way.  Fox Meadows Annexation No. 2 consists 
8.809 acres, which is comprised of one (1) parcel and 0.50 acres of D ½ Road public 
right-of-way.   

 
 The property owner has requested annexation into the City and a zoning of R-5 
(Residential 5 du/ac) to facilitate the development of a residential subdivision.  Under the 
1998 Persigo Agreement with Mesa County all proposed development within the Persigo 
Wastewater Treatment Facility boundary requires annexation to and processing by the 
City. 

 
 It is staff’s opinion, based on review of the petition and knowledge of applicable 
state law, including the Municipal Annexation Act Pursuant to C.R.S. 31-12-104, that the 
Fox Meadows Annexation is eligible to be annexed because of compliance with the 
following: 
 
 a) A proper petition has been signed by more than 50% of the owners and more 

than 50% of the property described; 



 

 

 

 b) Not less than one-sixth of the perimeter of the area to be annexed is 
contiguous with the existing City limits; 

 c) A community of interest exists between the area to be annexed and the City.  
This is so in part because the Central Grand Valley is essentially a single 
demographic and economic unit and occupants of the area can be expected to, 
and regularly do, use City streets, parks and other urban facilities; 

 d) The area is or will be urbanized in the near future; 
 e) The area is capable of being integrated with the City; 
 f) No land held in identical ownership is being divided by the proposed 

annexation; 
 g) No land held in identical ownership comprising 20 contiguous acres or more 

with an assessed valuation of $200,000 or more for tax purposes is included 
without the owner’s consent. 

 
The following annexation and zoning schedule is being proposed: 
 

ANNEXATION SCHEDULE 

January 6, 2016 
Referral of Petition (30 Day Notice), Introduction of a Proposed 
Ordinance, Exercising Land Use  

January 12, 2016 Planning Commission considers Zone of Annexation 

February 3, 2016 Introduction of a Proposed Ordinance on Zoning by City Council 

February 17, 2016 
Acceptance of Petition and Public Hearing on Annexation and Zoning 
by City Council 

March 20, 2016 Effective date of Annexation and Zoning 

 



 

 

 

 

FOX MEADOWS ANNEXATION #1 & #2 - BACKGROUND INFORMATION 

File Number: ANX-2015-455 

Location: 3175 D ½ Road 

Tax ID Number: 2943-154-00-053 

# of Parcels: 1 

Estimated Population: 1 

# of Parcels (owner occupied): 0 

# of Dwelling Units: 1 

Acres land annexed: 8.959 

Developable Acres Remaining: 8.309 

Right-of-way in Annexation: 0.65 

Previous County Zoning: County RSF-R (Residential Single-Family Rural) 

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

Current Land Use: Agricultural 

Future Land Use: Residential 

Values: 
Assessed: $6540 

Actual: $59,310 

Address Ranges: 3175 D ½ Road 

Special Districts: 

Water: Clifton Water District 

Sewer: Persigo 201 sewer service area 

Fire:  Clifton Fire Protection District 

Irrigation/ 

Drainage: 

Grand Valley Irrigation Company 
Grand Valley Drainage District 

School: Mesa County Valley School District #51 

Pest: Grand River Mosquito Control District 

 



 

 

 



 

 

 



 

 

 

 



 

 

 



 

 

 



 

 

 



 

 

 

 

 
 



 

 

 

NOTICE OF HEARING 

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 6

th
 day of January, 2016, the following 

Resolution was adopted: 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 



 

 

 

CITY OF GRAND JUNCTION, COLORADO 

 

RESOLUTION NO. ____ 

 

A RESOLUTION 

REFERRING A PETITION TO THE CITY COUNCIL 

FOR THE ANNEXATION OF LANDS 

TO THE CITY OF GRAND JUNCTION, COLORADO, 

SETTING A HEARING ON SUCH ANNEXATIONS, 

AND EXERCISING LAND USE CONTROL 

 

FOX MEADOWS ANNEXATIONS NO. 1 AND NO. 2 

 

LOCATED AT 3175 D ½ ROAD 
 

WHEREAS, on the 6
th

 day of January, 2016, a petition was referred to the City 
Council of the City of Grand Junction, Colorado, for annexation to said City of the 
following property situate in Mesa County, Colorado, and described as follows: 
 

FOX MEADOWS ANNEXATION NO. 1 

 
A certain parcel of land lying in the Northwest Quarter of the Southeast Quarter (NW 
1/4 SE 1/4) of Section 15, Township 1 South, Range 1 East of the Ute Principal 
Meridian and being more particularly described as follows: 
 
The North 5.00 feet of the NW 1/4 SE 1/4 of Section 15, Township 1 South, Range 1 
East of the Ute Principal Meridian. 
 
CONTAINING 6,551 Square Feet or 0.150 Acres, more or less, as described hereon. 
 

FOX MEADOWS ANNEXATION NO. 2 

 
A certain parcel of land lying in the Northwest Quarter of the Southeast Quarter (NW 
1/4 SE 1/4) of Section 15, Township 1 South, Range 1 East of the Ute Principal 
Meridian and being more particularly described as follows: 
 
COMMENCING at the Northeast corner of the NW 1/4 SE 1/4 of said Section 15 and 

assuming the North line of the NW 1/4 SE 1/4 of said Section 15 bears S 89°54’16” E 

with all other bearings contained herein being relative thereto; thence from said Point of 
Commencement, S 00°07’43” E along the East line of the NW 1/4 SE 1/4 of said 

Section 15, a distance of 5.00 feet to the POINT OF BEGINNING; thence from said 
Point of Beginning, continue S 00°07’43” E along the East line of the NW 1/4 SE 1/4 of 

said Section 15, a distance of 1,315.21 feet, more or less, to a point being the 
Southeast corner of the NW 1/4 SE 1/4 of said Section 15; thence N 89°52’41” W, 

along the South line of the NW 1/4 SE 1/4 of said Section 15, a distance of 280.44 feet, 
more or less, to a point being the Southeast corner of Dove Creek Subdivision, as 
same is recorded in Book 3925, Pages 704 and 705, Public Records of Mesa County, 
Colorado; thence N 00°07’50” W, along the East line and the Northerly projection 



 

 

 

thereof, of the East line of said Dove Creek Subdivision, a distance of 1,310.08 feet; 
thence N 89°54’16” W, along a line 10.00 feet South of and parallel with, the North line 

of the NW 1/4 SE 1/4 of said Section 15, a distance of 234.24 feet; thence S 00°07’50” 

E along the Northerly projection of the East line of Lot 4, Block 1 of said Dove Creek 
Subdivision, a distance of 20.00 feet to a point being the Northeast corner of said Dove 
Creek Subdivision; thence N 89°54’16” W, along the North line of said Dove Creek 

Subdivision, a distance of 547.96 feet, more or less, to a point being the Northwest 
corner of said Dove Creek Subdivision; thence N 00°04’29” E, along a line being the 

Northerly projection of the West line of said Dove Creek Subdivision, a distance of 
25.00 feet; thence S 89°54’16” E, along a line 5.00 feet South of and parallel with, the 

North line of the NW 1/4 SE 1/4 of said Section 15, a distance of 1,062.62 feet, more or 
less, to the Point of Beginning. 
LESS HOWEVER, any portion of the Chatfield Subdivision, as same is recorded in Plat 
Book 12, page 75, Public Records of Mesa County, Colorado that may exist within the 
limits of the NW 1/4 SE 1/4 of said Section 15 due to a conflict with the Easterly 
boundary of said Chatfield Subdivision. 
 
CONTAINING 383,707 Square Feet or 8.809 Acres, more or less, as described hereon.  
 

WHEREAS, the Council has found and determined that the petition complies 
substantially with the provisions of the Municipal Annexation Act and a hearing should 
be held to determine whether or not the lands should be annexed to the City by 
Ordinance; 
 

NOW, THEREFORE, BE IT RESOLVED BY THE CITY COUNCIL OF THE CITY 
OF GRAND JUNCTION: 
 

1. That a hearing will be held on the 17
th

 day of February, 2016, in the City Hall 
auditorium, located at 250 North 5

th
 Street, City of Grand Junction, Colorado, at 

7:00 PM to determine whether one-sixth of the perimeter of the area proposed to 
be annexed is contiguous with the City; whether a community of interest exists 
between the territory and the city; whether the territory proposed to be annexed 
is urban or will be urbanized in the near future; whether the territory is integrated 
or is capable of being integrated with said City; whether any land in single 
ownership has been divided by the proposed annexation without the consent of 
the landowner; whether any land held in identical ownership comprising more 
than twenty acres which, together with the buildings and improvements thereon, 
has an assessed valuation in excess of two hundred thousand dollars is included 
without the landowner’s consent; whether any of the land is now subject to other 
annexation proceedings; and whether an election is required under the Municipal 
Annexation Act of 1965. 

 
2. 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 Community Development 
Division of the City. 

 
ADOPTED the    day of    , 2016. 



 

 

 

 
 
 

Attest: 
 
 
 _________________________ 
 President of the Council 
 
 
 
_________________________ 
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 

January 8, 2016 

January 15, 2016 

January 22, 2016 

January 29, 2016 

 



 

 

 

CITY OF GRAND JUNCTION, COLORADO 

 

ORDINANCE NO. 

 

AN ORDINANCE ANNEXING TERRITORY TO THE 

CITY OF GRAND JUNCTION, COLORADO 

 

FOX MEADOWS ANNEXATION NO. 1 

 

CONSISTING OF 0.150 ACRES OF 

 

D ½ ROAD RIGHT-OF-WAY 
 

WHEREAS, on the 6
th

 day of January, 2016, the City Council of the City of 
Grand Junction considered a petition for the annexation of the following described 
territory to the City of Grand Junction; and 

 

WHEREAS, a hearing on the petition was duly held after proper notice on the 
17

th
 day of February, 2016; and 

 

WHEREAS, the City Council determined that said territory was eligible for 
annexation and that no election was necessary to determine whether such territory 
should be annexed; 

 

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: 
 

FOX MEADOWS ANNEXATION NO. 1 

 
A certain parcel of land lying in the Northwest Quarter of the Southeast Quarter (NW 
1/4 SE 1/4) of Section 15, Township 1 South, Range 1 East of the Ute Principal 
Meridian and being more particularly described as follows: 
 
The North 5.00 feet of the NW 1/4 SE 1/4 of Section 15, Township 1 South, Range 1 
East of the Ute Principal Meridian. 
 
CONTAINING 6,551 Square Feet or 0.150 Acres, more or less, as described hereon. 
 
be and is hereby annexed to the City of Grand Junction, Colorado. 

 

INTRODUCED on first reading on the ______day of    , 2016 and 
ordered published in pamphlet form. 

 

ADOPTED on second reading the   day of    , 2016 and 
ordered published in pamphlet form. 

 



 

 

 

 
Attest: 
 
 
 ___________________________________ 
 President of the Council 
 
 
 
____________________________ 
City Clerk 



 

 

 

CITY OF GRAND JUNCTION, COLORADO 

 

ORDINANCE NO. 

 

AN ORDINANCE ANNEXING TERRITORY TO THE 

CITY OF GRAND JUNCTION, COLORADO 

 

FOX MEADOWS ANNEXATION NO. 2 

 

CONSISTING OF ONE PARCEL AND A PORTION OF THE D ½ ROAD  

 

RIGHT-OF-WAY, LOCATED AT 3175 D ½ ROAD 
 

WHEREAS, on the 6
th

 day of January, 2016, the City Council of the City of 
Grand Junction considered a petition for the annexation of the following described 
territory to the City of Grand Junction; and 

 

WHEREAS, a hearing on the petition was duly held after proper notice on the 
17

th
 day of February, 2016; and 

 

WHEREAS, the City Council determined that said territory was eligible for 
annexation and that no election was necessary to determine whether such territory 
should be annexed; 

 

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: 
 

FOX MEADOWS ANNEXATION NO. 2 

 
A certain parcel of land lying in the Northwest Quarter of the Southeast Quarter (NW 
1/4 SE 1/4) of Section 15, Township 1 South, Range 1 East of the Ute Principal 
Meridian and being more particularly described as follows: 
 
COMMENCING at the Northeast corner of the NW 1/4 SE 1/4 of said Section 15 and 
assuming the North line of the NW 1/4 SE 1/4 of said Section 15 bears S 89°54’16” E 

with all other bearings contained herein being relative thereto; thence from said Point of 
Commencement, S 00°07’43” E along the East line of the NW 1/4 SE 1/4 of said 

Section 15, a distance of 5.00 feet to the POINT OF BEGINNING; thence from said 
Point of Beginning, continue S 00°07’43” E along the East line of the NW 1/4 SE 1/4 of 

said Section 15, a distance of 1,315.21 feet, more or less, to a point being the 
Southeast corner of the NW 1/4 SE 1/4 of said Section 15; thence N 89°52’41” W, 

along the South line of the NW 1/4 SE 1/4 of said Section 15, a distance of 280.44 feet, 
more or less, to a point being the Southeast corner of Dove Creek Subdivision, as 
same is recorded in Book 3925, Pages 704 and 705, Public Records of Mesa County, 
Colorado; thence N 00°07’50” W, along the East line and the Northerly projection 

thereof, of the East line of said Dove Creek Subdivision, a distance of 1,310.08 feet; 



 

 

 

thence N 89°54’16” W, along a line 10.00 feet South of and parallel with, the North line 

of the NW 1/4 SE 1/4 of said Section 15, a distance of 234.24 feet; thence S 00°07’50” 

E along the Northerly projection of the East line of Lot 4, Block 1 of said Dove Creek 
Subdivision, a distance of 20.00 feet to a point being the Northeast corner of said Dove 
Creek Subdivision; thence N 89°54’16” W, along the North line of said Dove Creek 

Subdivision, a distance of 547.96 feet, more or less, to a point being the Northwest 
corner of said Dove Creek Subdivision; thence N 00°04’29” E, along a line being the 

Northerly projection of the West line of said Dove Creek Subdivision, a distance of 
25.00 feet; thence S 89°54’16” E, along a line 5.00 feet South of and parallel with, the 

North line of the NW 1/4 SE 1/4 of said Section 15, a distance of 1,062.62 feet, more or 
less, to the Point of Beginning. 
LESS HOWEVER, any portion of the Chatfield Subdivision, as same is recorded in Plat 
Book 12, page 75, Public Records of Mesa County, Colorado that may exist within the 
limits of the NW 1/4 SE 1/4 of said Section 15 due to a conflict with the Easterly 
boundary of said Chatfield Subdivision. 
 
CONTAINING 383,707 Square Feet or 8.809 Acres, more or less, as described hereon.  
 
be and is hereby annexed to the City of Grand Junction, Colorado. 

 

INTRODUCED on first reading on the ______day of    , 2016 and 
ordered published in pamphlet form. 

 

ADOPTED on second reading the   day of    , 2016 and 
ordered published in pamphlet form. 

 
 

Attest: 
 
 
 ___________________________________ 
 President of the Council 
 
 
 
____________________________ 
City Clerk 
 



 

 

CCIITTYY  CCOOUUNNCCIILL  AAGGEENNDDAA  IITTEEMM  
 

 

 

 
 

Subject:  Grant Application to the Federal Aviation Administration (FAA) for the Grand 
Junction Regional Airport Authority’s Terminal Area Plan  
 

Action Requested/Recommendation: Authorize the Airport Authority to Apply for a 
Planning Grant through the Federal Aviation Administration to Update the Terminal 
Plan 
 

Presenter(s) Name & Title:  David Fiore, Executive Airport Director 
                                               Ben Johnson, Airfield Operations Manager 
 

 

Executive Summary:  This AIP grant application seeks discretionary grant monies 
from the FAA to update the Airport's Terminal Area Plan (TAP).  

 

Background, Analysis and Options:   

 
Mead Hunt, GJRAA's planner of record, has negotiated a task order with GJRAA for 
this purpose. The basis of the application is that the 2011 TAP did not include 
architectural plans for the existing terminal building nor a financial plan to address the 
TAP in conjunction with GJRAA’s Capital Improvement Program (CIP). The deliverables 
from the Terminal Area Plan (TAP) update including: 
 
1. The re-phasing of the TAP to address deferred maintenance and modernization 
of the existing terminal for continued use into the foreseeable future; 
 
2. A re-phasing of the other terminal areas including an analysis of what to do with 
the unfinished administration building within the TAP. The unfinished administrative 
building analysis will review the reports prepared by the Architectural Alliance Group, 
LLC (AAG) in 2015; 
 
3. The re-phasing plan of the TAP will be reviewed together with other airport 
improvements from which a new proposed Capital Improvement Program (CIP) will be 
developed; 
 
4. Along with the proposed CIP will be a financial analysis to establish funding 
alternatives including a look at the airports rates and charges plus debt alternatives to 
maximize the debt capacity while leveraging up discretionary grant opportunities and 
the airport's liquidity. 
 

Date: January 6, 2016 

Author: Ben Johnson 

Title/ Phone Ext: 

Airfield Operations Manager 

970-248-8596  

Proposed Schedule: January 6, 2016 

2nd Reading (if applicable): N/A 

File # (if applicable): N/A 



 

 

 

Previously, the position of the FAA was not to allow grants for planning purposes at the 
Airport due to the high amount of planning grants/dollars received in recent history. The 
FAA has agreed to reconsider its position upon review of our application and contingent 
upon the availability of discretionary funds.  The FAA's expression to support a 
reconsideration was made at a December 7, 2015 meeting with GJRAA management 
and representatives. 
 
The benefit of this project will be a revised CIP and financial plan that takes into 
consideration the current need to construct a new runway, needs of the current terminal 
building, the half constructed administration building and the identified need to construct 
a new terminal, in light of the financial capabilities and constraints at the Airport. This 
will give the Airport a solid foundation for future capital planning. 
 

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

 
This projects associates with Goal #9, Section 39.28.060 of the 2010 Comprehensive 
Plan – “Develop a well-balanced transportation system that supports automobile, local 
transit, pedestrian, bicycle, air, and freight movement while protecting air, water and 
natural resources.” 
 

How this item relates to the Economic Development Plan: 

 
This project associates with Section 1.4 of the 2014 Economic Development Plan – 
Providing Infrastructure that Enables and Supports Private Investment, specifically the 
goal to “Continue to support the airport and its vital role in economic development.” 

 

 

Board or Committee Recommendation:   

 
The Grand Junction Regional Airport Authority Board approved the application at its 
December 15

th
 Regular Meeting.  

 
Airport staff is recommending that the City of Grand Junction, City Council approve the 
Grant Application to the Federal Aviation Administration, in the amount as follows: 
 
AIP 56 - $152,941 
 
Note: If the Airport is successful in obtaining these grants, the grant offers will be 
presented to the City Council for approval as a Co-Sponsor.   
 

Financial Impact/Budget:   

 
Funding Breakdown 
 
AIP 56 – Terminal Area Plan Update  
Federal Aviation Administration AIP Grant:   $152,941 
Grand Junction Regional Airport Authority:   $16,994 
Total Project Cost (Estimated)      $169,935 



 

 

 

Legal issues:   

 
Typically FAA grants include a number of “grant assurances” as well as representations 
about the use of grant funds.  The City Council should consider the Authority’s 
representations made in the application and testimony in support thereof and if 
confident in the application, may legally authorize it to be filed.  If the grant is approved, 
the City Council will review and separately consider the grant agreement(s).     

 

Other issues:   
 
No other issues have been identified. 
 

Previously presented or discussed:   
 
This has not been previously presented. 
 

Attachments:   
 
Grant Application – AIP 56 

 



 

 



 

 

 



 

 

 



 

 

 



 

 

 



 

 

 



 

 

 



 

 

 



 

 

 



 

 

 



 

 

 



 

 

 



 

 

 



 

 

 



 

 

 



 

 

 



 

 

 



 

 

 



 

 

 



 

 

 



 

 

 



 

 

 



 

 

 



 

 

 



 

 

 



 

 

 



 

 

 



 

 

 



 

 

 



 

 

 



 

 

 



 

 

 



 

 

 



 

 

 



 

 

 



 

 

 



 

 

 



 

 

 



 

 

 



 

 

 



 

 

 



 

 

 



 

 

 



 

 

 



 

 

 



 

 

 



 

 

 



 

 

 



 

 

 



 

 

 



 

 

 



 

 

 



 

 

 



 

 

 



 

 

 



 

 

 



 

 

 



 

 

 



 

 

 



 

 

 



 

 

 



 

 

 



 

 

 



 

 

 



 

 

 



 

 

 



 

 

 



 

 

 



 

 

AAttttaacchh  55  

CCIITTYY  CCOOUUNNCCIILL  AAGGEENNDDAA  IITTEEMM  
 

 

 

 
 

Subject:  Request from HomewardBound for Financial Support for the Shelter 
 

Action Requested/Recommendation: Approve Funding of the HomewardBound 
Request in the Amount of $45,000 
 

Presenter(s) Name & Title:  Bill Wade, HomewardBound Board Vice President 
                                               Jade Joyce, HomewardBound Executive Director 
                                                

 

Executive Summary:   

 
HomewardBound of the Grand Valley is requesting City Council’s consideration of 
funding in the amount of $45,000 toward the Homeless Shelter’s 2016 operating 
expenses. 

 

Background, Analysis and Options:   

 
HomewardBound of the Grand Valley operates the homeless shelter, established in 
1998, providing year-round overnight emergency shelter for up to 180 individuals nightly 
(including the Emergency Overflow Program).  It is the only year round emergency 
shelter serving women and children, not involved in domestic violence, within a 100-
mile radius and one of only two shelters serving men in the area.  Clients are only 
allowed to receive services for 180 days per calendar year in the shelter program.  The 
shelter has operated at 100% plus capacity for six consecutive years, typically serving 
90 single men, 25 single women, and 8-12 families on any given night.  Meals are also 
provided, as well as referrals to other services in the community.   
 
HomewardBound reports that annual bed nights are up to 53,000, a 7% increase from 
the previous year, with 112,000 meals served.  The increase in need and loss of some 
grant funding has resulted in a deficit in the operating budget necessitating the use of 
reserve funds.  The estimated shortfall in 2016 of $45,000 would completely deplete the 
reserves.  HomewardBound is requesting that the City consider funding the operating 
shortfall for 2016, as well as on-going support of a percentage of the shelter’s operating 
expenses.   

 

Date: Jan. 5, 2016  

Author:  Kathy Portner  

Title/ Phone Ext:  Community 

Services Manager/1420  

Proposed Schedule: Jan. 6, 2016 

2nd Reading  

(if applicable):   

   

File # (if applicable):  

  

 



 

 

 

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

 
The facilities and services provided by HomewardBound support the following goals of 
the Comprehensive Plan through the operation of the Homeless Shelter and the 
operation of other programs and services: 
 
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 11:  Public facilities and services for our citizens will be a priority in the 
planning for growth.   
 

How this item relates to the Economic Development Plan: 

 
The services provided by HomewardBound supports the Public Safety area of 
emphasis in the Economic Development Plan by providing shelter and services to a 
segment of the community.   

 

Board or Committee Recommendation:   

 
None 

 

Financial Impact/Budget:   

 
One option for funding the request is from City Council’s Economic Development 
Contingency, which has a balance of $171,892.   
 
Another option is to utilize CDBG funds.  Two CDBG projects, originally funded in the 
2013 Program Year, have been cancelled by the applicants, resulting in $76,758 of 
unallocated funds.  Public Works Staff have identified storm drainage and curb, gutter 
and sidewalk projects in the 2016 budget that would be eligible for CDBG funds.  CDBG 
funds could be allocated to those projects, freeing up funds for the HomewardBound 
request.   
 
Other options for the CDBG funds would be to roll the balance into the 2016 CDBG 
allocation or provide additional funding for 2015 projects that received no funding or 
partial funding.  Those include, Grand Valley Catholic Outreach’s request for $80,000 
for alley improvements adjacent to St. Martin Place, Riverside Task Force’s request for 
$110,000 for acquisition of a property adjacent to Riverside Community Center, and 
additional funding of $39,000 for completion of the Westlake Park Neighborhood 
Pedestrian Improvements.   
 

Legal issues:   

 
No legal issues have been identified. 
 
 
 



 

 

 

Other issues:   
 
None 
 

Previously presented or discussed:   
 
At the workshop on January 5, 2016, the City Council directed staff to provide some 
options for funding the request. 
 

Attachments:   
 
HomewardBound handouts from Workshop 
Letter from HomewardBound 
 



 

 



 

 

 



 

 



 

 

 



 

 



 

 

 



 

 



 

 

 



 

 

 



 

 

 



 

 

 



 

 

 



 

 

 



 

 

 



 

 

 

 


