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p s A few items are denoted with an asterisk (*), which means they are to be scanned for permanent record on the 
r c ISYS retrieval system. In some instances, not all entries designated to be scanned are present in the file. There 
e a 

are also documents specific to certain files, not found on the standard list. For this reason, a checklist has been s n 
e n included. 
n e Remaining items, (not selected for scanning), will be marked present on the checklist. This index can serve as a 
t d quick guide for the contents of each file. 

Files denoted with (**) are to be located using the ISYS Query System. Planning Clearance will need to be typed 
in full, as well as other entries such as Ordinances, Resolutions, Board of Appeals, and etc. 
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X X Letter from VanDeusen to Harvey Rose- 2/12/74 
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December 3, 1973 

The req~t for this vacation came from Mr. Don Warner, Special 
Projects Coordinator per a phone call. No other information 
was included. 

Joan Brown 

'· 
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GOLDEN, MUMBY & SUMMERS - ATTOf?f·l EYS AT L/\W 

_JJ..•.·C5: G·':iLCCtJ COUr-?THOUSF. PLAcr: BUILDING- :?0(~ I'J. ,_,Til ~~.T~~~ 1- I 

r'': 71-" S. t-AUrv<BY 
P. 0. BOX: 398 

>< K SUt-1MERS 

c;RANO .JUNCTION, ,_:otJJR~,/_:'1() .-'.1:,01 

December 6, 1973 

Mr. Harvey M. Rose, City Manager 
Grand Junction City Hall 
5th and Rood 
Grand Junction, Colorado 81501 

ARf:A C<..')Of: .JC':l 

rELErHONE 242-7.322 

Re: Multi-Purpose Building 

Dear Mr. Rose: 

As one of the owners, and attorney for the rcmetininq 
owners, of the property located at the Southeu.st corner of 
2nd and Main Street, I have noted with interest the published 
reports on the design of the' above captioned building which 
suggests that one-half of Main Street between lst and 2nd and 
one-half of South 2nd Street between Main and Colorado may be 
vacated to accommoda t.c the building. 

, It is my belief that any change in the width of e:L tiler 
Main Street or South 2nd Street will directly affect the access 
to the _property at the Southeast corner of 2nd and Main Street 
and thereby affect the value thereof. 

It is my recol1ect.ion t:hut al~ Lhn l:imc Lll(' i.o-:;::;uc' nl 
the multi-purpose building was presented to Lhc voters, it wns 
represented to the voters that t:herc was suf'ficient parkinq in 
th~ downtown area to satisfy the needs of the bui1di~g and that 
the tract of ground on which the building was to be constructed 
was sufficient. Apparently, from the published newspaper reports, 
the architects are now of the opinion that there is not sufficient 
parking in the area and that it is necessary to encroach upon 
the public right of way in order to provide additional parking 
and addition~l room for the building. 
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.·'· -Mr. Harvey M. Rose 
December 6, 1973 
Page 2 •.. 

As a person whose property may be directly affected by 
the planning which is ongoing, I believe that it is incumbent 
upon the City and its planner to keep the adjoining property 
owners fully informed, in order that the property owners may 
make a decision as to whether or not the proposed project is 
beneficial or harmful to the property owners property on direct 
information rather than through newspaper ~ccounts. 

JG:bh 

cc: Robert VanDeusen 
Ted Baughman 

Sincerelv yours, 

GOLDEN, MUMBY & SUMMERS 
.. '/ 
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~ 10,1973 

Golden, Mumby, & St.mmer'S 
Attameys At law 
P. 0. 8aK 398 
Grand Junction, CO 81501 

Attn: J:fm Golden 

Dear Mr. Golden: 

We agree with the statement in ywr letter on ~ all property 
owners r4 plans which might affect their ptopex•ty. The newspaper 
piclced up their atar:y beoau8e of our steps to notify the p.lbllc. 
We have aalced fer a public hea:l:'ing betcre the planning <X:I'IIldsaim 
&1: their reguJ.ar December meeting and this request was the source 
of media CnllllfJllt. 

We feel that the loce:tiat of the ~l:ti-Purpoae Building am the 
people traffic generated by its cxnstruoti.on will JMterially add 
to the value of your propez<ty. Acce8a to your property and Cl'tller 
property :in the area will not be cut off, and we will bll.ve traffic 
cireul.atial plana to present at the hellring Tmlrsday l)ac::!anber 21th at 
8 a.m. 

After 1ooJd.ng at many designs it appears that the design using parts 
of these streets for bui.l.dinc and parJd.ng access would beat serve 
the needs of the citizens of Gtw:r¥1 Junrrtim. 

It you have further questiala prior> to t:ba public hear.ln&. feel tree 
to c:art.act me or oane to the dfiDe and go c:M~r the pr:opcaal.. 

"' 
Sincerely, 

- i_ {\i\ \'"= 
Harvey H. Rose 
City Manager 

v· cc: City Planning Department 

I 
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u-rana. .Junction -.olo1·acto 8J.5 J 
l2I5 !V.ain 
I ~ :Z~. - 74. 

urand Jtmction Colorado 8 
.&.laning :onunision; 

Dear uirs; 

read about your plans fv:.. the fut;ure of the do:.n town 

urand Junction, you are still n:owin.::; in the ~n:all cir-

cle, of lonz - lonG aeo. 

Please come out of the wood.s, before it is too late, 

to save the dorm to·.m. 

In t:his days and a,se you .::.;ot to t.!:il'L;. bi:_;, E~d pL'-11 

bie. 

Why are ~rou \'/astir.£:; yoiJ.{tiso, on the iu.ea- o.r ,. ::-..::L~::..; t ;.; ~ ...... _~ 

street or that strce:t one y;a-.- trafic:c, ma:;..e t::e::; ·,;i(.i.er, r . " 
l:ak:e the 1:ain Street a 6 lane from the sl10pph£: park 

tl1e free way, please do not nake t::·1e C.o·;;n to-.;n. a small 

corral. 

The ~an that s'll[:;.:;ested to include ,¥orth F.·.-e. and I2 

Street , come close to be Qn the ri[;ht trac.l<, d. nt 

surrender any r:1ore to rorth Ave. your old time planin,: 

have ,cmvin away too much already. 

1:;:· idea is that the parkL:g meters are not heliJin,e 

to keep dov;n to;·,n a life. A person can risk b~in£; out 

I 
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an extra liolla.r, if he is not careful, :Jo 77hy risk it. 

Lut if you insist on being the le.st 01.e to drive the 

last nail in to the coffen oJ dm·m town shoppine park 

be my Jest. 

Good luck to you all, you sure v;ill need it, when 
... 

t:: e finaly is r0o.d, it wont look so coed ir1 in the 

print, but lets fact:: it1you all llas in on it, 

Thvnk rou 
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February 12, 1974 

Mr. Harvey Rose, City Hanag~r 
City Hall 
Grand Junction, Colorado 81501 

Dear Harvey, 

I am writing In response to the Planning Commission's recommendations when they 
approved the vacation of half of Main and Second Streets at their recent me~ting. 
I have listed the concerns expressed in their motion, foJJowed by our response: 

a. 11 respect Main Street and the design criteria established in Operation Foresight, 
i.e. plantings, seating, people amenities provided in the pub) ic right-of-way." 

-In our latest scheme \ve have moved the building to the west, making possible 
a larger terrace that extends half way across Main on the east side of the 
building. This terrace will look down Main Street and include plantings, 
canopies, etc., using the same vocabulary as the Foresight development. 

i-'"l In our view, this and future civic developments should be treated as the end 
point of the retail area. not as a continuation. In other words, thru traffic 
should be encouraged to use Rood and Colorado as a long range goal. This also 
recognizes that a shopping area should have finite limits and not be allowed 
to sprdwl in a strip fashion. The multi-purpose building can accentuate this 
concept to Its own benefit and the benefit of its neighbors. 

b. "rev lew the advi sab i1 i ty of the design of the bu I ld i ng around a temporary 
facility (La Court Office)." 

The space now occupied by the La Court office can act as a valuable safety 
valve for future expansion to the \iest. In addition, the terms of the 
purchase dictate that if this overflow area is used now, the price goes up 
$100,000. 

c. 11 provJde adequate loading and standing spaces for buses, cabs, and private 
autos which will require access to the building." 

This point 1t1as also discussed at the Chamber of Corr.merce Directors meeting. 
Consequently He have revised the traffic f)O\'f so that cars enter and leave 
under the terrace at the east end of the complex {the vacated portion of 
2nd Street). This permits much better loading and standing space •••• a good 
suggestion. There will be sidewalks along entire east and north edges of 
the property. 
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Hr. Harvay Rose {Continued- Page Two - February 12, 1974) 

d. "provide adequate off--:street loading and service space for trucks, trailers 
and other service vahiclas making delivery of foods, exhibit materials, etc. 
to the building. 11 

\~e feel sure t·his space is adequate now. Present and futura plans \-.sith the 
hotel call for thls space to be used jointly and expanded as necessary. 

e. 11assume responsibility for the provision of adequate additional parking in the 
irr.mediate vicinity for persons using the facility." 

As I understand lt, this has been the city's position from the outset, and 
the Parking Authority is moving in this direction. 

f. The second motion states, 11 1 make a motion that the Planning Commission 
recommend that the City Council provide public assurances that further 
development as contemplated can be accomplished without a mojor commitment 
of public funds or resources without advance public knowledge, or that the 
lack of such additional development wt11 not unnecessarily restrict access 
to, nor esthetically detract from, Operation Foresight and downtown Grand 
Junction. And that, in addition, there be a review of the apparent policy 
of actions of the city in excluding the public from the planning process for 
public buildings and/or spaces." 

1 \'IOuld like to point out that there were tvJo meeting held by the Council 
(one with the downtown realtors, one \vith the lions Club board, and three 
meetings with the Planning Commission and staff, plus numerous meetings 
with the Site Selection and Building Committees. All of these meetings 
have been Public) where schematic designs were shown and discussed at length. 
tn additlon, there was a special briefing session held at our office on the 
Friday before Christmas for members of the Planning Commission to prepare 
them for their meeting at the end of December. As I recall, all members 
attended except one- the author of this motion. 

I further feel that the site selection \vas handled in as democratic. a way 
as possible and Has actually approved at the ballot box by all the citizens 
of Grand Junction. 

As you know, I am a firm believer in the value of Planning Corllf:lissions. I believe 
in this case their input has been valuable in terms of traffic circulation and 
genera 1 re 1 at ion to the City pattern. However. the decisions as to size of the 
facility and cost control must rest with the City and its professional consultant -
the architect. 

Sincerely, 

R. A. Van Deusen 
RAV/b 1 
cc: Stan Anderson, Mayor 

Jim 'Wysocki 
Jane Quimby 
Levi Lucero, Chairman 

Grand Junction Planning Co~~. 
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