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City Council

Agenda

Tuesday, May 19, 2015
City Hall, Council Chambers
749 Main Street

7:00 PM
CALL TO ORDER
PLEDGE OF ALLEGIANCE
APPROVAL OF AGENDA
PUBLIC COMMENTS ON ITEMS NOT ON THE AGENDA

Council requests that public comments be limited to 3 minutes. When several people wish to speak on the same position on
a given item, Council requests they select a spokesperson to state that position.

CONSENT AGENDA

The following items on the City Council Agenda are considered routine by the City Manager and shall be approved, adopted,
accepted, etc., by motion of the City Council and roll call vote unless the Mayor or a City Council person specifically
requests that such item be considered under “Regular Business.” In such an event the item shall be removed from the
“Consent Agenda” and Council action taken separately on said item in the order appearing on the Agenda. Those items so
approved under the heading “Consent Agenda” will appear in the Council Minutes in their proper order.

A. Approval of Bills

B. Approval of Minutes — May 5, 2015

C. Approval of Shortel Telephone Procurement

D. Approve Cancelation of May 26, 2015 Study Session

COUNCIL INFORMATIONAL COMMENTS ON PERTINENT ITEMS
NOT ON THE AGENDA (Council general comments are scheduled at the end of the Agenda.)

CITY MANAGER’S REPORT
REGULAR BUSINESS

Citizen Information

If you wish to speak at the City Council meeting, please fill out a sign-up card and present it to the City Clerk.

Persons with disabilities planning to attend the meeting who need sign language interpretation, assisted listening systems, Braille,
taped material, or special transportation, should contact the City Manager’s Office at 303 335-4533. A forty-eight-hour notice is
requested.

City of Louisville
City Council 749 Main Street  Louisville CO 80027
303.335.4533 (phone)  303.335.4550 (fax)  www.louisvilleco.gov
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COAL CREEK GOLF COURSE GRAND RE-OPENING

Staff Presentation

Public Comments (Please limit to three minutes each)
Council Questions & Comments

Action

COAL CREEK GOLF COURSE 2015 FEE SCHEDULE

Staff Presentation

Public Comments (Please limit to three minutes each)
Council Questions & Comments

Action

HIGHWAY 42 GATEWAY PLAN REVIEW

Staff Presentation

Public Comments (Please limit to three minutes each)
Council Questions & Comments

Action

1125 PINE STREET - Continued from 04/21/2015

1.

RESOLUTION NO. 18, SERIES 2015 — A RESOLUTION
APPROVING A PURCHASE CONTRACT TO BUY AND
SELL REAL ESTATE FOR THE CITY’S ACQUISITION OF
APPROXIMATELY 0.39 ACRES OF PROPERTY
LOCATED AT 1125 PINE STREET IN THE CITY OF
LOUISVILLE

Staff Presentation
Public Comments (Please limit to three minutes each)
Council Questions & Comments

L]
L]
]
e Action

. ORDINANCE NO. 1684, SERIES 2015 - AN ORDINANCE

AUTHORIZING THE PAYMENT OF CITY MONEYS FOR
THE CITY’S ACQUISITION OF APPROXIMATELY 0.39
ACRES OF PROPERTY LOCATED AT 1125 PINE
STREET IN THE CITY OF LOUISVILLE - 1! Reading -
Set Public Hearing 06/02/2015

Staff Presentation
Public Comments (Please limit to three minutes each)
Council Questions & Comments

]
]
(]
e Action



City Council
Agenda

May 19, 2015
Page 3 of 6

E. GRAIN ELEVATOR

1. RESOLUTION NO. 29, SERIES 2015 - A RESOLUTION
APPROVING A FINAL PLAT, FINAL PLANNED UNIT
DEVELOPMENT (PUD) PLAN, AND SPECIAL REVIEW
USE (SRU) TO ALLOW FOR THE CONSTRUCTION OF A
NEW BUILDING AND ADDITIONS TO TWO EXISTING
BUILDINGS TOTALING 27,000 SQUARE FEET AND
ALLOW OUTDOOR SALES AND ACTIVITIES AT THE
GRAIN ELEVATOR SITE, 500-544 COUNTY ROAD

Staff Presentation

e Public Comments (Please limit to three minutes each)
e Council Questions & Comments

e Action

2. RESOLUTION NO. 30, SERIES 2015 - A RESOLUTION
DESIGNATING THE LOUISVILLE GRAIN ELEVATOR AT
540 COUNTY ROAD A HISTORIC LANDMARK

Staff Presentation

e Public Comments (Please limit to three minutes each)
e Council Questions & Comments

e Action

F. REVIEW AND CONFIRMATION OF ALTERNATIVE LAND USE
SCENARIOS AND MAIN STREET AND CENTENNIAL DRIVE
INTERSECTION ALIGNMENTS TO BE STUDIED AS PART OF
THE SOUTH BOULDER ROAD SMALL AREA PLAN

e Staff Presentation

e Public Comments (Please limit to three minutes each)
e Council Questions & Comments

e Action

G. QUESTIONS FOR MCCASLIN BOULEVARD SMALL AREA
PLAN SURVEY - Continued from 03/17/2015

e Staff Presentation

e Public Comments (Please limit to three minutes each)
e Council Questions & Comments

e Action
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HISTORIC PRESERVATION MASTER PLAN - REVIEW AND
ENDORSEMENT OF GOALS AND OBJECTIVES

Staff Presentation

Public Comments (Please limit to three minutes each)
Council Questions & Comments

Action

WASTEWATER UTILITY RATE CORRECTIONS
o Staff Presentation
e Public Comments (Please limit to three minutes each)
e Council Questions & Comments
e Action

APPROVE CONSTRUCTION SERVICES AGREEMENT WITH
MWH CONSTRUCTORS, INC., FOR THE WASTEWATER
TREATMENT FACILITY UPGRADES

Staff Presentation

Public Comments (Please limit to three minutes each)
Council Questions & Comments

Action

ORDINANCE NO. 1692, SERIES 2015 — AN ORDINANCE FOR
THE REGULATION OF TRAFFIC BY THE CITY OF
LOUISVILLE, COLORADO; AMENDING CERTAIN SECTIONS
OF THE LOUISVILLE MUNICIPAL CODE CONCERNING
FLASHING YELLOW SIGNALS AND DRIVING THROUGH
PRIVATE PROPERTY - 2nd Reading —Public Hearing

(Advertlsed Daily Camera 05/10/2015)

Mayor Opens Public Hearing

Staff Presentation

Public Comments (Please limit to three minutes each)
Council Questions & Comments

Additional Public Comments

Mayor Closed Public Hearing

Action

DISCUSSION/DIRECTION/ACTION —COUNTY-WIDE
ECOPASS DETAILED STUDY

Council Presentation

Public Comments (Please limit to three minutes each)
Council Questions & Comments

Action
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M. ORDINANCE NO. 1693, SERIES 2015 — AN ORDINANCE
APPROVING A REZONING OF A 3.9-ACRE PARCEL OF
LAND LOCATED AT 1055 COURTESY ROAD FROM CITY OF
LOUISVILLE INDUSTRIAL (I) ZONING TO CITY OF
LOUISVILLE COMMUNITY-COMMERCIAL (CC) AND CITY OF
LOUISVILLE MIXED-USE RESIDENTIAL (MU-R) FOR THE
DEVELOPMENT OF DELO PLAZA - SET PUBLIC HEARING

06/02/2015

e City Attorney Introduction
e Action

N. EXECUTIVE SESSION
1. REAL PROPERTY ACQUISITION

(Louisville Charter, Section 5-2(c) — Authorized Topics — Consideration
of real property acquisitions, only as to appraisals and other value
estimates and strategy, and C.R.S. 24-6-402(4)(a))

City Manager is Requesting the City Council Convene an
Executive Session for the Purpose of Consideration of
Potential Real Property Acquisition Concerning Property
in Louisville

Mayor is Requesting the City Council Convene An
Executive Session for the Purpose of Conducting A Semi-
Annual Performance Review of the City Manager

REGULAR BUSINESS ITEMS SUSPENDED

Requests for Executive Session

City Clerk Statement

City Attorney Statement of Authority

City Council Action on Motions for Executive Session
Executive Session

Council Reconvene

REGULAR BUSINESS ITEMS CONTINUED

REPORT - DISCUSSION/DIRECTION/ACTION - REAL
PROPERTY ACQUISITIONS

9. CITY ATTORNEY’S REPORT
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10. COUNCIL COMMENTS, COMMITTEE REPORTS, AND
IDENTIFICATION OF FUTURE AGENDA ITEMS

11. ADJOURNMENT



04/30/15 09:03
ap215_Iv_pg.php/Job No: 15902

_ City of Louisville
Cash Disbursement Edit List

Batch: 90290 Period: 04/30/15

Page 1 of 2
USER: DIANEK

Vendor / I nvoi ce
Remi t # Nunber Descri ption

Check
Anpunt

FOR BANK ACCOUNT:
14034-1 ALEXEl KAZANTSEV
11032011 STONE BENCHES GC
13640-1 CH LD SUPPORT ENFORCE OFFI CE

042415 EMPLOYEE GARNI SHVENT PP#09
13911-1 J & M DI SPLAYS I NC
10661 2015 FI REWORKS DI SPLAY
14002-1 KANSAS PAYMENT CENTER
042415 EMPLOYEE GARNI SHVENT PP#09
9750-1 LEGALSHI ELD
042515 #22554 APR 15 EMPLOYEE PREM UM
7735-1 LINCOLN FI NANCI AL GROUP
LI FEO515 000010008469 MAY 15 LI FE/ AD&D
LTDO515 000010008470 MAY 15 LTD PREM
8 CAROL RUSSO
040715 ART CENTER RENTAL REFUND
10 MOHAMMVAD KASSI R
042415 RETURNED ACH PP#09
5178-1 PETTY CASH LRC - KATHY MARTI N
043015 PETTY CASH LRC

8442-1 VI SI ON SERVI CE PLAN

VSP0515 12 059727 0001 MAY 15 EMP PREM

BANK TOTAL PAYMENTS

GRAND TOTAL PAYMENTS

4 FIRST NATI ONAL BANK OF COLORAD

I nvoi ce Due I nvoi ce
Dat e Dat e Armount
Contr ol

04/15/15 05/15/ 15 2,587.50
04/ 24/ 15 05/ 24/ 15 255. 23
03/19/15 04/18/15 10, 000. 00
04/ 24/ 15 05/ 24/ 15 270. 46
04/25/15 05/ 25/ 15 332.95
05/01/15 05/31/15 5, 618. 62
05/ 01/ 15 05/ 31/ 15 2,933. 25
04/07/15 05/07/ 15 180. 00
04/ 24/ 15 05/ 24/ 15 1, 257.59
04/30/15 05/30/ 15 211. 63
04/ 21/ 15 05/ 21/ 15 2,577.54

622077

2622077

Di sbursenment Account

2,587.50

255.23

10, 000. 00

270. 46

332.95

8, 551. 87

180. 00

1, 257.59

26, 224. 77
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ap215_Iv_pg.php/Job No: 16393

_ City of Louisville
Cash Disbursement Edit List

Batch: 90364 Period: 05/07/15

Page 1 of 2
USER: DIANEK

Vendor / I nvoi ce I nvoi ce Due I nvoi ce Check
Remi t # Nunber Descri ption Dat e Dat e Anmount Amount
FOR BANK ACCOUNT: 4 FI RST NATI ONAL BANK OF COLORAD Control Disbursenment Account
14072-1 JESSI CA ARVANI TES
050415 TRAVEL RECON 4/27-5/1/15 05/04/15 06/ 03/ 15 772.20 772. 20
2360-1 LI GHT KELLY, PC
040615 LEGAL SERVI CES 3/1-3/31/15 04/ 06/ 15 05/ 06/ 15 24, 416. 75
040615 LEGAL SERVI CES 3/ 1-3/31/15 04/ 06/ 15 05/ 06/ 15 1, 038. 00
040615 LEGAL SERVI CES 3/1-3/31/15 04/ 06/ 15 05/ 06/ 15 1, 070. 95 26, 525. 70
55 FIDELITY NATIONAL TI TLE
U 00000971 7001/ 443107972: 797 N GHTHAVK 04/ 30/ 15 04/ 30/ 15 69. 11 69.11
BANK TOTAL PAYMENTS 27,367.01 27,367.01
GRAND TOTAL PAYMENTS 27,367.01 27,367.01
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ap215_Iv_pg.php/Job No: 16807

City of Louisville

Cash Disbursement Edit List

Batch: 90416 Period: 05/14/15

Page 1 of 4
USER: DIANEK

Vendor / I nvoi ce I nvoi ce Due I nvoi ce Check
Remi t # Nunber Descri ption Dat e Dat e Anmount Amount
FOR BANK ACCOUNT: 4 FI RST NATI ONAL BANK OF COLORAD Control Disbursenment Account
14034-1 ALEXEl KAZANTSEV
11032012 STONE BENCHES 05/13/15 06/12/15 1, 725. 00 1, 725. 00
14058-1 BRETT TUBBS
051215 EXPENSE REPORT 4/ 1-4/ 30/ 15 05/ 12/ 15 06/ 11/ 15 211. 20 211. 20
248-1 CDW GOVERNMENT
SV74538 SNOWCAM UPS BATTERY BACKUP 03/02/15 04/01/15 58. 04
TH10402 HR TELEPHONE HEADSET 03/ 20/ 15 04/ 19/ 15 252. 11
TH23740 GOLF COURSE MONTI OR 03/ 20/ 15 04/ 19/ 15 576. 74
TN37884 FRONT DESK HEADSET BATTERY 04/ 01/ 15 05/ 01/ 15 27.02 913.91
13640-1 CH LD SUPPORT ENFORCE OFFI CE
050815 EMPLOYEE GARNI SHVENT PP#10 05/08/15 06/07/15 255. 23 255. 23
1115-1 COLONI AL | NSURANCE
0501970 #9711888 MAY 15 EMPLOYEE PREM 05/ 03/ 15 06/ 02/ 15 18. 00 18. 00
5255-1 FAM LY SUPPORT REG STRY
050815 EMPLOYEE GARNI SHVENT PP#10 05/08/15 06/07/15 211.50 211.50
2475-1 H LL PETROLEUM
0473299-1 N aL 02/ 11/ 15 03/ 13/ 15 1,681.98
0473299- I N aL 02/11/15 03/13/15 379. 15
0473299- 1IN aL 02/11/15 03/13/15 342.17
0473299- 1N aL 02/11/15 03/13/15 129. 42 2,532.72
14002-1 KANSAS PAYMENT CENTER
050815 EMPLOYEE GARNI SHVENT PP#10 05/08/15 06/07/ 15 270. 46 270. 46
5280-1 NANCY VARRA
050515 TRAVEL ADVANCE 5/ 16-5/21/ 15 05/05/15 06/ 04/ 15 320. 00 320. 00
12644-1 PUBLI C SERVI CE COVPANY OF COLORADO
042915 XCEL GAS SERVI CE CSF 04/29/15 05/29/ 15 438. 27
042915 XCEL GAS SERVI CE CSF 04/29/15 05/29/15 438. 28
042915 XCEL GAS SERVI CE CSF 04/29/15 05/29/15 438. 28
042915 XCEL GAS SERVI CE CSF 04/ 29/ 15 05/ 29/ 15 438. 28 1,753.11
55 HOVESTEAD TI TLE & ESCROW
U 00000972 3317/ 273035001: 1006 TURNBERRY 05/ 14/15 05/ 14/ 15 37.74 37.74
11094-1 WESTERN DI SPCSAL SERVI CES
050115XCI TY APR 15 CI TY TRASH SERVI CE 05/ 01/ 15 05/ 31/ 15 1, 809. 75
050115XCI TY APR 15 CI TY TRASH SERVI CE 05/01/15 05/31/15 312.00
050115XCl TY APR 15 CI TY TRASH SERVI CE 05/01/15 05/31/15 155. 00
050115XCl TY APR 15 CI TY TRASH SERVI CE 05/ 01/ 15 05/ 31/ 15 430. 75
050115XCI TY APR 15 CI TY TRASH SERVI CE 05/ 01/ 15 05/ 31/ 15 491. 00 3,198. 50
11371-1 XCEL ENERGY
45060460 APR 15 FLASHERS 05/01/15 05/31/15 5.84




05/14/15 12:24
ap215_Iv_pg.php/Job No: 16807

City of Louisville

Cash Disbursement Edit List

Batch: 90416 Period: 05/14/15

Page 2 of 4
USER: DIANEK

Vendor / I nvoi ce I nvoi ce Due I nvoi ce Check
Remi t # Nunber Descri ption Dat e Dat e Anmount Amount
454677042 APR 15 TRAFFI C LI GAT 04/ 28/ 15 05/ 28/ 15 6. 34
455060709 APR 15 STREET LI GHTS 05/01/15 05/31/15 44,194.73
455061132 APR 15 TRAFFI C LI GHTS 05/01/15 05/31/15 1,317.75 45,524. 66
BANK TOTAL PAYMENTS 56, 972. 03 56, 972. 03
56, 972. 03 56, 972. 03

GRAND TOTAL PAYMENTS
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05/15/15 10:13
ap215_Iv_pg.php/Job No: 16867

City of Louisville

Cash Disbursement Edit List

Batch: 90422 Period: 05/19/15

Page 1 of 11
USER: DIANEK

Vendor / I nvoi ce I nvoi ce Due I nvoi ce Check
Remi t # Nunber Descri ption Dat e Dat e Anmount Amount
FOR BANK ACCOUNT: 4 FI RST NATI ONAL BANK OF COLORAD Control Disbursenment Account
10832-1 AGFINITY INC
H19447 FERTI LI ZER 04/29/15 05/29/ 15 3, 560. 00 3, 560. 00
9891-1 AMBI ANCE
10161 MAY 15 PLANT MAI NT 05/ 10/ 15 06/ 09/ 15 195. 00 195. 00
13665-1 ANN LI NCOLN
060815 SUMMER READI NG PROGRAM 6/ 8/ 15 06/08/15 07/08/ 15 250. 00 250. 00
500-1 BAKER AND TAYLOR
4011199890 CHI LDRENS BOOKS AND MEDI A 04/ 10/ 15 05/ 10/ 15 18. 99 18. 99
13643-1 BATCO
042815 BATCO TRAI L MAPS 04/28/15 05/28/ 15 120. 00 120. 00
12306-1 BEACON ATHLETI CS
0445027-1N BALLFI ELD PAI NT STRI PER 04/ 09/ 15 05/ 09/ 15 2,620.00 2,620. 00
13855-1 BI G AIR JUWERS | NC
014917 NI TE AT REC | NFLATABLES 04/ 24/ 15 05/ 24/ 15 535. 00
014926 NI TE AT REC | NFLATABLES 05/01/15 05/31/15 535. 00
014927 NI TE AT REC | NFLATABLES 05/ 08/ 15 06/ 07/ 15 535. 00 1, 605. 00
640-1 BOULDER COUNTY
043015 APR 15 BOULDER COUNTY USE TAX 04/30/15 05/30/ 15 28, 820. 62 28, 820. 62
12880-1 BOYAG AN CONSULTI NG LLC
050415 APR 15 PROFESSI ONAL SERVI CES 05/04/15 06/ 03/ 15 2, 500. 00 2, 500. 00
7706-1 BRANNAN SAND & GRAVEL CO LLC
138022 ASPHALT 04/22/15 05/22/ 15 43.15
138231 ASPHALT 04/ 24/15 05/ 24/ 15 44.01
138371 ASPHALT 04/ 28/ 15 05/ 28/ 15 43.58 130.74
14028-1 CAROL L BUTTERFI ELD
050715 SEW UNI FORM PATCHES PD 05/07/15 06/ 06/ 15 12.00 12.00
935-1 CENTENNI AL PRI NTI NG CO
57277 ENVELOPES CMO 04/ 23/ 15 05/ 23/ 15 161. 67
57301 ENVELOPES PLANNI NG 04/ 23/ 15 05/ 23/ 15 177. 94 339.61
10773-1 CENTRI C ELEVATOR CORP
235853 MAY 15 ELEVATOR MAI NT PC 05/01/15 05/31/15 243.09
235854 MAY 15 ELEVATOR MAINT LIB 05/ 01/ 15 05/ 31/ 15 443. 50
235855 MAY 15 ELEVATOR MAI NT RSC 05/ 01/ 15 05/ 31/ 15 260. 71
235856 MAY 15 ELEVATOR MAI NT CH 05/01/15 05/31/15 265. 59 1,212.89
980-1 CENTURY CHEVROLET | NC
45009815 SENSOR UNI T 3510 04/28/15 05/ 28/ 15 21.09 21.09
13352-1 CGRS INC
2-10242- 49740 FUEL TANK POLLI NG 04/ 30/ 15 05/ 30/ 15 25.00 25.00

13964-1 CHANDLER ASSET MANAGEMENT

11




05/15/15 10:13
ap215_Iv_pg.php/Job No: 16867

City of Louisville

Cash Disbursement Edit List

Batch: 90422 Period: 05/19/15

Page 2 of 11
USER: DIANEK

Vendor / I nvoi ce I nvoi ce Due I nvoi ce Check
Remi t # Nunber Descri ption Dat e Dat e Anmount Amount

17393 APR 15 | NVESTMENT FEES 05/ 04/ 15 06/ 03/ 15 197. 69

17393 APR 15 | NVESTMENT FEES 05/ 04/ 15 06/ 03/ 15 15. 27

17393 APR 15 | NVESTMENT FEES 05/ 04/ 15 06/ 03/ 15 2.08

17393 APR 15 | NVESTMENT FEES 05/ 04/ 15 06/ 03/ 15 0.29

17393 APR 15 | NVESTMENT FEES 05/ 04/ 15 06/ 03/ 15 245. 36

17393 APR 15 | NVESTMENT FEES 05/ 04/ 15 06/ 03/ 15 31.49

17393 APR 15 | NVESTMENT FEES 05/ 04/ 15 06/ 03/ 15 22.44

17393 APR 15 | NVESTMENT FEES 05/ 04/ 15 06/ 03/ 15 5. 80

17393 APR 15 | NVESTMENT FEES 05/ 04/ 15 06/ 03/ 15 46. 58

17393 APR 15 | NVESTMENT FEES 05/ 04/ 15 06/ 03/ 15 400. 76

17393 APR 15 | NVESTMENT FEES 05/ 04/ 15 06/ 03/ 15 20.91

17393 APR 15 | NVESTMENT FEES 05/ 04/ 15 06/ 03/ 15 486. 70

17393 APR 15 | NVESTMENT FEES 05/ 04/ 15 06/ 03/ 15 407. 56

17393 APR 15 | NVESTMENT FEES 05/ 04/ 15 06/ 03/ 15 90. 21

17393 APR 15 | NVESTMENT FEES 05/04/15 06/03/ 15 16. 95

17393 APR 15 | NVESTMENT FEES 05/04/15 06/ 03/ 15 8.25

17393 APR 15 | NVESTMENT FEES 05/ 04/ 15 06/ 03/ 15 38. 66

17393 APR 15 | NVESTMENT FEES 05/ 04/ 15 06/ 03/ 15 45. 00 2,082. 00

4785-1 CI NTAS CORPORATI ON #66

66307125 UNI FORM RENTAL WIP 04/27/15 05/27/ 15 121.17

66310956 UNI FORM RENTAL WI'P 05/ 04/ 15 06/ 03/ 15 121. 17

66314771 UNI FORM RENTAL WI'P 05/11/15 06/ 10/ 15 121.17 363. 51
13820-1 COLORADO BARRI CADE CO

65127524- 001 STREET SI GNS 04/20/15 05/20/ 15 351. 00 351. 00
10916-1 COLORADO CODE CONSULTI NG LLC

6665 PLAN REVI EW 04/ 16/ 15 05/ 16/ 15 2, 850. 00 2, 850. 00
10329-1 COLORADO DEPT OF HUMAN SERVI CE

050815 PRESCHOOL LI CENSE FEE #1524815 05/08/15 06/07/ 15 121.00 121.00
13132-1 COLORADO DEPT OF HUMAN SERVI CES

050115 BACKGROUND CHECKS STATE LIC 05/ 01/ 15 05/ 31/ 15 60. 00 60. 00
13742-1 COLORADO DEPT OF LABOR & EMPLOYMENT

042415 Cl PSEA M CRO DATA BLDR CNTY 04/24/15 05/ 24/ 15 230. 00 230. 00
11353-1 COLORADO LI BRARY CONSORTI UM

C2895 PEBBLEGO' TUVBLEBOOKS 01/01/ 15 01/31/15 1, 241. 00 1, 241. 00
13897-1 COWPASS M NERALS AMERI CA | NC

71316284 COWPLEX CHLORI DE QUI CK SALT 03/10/15 04/09/ 15 2,580. 60

71316774 COWPLEX CHLORI DE QUI CK SALT 03/11/15 04/ 10/ 15 2,499. 26

71317377 COVWPLEX CHLORI DE QUI CK SALT 03/12/ 15 04/ 11/ 15 2,347.79 7,427.65
10909-1 CTL THOWPSON | NC

384192 TEST CONTACT TANK WALLS NWIP 03/31/15 04/30/ 15 330. 00 330. 00

12




05/15/15 10:13
ap215_Iv_pg.php/Job No: 16867

_ City of Louisville
Cash Disbursement Edit List

Batch: 90422 Period: 05/19/15

Page 3 of 11
USER: DIANEK

Vendor / I nvoi ce I nvoi ce Due I nvoi ce Check
Remi t # Nunber Descri ption Dat e Dat e Anmount Amount
14008-1 CUNI NGHAM GROUP ARCHI TECTURE | NC
42886 SMALL AREA PLANS 05/01/15 05/31/15 6, 148. 00 6, 148. 00
1570-1 DANA KEPNER COVPANY | NC
1407327- 00 METER SETTERS 04/ 22/ 15 05/ 22/ 15 175. 94 175. 94
5367-1 DENVER ZOOLOG CAL FOUNDATI ON
071615 SUMVER READI NG PROGRAM 7/ 16/ 15 07/ 16/ 15 08/ 15/ 15 100. 00 100. 00
10638-1 DLT SOLUTIONS LLC
S| 286859 AUTODESK SOFTWARE RENEWAL 04/28/15 05/28/ 15 3, 990. 36 3, 990. 36
9782-1 DREXEL BARRELL AND CO I NC
15240 DI LLON/ ST ANDREW S| GNAL DESI GN 04/ 03/ 15 05/ 03/ 15 450. 00 450. 00
13009-1 EIDE BAILLY LLP
El 00273301 2014 AUDI T PROGRESS BI LLI NG 04/28/15 05/28/ 15 5, 184. 00
El 00273301 2014 AUDI T PROGRESS BI LLI NG 04/28/15 05/28/ 15 3, 780. 00
El 00273301 2014 AUDI T PROGRESS BI LLI NG 04/ 28/ 15 05/ 28/ 15 1, 836. 00 10, 800. 00
13963-1 ENSCI CON CORPORATI ON
87385 ENG NEERI NG SERV TOANSEND 04/28/15 05/28/ 15 2,106. 04
87527A ENG NEERI NG SERV TOANSEND 05/ 05/ 15 06/ 04/ 15 113. 84
87527B ENG NEERI NG SERV TOANSEND 05/ 05/ 15 06/ 04/ 15 455. 36
87527C ENG NEERI NG SERV TOANSEND 05/05/15 06/ 04/ 15 1, 536. 84
87527D ENG NEERI NG SERV TOWNSEND 05/05/15 06/ 04/ 15 227.68 4,439.76
6258-1 ENVI ROTECH SERVI CES | NC
CD201511946 I CE SLI CER 03/ 04/ 15 04/ 03/ 15 2,580. 84
CD201512301 I CE SLI CER 03/06/15 04/05/ 15 2,561. 14
CD201512498 I CE SLI CER 03/09/15 04/08/ 15 2,689. 72 7,831.70
13196-1 ESRI INC
92970266 ESRI ENTERPRI SE LI CENSI NG 04/ 24/ 15 05/ 24/ 15 25, 000. 00 25, 000. 00
1970-1 FEDEX
5-010- 07039 SHI P UTI LI TY EASEMENT TO XCEL 04/23/15 05/23/ 15 21.50 21.50
13098-1 A4S SECURE SOLUTI ONS | NC
7349223 BAI LI FF SERVI CES 4/ 20/ 15 04/ 26/ 15 05/ 26/ 15 144. 38 144. 38
10722-1 GALE/ CENGAGE LEARNI NG
55037714 ADULT BOOKS AND MEDI A 04/27/15 05/27/ 15 17.04 17. 04
13571-1 GRAYBAR ELECTRIC CO I NC
978602731 LED LI GHT FI XTURES N R-BALL CT 04/ 30/ 15 05/ 30/ 15 4,927. 56 4,927. 56
14081-1 GUARDI AN TRACKI NG LLC
2015- 0045 EMPLOYEE TRACKI NG SOFTWARE PD 02/01/15 03/03/15 1, 473.00 1,473.00
13117-1 HELEN M TRENCHER
050415 SUMVER READI NG PROGRAM 6/ 20/ 15 05/ 04/ 15 06/ 03/ 15 235.00 235. 00
2475-1 H LL PETROLEUM
0487731- 1N UNLEADEDY Bl ODI ESEL FUEL 04/29/15 05/29/ 15 9,517. 64 9,517. 64
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ap215_Iv_pg.php/Job No: 16867

City of Louisville

Cash Disbursement Edit List

Batch: 90422 Period: 05/19/15

Page 4 of 11
USER: DIANEK

Vendor / I nvoi ce I nvoi ce Due I nvoi ce Check
Remi t # Nunber Descri ption Dat e Dat e Anmount Amount
14019-1 H STORY MATTERS LLC
042915 PRESERVATI ON MASTER PLAN 04/ 29/ 15 05/ 29/ 15 2,427.84 2,427.84
9710-1 | NDUSTRI AL CHEM CALS CORP
331298 SODI UM S| LI CATE WIP 04/ 17/ 15 05/ 17/ 15 10, 558. 79 10, 558. 79
2615-1 | NGRAM LI BRARY SERVI CES | NC
84565996 CHI LDRENS BOCOKS AND MEDI A 04/ 02/ 15 05/ 02/ 15 196. 99
84625985 TEEN BOOKS AND MEDI A 04/07/15 05/07/ 15 137.25
84625986 TEEN BOOKS AND MEDI A 04/ 07/ 15 05/ 07/ 15 11. 04
84628544 CHI LDRENS BOOKS AND MEDI A 04/ 07/ 15 05/ 07/ 15 381. 14
84669903 TEEN BOOKS AND MEDI A 04/ 09/ 15 05/ 09/ 15 51.54
84673382 CHI LDRENS BOOKS AND MEDI A 04/09/15 05/09/ 15 124. 22
84789692 CHI LDRENS BOOKS AND MEDI A 04/17/15 05/17/ 15 300. 08
84829082 CHI LDRENS BOOKS AND MEDI A 04/21/15 05/21/15 67. 36
84831439 TEEN BOOKS AND MEDI A 04/ 21/ 15 05/ 21/ 15 325.55
84865935 TEEN BOOKS STATE GRANT 04/23/15 05/23/ 15 66. 08
84871637 TEEN BOOKS AND MEDI A 04/23/15 05/23/ 15 254.72
84886950 TEEN BOOKS AND MEDI A 04/ 24/ 15 05/ 24/ 15 11. 69
84973110 TEEN BOOKS AND MEDI A 04/ 30/ 15 05/ 30/ 15 204.77
84974778 CHI LDRENS BOOKS AND MEDI A 04/30/15 05/30/ 15 257.09 2,389.52
8881-1 | NGRAM LI BRARY SERVI CES | NC
84547152 ADULT BOOKS AND MEDI A 04/ 01/ 15 05/ 01/ 15 46. 74
84584453 ADULT BOOKS AND MEDI A 04/ 03/ 15 05/ 03/ 15 199. 92
84612795 ADULT BOOKS AND MEDI A 04/ 06/ 15 05/ 06/ 15 687. 95
84628542 ADULT BOOKS AND MEDI A 04/07/15 05/07/ 15 70. 38
84628543 ADULT BOCOKS AND MEDI A 04/ 07/ 15 05/ 07/ 15 26. 42
84639663 ADULT BOOKS STATE GRANT 04/ 07/ 15 05/ 07/ 15 105. 60
84653724 ADULT BOOKS AND MEDI A 04/08/15 05/08/ 15 56. 59
84677662 ADULT BOOKS AND MEDI A 04/09/15 05/09/ 15 44,53
84738850 ADULT BOOKS AND MEDI A 04/ 14/ 15 05/ 14/ 15 494. 56
84775816 ADULT BOOKS AND MEDI A 04/ 16/ 15 05/ 16/ 15 354.83
84789691 ADULT BOOKS AND MEDI A 04/17/ 15 05/17/ 15 335. 64
84873168 ADULT BOOKS AND MEDI A 04/23/15 05/23/ 15 77.98
84873169 ADULT BOCOKS AND MEDI A 04/ 23/ 15 05/ 23/ 15 1, 147.18
84896016 ADULT BOOKS AND MEDI A 04/ 26/ 15 05/ 26/ 15 380. 26
84974775 ADULT BOOKS AND MEDI A 04/ 30/ 15 05/ 30/ 15 200. 01
84974776 ADULT BOOKS STATE GRANT 04/30/15 05/30/ 15 113. 20
84974777 ADULT BOCOKS STATE GRANT 04/ 30/ 15 05/ 30/ 15 14. 30 4,356. 09
11267-1 I NSI DE OQUT HEALTH AND FI TNESS
1510027- 2 CONTRACTOR FEES PI YO 05/13/15 06/12/ 15 763. 00 763. 00
13280-1 I NSI GHT PUBLI C SECTOR | NC
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1100410508 ADOBE ACROBAT LI CENSE GC 03/ 21/ 15 04/ 20/ 15 265. 20
1100410655 ADOBE CREATI VE CLOUD GC 03/23/15 04/22/ 15 544. 55
1100413058 ADOBE ACROBAT HR 04/08/15 05/08/ 15 265. 20
1100415147 ADOBE ACROBAT PW LAPTOP 04/ 23/ 15 05/ 23/ 15 297.84 1,372.79
13999-1 | NTEGRAL STEPS
041515 SUMVER READI NG PROGRAM 6/ 30/ 15 04/ 15/ 15 05/ 15/ 15 140. 00 140. 00
9761-1 | NTERMOUNTAI N SWEEPER CO
96725 PARTS UNI T 3261 04/22/15 05/22/ 15 900. 00
96739 PARTS UNIT 3261 04/ 22/ 15 05/ 22/ 15 306. 00 1, 206. 00
13817-1 | SRAEL ALVARADO
2015-11 NI TE AT REC DJ SERVI CES 04/ 24/ 15 05/ 24/ 15 275. 00
2015-12 NI TE AT REC DJ SERVI CES 05/01/15 05/31/15 275. 00
2015-13 NI TE AT REC DJ SERVI CES 05/08/15 06/07/ 15 275. 00 825. 00
9877-1 J-8 EQUI PMENT COVPANY | NC
185626 FUEL CARDS UNI T 5357 04/24/15 05/ 24/ 15 20. 64
185627 FUEL CARDS UNI T 2211 04/24/15 05/ 24/ 15 20. 64 41. 28
14053-1 JCG TECHNOLOG ES
4704 M NUTE RECORDI NG SYSTEM 03/ 30/ 15 04/ 29/ 15 5, 490. 00 5, 490. 00
13936-1 JEANNE A REI NHARDT
060215 SUMMER READI NG PROGRAM 06/02/15 07/02/ 15 100. 00 100. 00
11289-1 JVA INC
54924 STORM SEVWER MASTER PLAN 04/ 20/ 15 05/ 20/ 15 13, 025. 00 13, 025. 00
2780-1 KAISER LOCK & KEY SERVI CE | NC
101651 DUPLI CATE KEYS GC 04/ 06/ 15 05/ 06/ 15 22.00 22.00
10341-1 KEMP AND HOFFMAN | NC
PPF041415 LQUI SVI LLE LATERAL PI PI NG 04/ 17/ 15 05/17/ 15 14, 651. 41 14, 651. 41
11337-1 KI SSI NGER AND FELLMAN PC
21167 COMCAST FRANCHI SE NEGOTI ATl ONS 04/20/15 05/20/ 15 385. 39 385. 39
13828-1 LANDSCAPES UNLI M TED LLC
PP10043015 2015 GROWIN 04/ 30/ 15 05/ 30/ 15 87,614. 34
PP12043015 CCGC PHASE 2 CONSTRUCTI ON 04/30/15 05/30/ 15 37,021. 38 124, 635. 72
14079-1 LI BERTY COMMUNI CATI ONS
447458 PHONE SYSTEM SUPPORT GC 05/ 01/ 15 05/ 31/ 15 656. 25
447459 PHONE SYSTEM SUPPORT GC 05/ 08/ 15 06/ 07/ 15 125. 00 781. 25
13692-1 LI GHTNI NG MOBI LE I NC
63713 SWEEP LI BRARY PARKI NG GARAGE 05/01/15 05/31/15 320. 00 320. 00
13382-1 LODESTONE DESI GN GROUP
1558 SCHEMATI C REMODEL PLANS AC 05/ 01/ 15 05/ 31/ 15 250. 00 250. 00
5432-1 LQUI SVI LLE FI RE PROTECTI ON DI STRI CT
043015 APR 15 FI RE PROTECT DI ST FEES 04/30/15 05/30/ 15 5, 815. 00 5, 815. 00
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13905-1 MARK ZAREMBA
050115 927 MAIN ST GRANTS 05/01/15 05/31/15 27,651. 75 27,651. 75
14071-1 MARY RITTER
1510043- 1A CONTRACTOR FEES FLU D RUNNI NG 04/ 30/ 15 05/ 30/ 15 42.00 42.00
13846-1 METECH RECYCLI NG | NC
33927 I T ELECTRONI C RECYCLI NG 05/ 01/ 15 05/ 31/ 15 281.97 281.97
13525-1 M CHAEL BAKER JR I NC
903791 96TH ST BRI DGE DESI GN 04/03/15 05/03/ 15 91, 159. 39 91, 159. 39
12087 HARPER MANAGEMENT
133 SUMVER READI NG PROGRAM 7/ 21/ 15 02/ 12/ 15 03/ 14/ 15 250. 00 250. 00
10 COLORADO SEWER SERVI CE | NC
632822 LOCATE SEVER MAI N 547 COUNTY 04/20/15 05/20/ 15 300. 00 300. 00
10 GLOBAL UNDERGROUND CORP
940 BULK WATER METER REFUND 04/ 23/ 15 05/ 23/ 15 819.70 819.70
10 NEW TECH CONSTRUCTI ON | NC
941 BULK WATER METER REFUND 04/23/15 05/23/ 15 872.97 872.97
6 MARY MULCAHEY
042315 BLOOM N SENI OR SUPPLI ES 04/ 23/ 15 05/ 23/ 15 64. 19 64. 19
6 LI NDA JACKSON
042815 SENI OR DI NNER ESCORT 04/28/15 05/28/ 15 54.01 54.01
4  COLONY SQUARE || PROPERTY MANAGER
050615 REFUND BLDG USE TAX 05/ 06/ 15 06/ 05/ 15 313. 36 313. 36
4 AUDIT LOGE STICS LLC
051315 REFUND SALES TAX OVERPAYMENT 05/13/15 06/12/ 15 20. 00 20. 00
9668-1 MUNI Cl PAL CODE CORPORATI ON
255059 MUNI Cl PAL CODE #58 UPDATE 2 03/18/ 15 04/ 17/ 15 186. 54 186. 54
11365-1 NATI ONAL METER & AUTOVATI ON | NC
S1060663. 001 BADGER METERS & | TRON ERTS 04/24/15 05/ 24/ 15 1, 439. 00
S1060663. 002 BADGER METERS & | TRON ERTS 04/29/15 05/29/ 15 1, 610. 65
S1060696. 001 BADGER METERS 04/ 27/ 15 05/ 27/ 15 1, 025. 00
S1060697. 001 BADGER METERS 04/27/15 05/27/ 15 1, 025. 00- 3, 049. 65
8016-1 NATI ONAL RESEARCH CENTER | NC
5461 2015 PERM T SURVEY 04/30/15 05/30/ 15 2, 950. 00 2, 950. 00
11477-1 P.R OS. INC
LO1508SR ADULT SOFTBALL OFFI Cl ALS 05/03/15 06/02/ 15 56. 00 56. 00
13520-1 PLAY- GROUND THEATRE CO | NC
1128 SUMMER READI NG PROGRAM 6/ 4/ 15 06/ 04/ 15 07/ 04/ 15 350. 00 350. 00
13792-2 POLLARD WATER
12203 HYDRANTPRO ALUM SW VEL 04/ 20/ 15 05/ 20/ 15 521. 14 521. 14
9105-1 POSTMASTER
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051115 SUMVER NEWSLETTER MAI LI NG 05/11/ 15 06/ 10/ 15 2,316.57 2,316.57
700-1 PRAIRIE MOUNTAI'N PUBLI SHI NG LLP
446867 SUMMER REC CENTER CATALOG 04/30/15 05/30/ 15 6, 415. 00 6, 415. 00
13893-1 REBECCA TSU
415 CONTRACTOR FEES TAI CHI 04/ 30/ 15 05/ 30/ 15 408. 80 408. 80
6500-1 RECORDED BOOKS LLC
75120958 ADULT BOOKS AND MEDI A 04/20/15 05/20/ 15 260. 20
75125972 ADULT BOOKS AND MEDI A 04/ 28/ 15 05/ 28/ 15 6. 95 267. 15
14080-1 ROCKY MOUNTAI N PUPPETS
1017 SUMVER READI NG PROGRAM 6/ 22/ 15 03/19/ 15 04/ 18/ 15 250. 00 250. 00
11033-1 ROCKY MOUNTAI N W LDLI FE SERVI CES | NC
15107 PRAI RI E DOG REMOVAL SWIP 04/10/15 05/10/ 15 650. 90 650. 90
11224-1 S CORPORATI ON | NC
3178 LASERFI CHE DOCUMENT SCANNI NG 03/ 30/ 15 04/ 29/ 15 6, 324. 80 6, 324. 80
11306-1 SAFEWARE | NC
3460006 GAS DETECTOR CALI BRATI ON WIP 04/22/15 05/22/ 15 412. 00 412. 00
13673-1 STERLI NG | NFOSYSTEMS | NC
416913 BACKGROUND CHECKS 03/31/15 04/ 30/ 15 1,545.13
422854 BACKGROUND CHECKS 04/30/15 05/30/ 15 1,176. 86 2,721.99
1201-1  SUPPLYWORKS
335664298 BREAKROOM SUPPLI ES PC 04/ 24/ 15 05/ 24/ 15 286. 67 286. 67
13930-1 SUSANNAH M VANDYKE
1541- 56 ARTSV CONTRACTOR FEES PAI NTI NG 05/ 06/ 15 06/ 05/ 15 588. 00 588. 00
13415-1 TECTA AMERI CA COLORADO LLC
Sl 14599 ROOF REPAIR PC 04/30/15 05/30/ 15 230. 00
Sl 14714 ROOF REPAI R RSC 04/ 30/ 15 05/ 30/ 15 251.75 481. 75
7917-1 THE AQUEQUS SCLUTI ON | NC
65690 POOL CHEM CALS 04/30/15 05/30/ 15 1,153. 99 1,153.99
12287-1 Tl MOTHY W RTH
050215 Pl ANO TUNI NG ART CTR 05/ 02/ 15 06/ 01/ 15 100. 00 100. 00
14065-1 TYLER TECHNOLOG ES | NC
045- 131961 TYLER SOFTWARE 04/16/15 05/16/ 15 761. 33
045- 131961 TYLER SOFTWARE 04/ 16/ 15 05/ 16/ 15 163. 14
045-131961 TYLER SOFTWARE 04/ 16/ 15 05/ 16/ 15 163. 14
045-132127 TYLER SOFTWARE 04/ 22/ 15 05/ 22/ 15 1, 205. 83
045- 132127 TYLER SOFTWARE 04/22/15 05/22/ 15 258. 39
045- 132127 TYLER SOFTWARE 04/22/15 05/22/ 15 258. 39 2, 810. 22
12378-1 ULTRAMVAX
148643 40 CALI BER AMMUNI TI ON 04/28/15 05/28/ 15 828. 00 828. 00
4765-1 UNCC
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21504493 APR 15 LOCATES #48760 04/ 30/ 15 05/ 30/ 15 526. 24 526. 24
11087-1 UN TED SI TE SERVI CES
114- 2867834 TO LET RENTAL SKATE PARK 04/ 20/ 15 05/ 20/ 15 188. 65
114- 2875540 TO LET RENTAL MEMORY SQUARE 04/ 22/ 15 05/ 22/ 15 193. 60
114- 2875541 TO LET RENTAL STEI NBAUGH 04/ 22/ 15 05/ 22/ 15 193. 60
114- 2875542 TO LET RENTAL Pl RATES PARK 04/ 22/ 15 05/ 22/ 15 193. 60
114- 2875543 TO LET RENTAL ANNETTE BRAND 04/ 22/ 15 05/ 22/ 15 193. 60 963. 05
10960-1 VANCE BROTHERS | NC
AC41348 TACK/ LUTE/ VALVES SHOPS 04/ 23/ 15 05/ 23/ 15 554. 00 554. 00
13891-1 VERI S ENVI RONMENTAL LLC
J001019 Bl OSOLI DS HAULI NG 01/31/15 03/02/15 5, 440. 66
J001089 Bl OSOLI DS HAULI NG 02/28/15 03/30/ 15 3, 826. 95
J001215 Bl OSOLI DS HAULI NG 03/31/15 04/30/ 15 5,181. 23
J001309 Bl OSCOLI DS HAULI NG 04/ 30/ 15 05/ 30/ 15 3,195.15 17, 643. 99
4380-1 VI A MOBILITY SERVI CES
10312 2015 TRANSPORTATI ON SERVI CES 04/22/15 05/22/ 15 36, 680. 00 36, 680. 00
5115-1 W. CONTRACTORS | NC
25240 FEB 15 TRAFFI C SI GNAL MAI NT CR 03/ 24/ 15 04/ 23/ 15 5, 153. 30-
25241 FEB 15 TRAFFI C SI GNAL MAI NT 03/ 24/ 15 04/ 23/ 15 3,172.80
25323 MAR 15 TRAFFI C SI GNAL MAI NT 04/10/15 05/10/ 15 5,072. 16
25323 MAR 15 TRAFFI C SI GNAL MAI NT 04/ 10/ 15 05/ 10/ 15 48. 75
25325 TRAFFI C SI GNAL REPAI R 04/ 10/ 15 05/ 10/ 15 406. 67 3,547.08
10884-1 WORD OF MOUTH CATERI NG | NC
2015- 09 SR MEAL PROGRAM 4/ 27-5/ 8/ 15 05/08/15 06/07/ 15 2,226.00 2,226.00
11324-1 XCEL ENERGY
455063709 APR 15 SPRI NKLERS 05/ 01/ 15 05/ 31/ 15 99. 66 99. 66
13507-1 YATES LAWFIRM LLC
040215 MAR 15 WATER LEGAL FEES 04/02/15 05/02/ 15 17, 527. 00 17,527. 00
BANK TOTAL PAYMENTS 556, 040. 59 556, 040. 59
GRAND TOTAL PAYMENTS 556, 040. 59 556, 040. 59
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CITY OF LOUISVILLE

PURCHASING CARD SUMMARY

STATEMENT PERIOD 03/21/15 - 04/21/15

SUPPLIER SUPPLIER LOCATION CARDHOLDER DEPARTMENT TRANS DATE AMOUNT
0770 CED BOULDER BRETT TUBBS FACILITIES 03/20/2015 66.04
2457 CED FORT COLLINS ROBERT DUPORT WATER 04/16/2015 131.64
2457 CED FORT COLLINS ROBERT DUPORT WATER 04/09/2015 326.50
4 RIVERS EQUIPMENT LLC PUEBLO WEST MASON THOMPSON OPERATIONS 04/02/2015 8.24
AGFINITY HENDERSON AGR HENDERSON BOB BERNHARDT PARKS 03/24/2015 408.24
AGFINITY HENDERSON AGR HENDERSON BOB BERNHARDT PARKS 03/24/2015 97.00
ALBERTSONS #00812 LOUISVILLE JESSE DEGRAW REC CENTER 04/17/2015 83.89
ALBERTSONS #00812 LOUISVILLE LINDA PARKER REC CENTER 04/15/2015 7.32
ALBERTSONS #00812 LOUISVILLE KAYLA FEENEY REC CENTER 04/13/2015 63.08
ALBERTSONS #00812 LOUISVILLE LINDA PARKER REC CENTER 04/04/2015 36.63
ALBERTSONS #00812 LOUISVILLE POLLY A BOYD PARKS 03/26/2015 55.97
ALLIED DEMOLITION INC 303-2893366 VICKIE ILKO OPERATIONS 03/28/2015 30.00
ALLPART 8774755660 02686857599 DAVID DEAN GOLF COURSE 03/24/2015 427.91
AMAZON MKTPLACE PMTS AMZN.COM/BILL KAREN FREITER LIBRARY 04/20/2015 22.80
AMAZON MKTPLACE PMTS AMZN.COM/BILL MATTHEW BUSH IT 04/18/2015 140.38
AMAZON MKTPLACE PMTS AMZN.COM/BILL DAVID SZABADOS FACILITIES 04/15/2015 159.44
AMAZON MKTPLACE PMTS AMZN.COM/BILL JILL SIEWERT LIBRARY 04/14/2015 105.96
AMAZON MKTPLACE PMTS AMZN.COM/BILL DAVID SZABADOS FACILITIES 04/13/2015 139.32
AMAZON MKTPLACE PMTS AMZN.COM/BILL PATRICIA MORGAN REC CENTER 04/13/2015 81.35
AMAZON MKTPLACE PMTS AMZN.COM/BILL AMANDA PERERA REC CENTER 04/13/2015 8.29
AMAZON MKTPLACE PMTS AMZN.COM/BILL PATRICIA MORGAN REC CENTER 04/09/2015 23.98
AMAZON MKTPLACE PMTS AMZN.COM/BILL PATRICIA MORGAN REC CENTER 04/10/2015 8.61
AMAZON MKTPLACE PMTS AMZN.COM/BILL AMANDA PERERA REC CENTER 04/09/2015 16.86
AMAZON MKTPLACE PMTS AMZN.COM/BILL JILL SIEWERT LIBRARY 03/31/2015 22.49
AMAZON MKTPLACE PMTS AMZN.COM/BILL PATRICIA MORGAN REC CENTER 03/31/2015 28.94
AMAZON MKTPLACE PMTS AMZN.COM/BILL PATRICIA MORGAN REC CENTER 03/30/2015 237.45
AMAZON MKTPLACE PMTS AMZN.COM/BILL PATRICIA MORGAN REC CENTER 03/27/2015 21.98
AMAZON MKTPLACE PMTS AMZN.COM/BILL DAVID SZABADOS FACILITIES 03/27/2015 47.30
AMAZON MKTPLACE PMTS AMZN.COM/BILL JILL SIEWERT LIBRARY 03/26/2015 22.02
AMAZON MKTPLACE PMTS AMZN.COM/BILL JILL SIEWERT LIBRARY 03/26/2015 76.05
AMAZON MKTPLACE PMTS AMZN.COM/BILL JILL SIEWERT LIBRARY 03/25/2015 24.90
AMAZON MKTPLACE PMTS AMZN.COM/BILL JILL SIEWERT LIBRARY 03/24/2015 171.57
AMAZON MKTPLACE PMTS AMZN.COM/BILL JILL SIEWERT LIBRARY 03/23/2015 17.64
AMAZON MKTPLACE PMTS AMZN.COM/BILL PATRICIA MORGAN REC CENTER 03/24/2015 35.92
AMAZON MKTPLACE PMTS AMZN.COM/BILL PATRICIA MORGAN REC CENTER 03/20/2015 68.20
AMAZON MKTPLACE PMTS AMZN.COM/BILL JILL SIEWERT LIBRARY 03/22/2015 9.75
AMAZON MKTPLACE PMTS AMZN.COM/BILL PATRICIA MORGAN REC CENTER 03/21/2015 112.14
AMAZON.COM AMZN.COM/BILL JILL SIEWERT LIBRARY 04/01/2015 105.49
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SUPPLIER SUPPLIER LOCATION CARDHOLDER DEPARTMENT TRANS DATE AMOUNT
AMAZON.COM AMZN.COM/BILL JILL SIEWERT LIBRARY 03/23/2015 95.40
AMERICAN PAYROLL ASSOC 210-226-4600 DIANE M KREAGER FINANCE 04/08/2015 219.00
AMERICAN WATERWORKS 08009267337 PATRICK FARRELL WATER 04/07/2015 187.00
AMERICANS FOR THE ARTS 02023710424 SUZANNE JANSSEN CITY MANAGER 04/10/2015 425.00
AMERICANS FOR THE ARTS 02023710424 SUZANNE JANSSEN CITY MANAGER 04/08/2015 50.00
ARAMARK UNIFORM 800-504-0328 JULIE SEYDEL REC CENTER 04/12/2015 116.16
ARC*SERVICES/TRAINING 800-733-2767 KAYLA FEENEY REC CENTER 04/16/2015 152.00
ARC*SERVICES/TRAINING 800-733-2767 KAYLA FEENEY REC CENTER 04/14/2015 38.00
ARC*SERVICES/TRAINING 800-733-2767 KAYLA FEENEY REC CENTER 04/14/2015 108.00
ARROW OFFICE EQUIPMENT 03034470500 JENNI DUNCAN POLICE 04/01/2015 956.00
ASSOCIATED SUPPLY 07012587302 PAUL BORTH REC CENTER 03/27/2015 646.00
AT&T DATA 08003310500 CRAIG DUFFIN PUBLIC WORKS 04/09/2015 30.00
AT&T DATA 08003310500 KURT KOWAR PUBLIC WORKS 03/22/2015 30.00
ATLANTIC SAFETY PRODUC WMOUSSEAU@ATL JENNI DUNCAN POLICE 04/01/2015 123.75
ATOMIC CAR WASH LOUISVILLE TYLER DURLAND PARKS 04/14/2015 7.00
AV-TECH ELECTRONICS GOLDEN JENNI DUNCAN POLICE 04/17/2015 340.00
AMAZON.COM AMZN.COM/BILL JILL SIEWERT LIBRARY 04/15/2015 -.01
AMAZON.COM AMZN.COM/BILL KRISTEN PORTER REC CENTER 04/15/2015 6.49
AMAZON.COM AMZN.COM/BILL JILL SIEWERT LIBRARY 04/13/2015 14.86
AMAZON.COM AMZN.COM/BILL KRISTEN PORTER REC CENTER 04/14/2015 12.95
AMAZON.COM AMZN.COM/BILL KRISTEN PORTER REC CENTER 04/12/2015 52.22
AMAZON.COM AMZN.COM/BILL KRISTEN PORTER REC CENTER 04/09/2015 30.15
AMAZON.COM AMZN.COM/BILL JILL SIEWERT LIBRARY 04/08/2015 15.03
AMAZON.COM AMZN.COM/BILL JILL SIEWERT LIBRARY 04/07/2015 9.98
AMAZON.COM AMZN.COM/BILL JILL SIEWERT LIBRARY 04/08/2015 16.00
AMAZON.COM AMZN.COM/BILL JILL SIEWERT LIBRARY 04/02/2015 -1.92
AMAZON.COM AMZN.COM/BILL JILL SIEWERT LIBRARY 04/02/2015 -.04
AMAZON.COM AMZN.COM/BILL JILL SIEWERT LIBRARY 04/01/2015 29.94
AMAZON.COM AMZN.COM/BILL JILL SIEWERT LIBRARY 03/30/2015 65.85
AMAZON.COM AMZN.COM/BILL JILL SIEWERT LIBRARY 03/30/2015 22.36
AMAZON.COM AMZN.COM/BILL JILL SIEWERT LIBRARY 03/23/2015 29.98
AMAZON.COM AMZN.COM/BILL JILL SIEWERT LIBRARY 03/23/2015 12.99
AMAZON.COM AMZN.COM/BILL JILL SIEWERT LIBRARY 03/22/2015 41.97
AMAZON.COM AMZN.COM/BILL AMANDA PERERA REC CENTER 03/21/2015 142.99
AMAZON.COM AMZN.COM/BILL AMANDA PERERA REC CENTER 03/21/2015 142.99
B & G EQUIPMENT INC 09703522288 MASON THOMPSON OPERATIONS 04/08/2015 259.44
BARNES&NOBLE*COM 800-843-2665 RICHARD S LAMBORNE LIBRARY 04/11/2015 2.99
BARNES&NOBLE*COM 800-843-2665 RICHARD S LAMBORNE LIBRARY 04/11/2015 2.00
BARNES&NOBLE*COM 800-843-2665 RICHARD S LAMBORNE LIBRARY 04/11/2015 2.99
BARNES&NOBLE*COM 800-843-2665 RICHARD S LAMBORNE LIBRARY 04/11/2015 2.00
BATTERY MART.COM 05406650065 RON CHOATE OPERATIONS 03/20/2015 409.75
BBTOOLS LLCMATCO DIS BROOMFIELD MASON THOMPSON OPERATIONS 04/10/2015 40.94
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BELL PARK LOT DENVER HEATHER BALSER CITY MANAGER 04/02/2015 12.00
BEST WESTERN HOTELS ST GEORGE JUSTIN ELKINS WASTEWATER 04/17/2015 357.12
BLACK BEAR-ST GEORGE ST GEORGE JUSTIN ELKINS WASTEWATER 04/17/2015 20.20
BLACKJACK PIZZA LOUISVILLE ALLISON DICARO REC CENTER 04/03/2015 53.50
BOBCAT COMMERCE CITY COMMERCE CITY RON CHOATE OPERATIONS 04/20/2015 78.39
BOBCAT COMMERCE CITY COMMERCE CITY MASON THOMPSON OPERATIONS 04/09/2015 134.07
BOBCAT COMMERCE CITY COMMERCE CITY MASON THOMPSON OPERATIONS 04/01/2015 101.32
BRIGHT SETTINGS 08148277070 PATRICIA MORGAN REC CENTER 04/02/2015 475.64
BRIGHT SETTINGS 08148277070 PATRICIA MORGAN REC CENTER 03/25/2015 1.95
BROOMFIELD RENTALS INC BROOMFIELD MICHAEL CLEVELAND OPERATIONS 03/25/2015 22.50
C I ACTUATION 07706644319 ROBERT DUPORT WATER 03/31/2015 -14.48
C I ACTUATION 07706644319 ROBERT DUPORT WATER 03/30/2015 400.37
C.G.R.S., INC. FORT COLLINS ANGELA NORENE OPERATIONS 04/08/2015 25.00
CANTEEN 74052176 DENVER POLLY A BOYD PARKS 04/09/2015 47.42
CAROLINA BIOLOGIC SUPP 08003345551 KRISTEN PORTER REC CENTER 04/14/2015 19.20
CARRABBAS 0608 LOUISVILLE LESLIE RINGER HUMAN RESOURCES 04/17/2015 369.00
CBI IDENTIFICATION UNI 03032395728 CAROL HANSON CITY CLERK 04/08/2015 77.00
CENTENNIAL PRINTING LOUISVILLE PENNEY BOLTE SALES TAX 04/14/2015 142.50
CENTENNIAL PRINTING LOUISVILLE POLLY A BOYD PARKS 04/02/2015 210.50
CENTENNIAL PRINTING LOUISVILLE PENNEY BOLTE SALES TAX 03/24/2015 232.63
CENTRAL CITY OPERA 03032926700 KATIE BEASLEY REC CENTER 03/30/2015 198.40
CENTURYLINK 800-244-1111 DIANE M KREAGER FINANCE 04/16/2015 86.04
CENTURYLINK 800-244-1111 DIANE M KREAGER FINANCE 04/16/2015 4,697.40
CHIPOTLE 0114 LOUISVILLE AMANDA PERERA REC CENTER 04/06/2015 44.55
CITY OF LONGMONT LONGMONT AMANDA PERERA REC CENTER 04/10/2015 75.00
CO ASPHALT ASSOC 1 303-7416148 CRAIG DUFFIN PUBLIC WORKS 03/31/2015 225.00
COAL CREEK GLASS 303-665-2968 KATHY MARTIN REC CENTER 03/20/2015 865.00
COB PARKING 14 & WALNU BOULDER AARON DEJONG CITY MANAGER 03/27/2015 4.25
COLORADO BARRICADE DENVER VICKIE ILKO OPERATIONS 03/26/2015 383.90
COLORADO GOLF & TURF, LITTLETON RON CHOATE OPERATIONS 04/10/2015 71.48
COLORADO GOLF & TURF, LITTLETON RON CHOATE OPERATIONS 04/10/2015 19.84
COLORADO GOLF & TURF, LITTLETON RON CHOATE OPERATIONS 04/10/2015 431.77
COLORADO GOLF & TURF, LITTLETON RON CHOATE OPERATIONS 04/06/2015 111.71
COLORADO HOMETOWN WEEK 303-6845358 JILL SIEWERT LIBRARY 04/02/2015 28.00
COLORADO LTAP 03037353503 JEFF LEBECK OPERATIONS 04/14/2015 200.00
COLORADO LTAP 03037353503 JEFF LEBECK OPERATIONS 04/01/2015 100.00
COLORADO PARKS AND REC 303-2310943 PEGGY JONES REC CENTER 03/31/2015 72.00
COLORADO PARKS AND REC 303-2310943 PEGGY JONES REC CENTER 03/27/2015 95.00
COLORADO RAILROAD MUSE GOLDEN KATIE BEASLEY REC CENTER 04/08/2015 112.00
COMCAST CABLE COMM 800-COMCAST POLLY A BOYD PARKS 03/25/2015 246.62
COMCAST DENVER CS 1X 800-266-2278 DIANE M KREAGER FINANCE 03/26/2015 5.98
COMCAST DENVER CS 1X 800-266-2278 DIANE M KREAGER FINANCE 03/26/2015 5.98
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CPS DISTRIBUTORS INC B BOULDER MATT LOOMIS PARKS 04/13/2015 137.66
CPS DISTRIBUTORS INC B BOULDER GLEN SIEDENBURG WATER 04/08/2015 258.97
CPS DISTRIBUTORS INC B BOULDER MATT LOOMIS PARKS 04/03/2015 46.24
CPS DISTRIBUTORS INC M WESTMINSTER MATT LOOMIS PARKS 04/14/2015 89.79
CRAIGSLIST.ORG 04153995200 RONDA ROMERO HUMAN RESOURCES 04/03/2015 25.00
CUSTOM FENCE & SUPPLY LONGMONT ERIK SWIATEK PARKS 04/14/2015 707.40
CUSTOM FENCE & SUPPLY LONGMONT BRADLEY AUSTIN PARKS 03/31/2015 79.08
DAILY CAMERA SUBSCRIPT 303-4443444 DAWN BURGESS CITY MANAGER 04/11/2015 11.14
DBC IRRIGATION SUPPLY BROOMFIELD MATT LOOMIS PARKS 04/15/2015 66.30
DBC IRRIGATION SUPPLY BROOMFIELD DAVID ALDERS PARKS 04/09/2015 130.86
DBC IRRIGATION SUPPLY LONGMONT MATT LOOMIS PARKS 04/09/2015 53.52
DBC IRRIGATION SUPPLY BROOMFIELD MATT LOOMIS PARKS 04/09/2015 307.63
DBC IRRIGATION SUPPLY LONGMONT DAVID ALDERS PARKS 04/07/2015 190.66
DBC IRRIGATION SUPPLY LONGMONT DAVID ALDERS PARKS 03/23/2015 95.33
DECLAN SUITES SAN DIEGO MIKE MILLER POLICE 04/13/2015 516.00
DENVER BUSINESS JOURNA 303-837-3500 JILL SIEWERT LIBRARY 04/01/2015 108.00
DICK'S CLOTHING&SPORTI BROOMFIELD JESSE DEGRAW REC CENTER 04/02/2015 104.97
DRCOG DENVER DAWN BURGESS CITY MANAGER 04/15/2015 -65.00
DRCOG DENVER DAWN BURGESS CITY MANAGER 03/25/2015 260.00
DX SERVICE 281-457-4825 ROBERT DUPORT WATER 04/01/2015 798.00
E 470 EXPRESS TOLLS 303-5373470 CRAIG DUFFIN PUBLIC WORKS 04/14/2015 13.25
EARL'S SAW SHOP BOULDER CHRIS LICHTY PARKS 03/25/2015 164.95
EB SOLVING PROBLEMS C 8888102063 PATRICK FARRELL WATER 03/24/2015 60.00
ENGINEERSUPPLY COM 800-5918907 KERRY HOLLE PUBLIC WORKS 03/20/2015 471.99
FASTENAL COMPANY01 LOUISVILLE ANTHONY M BRUNNING WASTEWATER 04/13/2015 72.40
FASTENAL COMPANYO1 LOUISVILLE BRIAN GARDUNO OPERATIONS 03/24/2015 29.41
FASTENAL COMPANY01 LOUISVILLE MASON THOMPSON OPERATIONS 03/23/2015 106.11
FASTENAL COMPANYO1 LOUISVILLE BRETT TUBBS FACILITIES 03/23/2015 3.73
FASTSIGNS 370801 BOULDER ERIK SWIATEK PARKS 04/15/2015 166.00
FEDEX 805444328163 MEMPHIS CHRIS LICHTY PARKS 04/08/2015 142.86
FEDEXOFFICE 00007427 LOUISVILLE CATHERINE JEPSON PARKS 04/03/2015 164.85
FEDEXOFFICE 00007427 LOUISVILLE CHRIS LICHTY PARKS 04/01/2015 3.99
FERGUSON ENT #1166 303-245-0456 GLEN SIEDENBURG WATER 04/08/2015 17.30
FIRST CHOICE-BOYER'S C 303-9649400 DAWN BURGESS CITY MANAGER 04/06/2015 394.90
FRONTIER DENVER MONICA GARLAND BUILDING SAFETY 04/16/2015 40.00
FRONTIER DENVER MONICA GARLAND BUILDING SAFETY 03/31/2015 212.70
FUN EXPRESS 800-228-0122 AMANDA PERERA REC CENTER 04/09/2015 150.80
FUN EXPRESS 800-228-0122 KIM CONTINI REC CENTER 04/06/2015 23.15
G & G EQUIPMENT INC FREDERICK KERRY KRAMER PARKS 04/16/2015 183.52
G & G EQUIPMENT INC FREDERICK KERRY KRAMER PARKS 04/07/2015 98.06
G & G EQUIPMENT INC FREDERICK KERRY KRAMER PARKS 03/26/2015 709.68
G & G EQUIPMENT INC FREDERICK TYLER DURLAND PARKS 03/26/2015 375.00
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GENERAL AIR SERVICE WA BOULDER DAVE NICHOLS OPERATIONS 04/01/2015 10.69
GEORGE T SANDERS 09 LOUISVILLE BRETT TUBBS FACILITIES 04/17/2015 85.81
GEORGE T SANDERS 09 LOUISVILLE PHIL LIND FACILITIES 04/16/2015 77.64
GEORGE T SANDERS 09 LOUISVILLE BRETT TUBBS FACILITIES 04/16/2015 49.50
GEORGES CORNER RESTAUR SAINT GEORGE JUSTIN ELKINS WASTEWATER 04/15/2015 22.48
GREEN CO2 SYSTEMS FORT COLLINS PAUL BORTH REC CENTER 04/07/2015 611.20
HACH COMPANY LOVELAND ANTHONY M BRUNNING WASTEWATER 03/24/2015 737.67
HACH COMPANY LOVELAND TANNER THORSON WASTEWATER 03/24/2015 88.74
HACH COMPANY LOVELAND TANNER THORSON WASTEWATER 03/27/2015 276.76
HOBART SERVICE-W 09373323000 KATIE BEASLEY REC CENTER 04/07/2015 251.00
HOBBY LOBBY #21 LOUISVILLE RONDA ROMERO HUMAN RESOURCES 04/14/2015 -128.99
HOBBY LOBBY #21 LOUISVILLE RONDA ROMERO HUMAN RESOURCES 04/14/2015 118.90
HOBBY LOBBY #21 LOUISVILLE RONDA ROMERO HUMAN RESOURCES 04/14/2015 128.99
HOBBY LOBBY #21 LOUISVILLE AMANDA PERERA REC CENTER 04/07/2015 43.06
HOLIDAY INNS WASHINGTON ROBERT P MUCKLE CITY MANAGER 03/20/2015 544.09
HOLIDAY INNS WASHINGTON HEATHER BALSER CITY MANAGER 03/20/2015 524.42
HOMEDEPOT.COM 800-430-3376 HARLAN VITOFF PARKS 04/08/2015 59.99
HOMEDEPOT.COM 800-430-3376 DAVID SZABADOS FACILITIES 03/30/2015 69.99
ID EDGE INC 303-665-0405 KAYLA FEENEY REC CENTER 04/14/2015 492.20
IN *EMECOLE 815-3722493 DAVID SZABADOS FACILITIES 04/13/2015 235.00
INSTANT IMPRINTS LOUISVILLE BRETT TUBBS FACILITIES 04/15/2015 114.92
INSTANT IMPRINTS LOUISVILLE KATIE BEASLEY REC CENTER 04/14/2015 438.39
INSTANT IMPRINTS LOUISVILLE JESSE DEGRAW REC CENTER 04/14/2015 763.80
INT'L CODE COUNCIL INC 888-422-7233 MONICA GARLAND BUILDING SAFETY 04/01/2015 780.00
INTEGRATED SAFETY SERV 303-2781538 DEAN JOHNSON PARKS 03/26/2015 138.00
INTERMNTN SWEEPER CO.- DENVER RON CHOATE OPERATIONS 04/20/2015 572.98
INTERMOUNTAIN SAFETY S GOLDEN ROBERT DUPORT WATER 03/23/2015 227.75
JAX OUTDOOR GEAR LAFAYETTE JESSE DEGRAW REC CENTER 04/17/2015 14.11
JAX OUTDOOR GEAR LAFAYETTE MICHAEL TOWERS PARKS 04/10/2015 34.98
JAX OUTDOOR GEAR LAFAYETTE CHRIS LICHTY PARKS 04/09/2015 97.96
JAX RANCH & HOME LAFAYETTE HARLAN VITOFF PARKS 04/20/2015 30.00
JAX RANCH & HOME LAFAYETTE ANTHONY M BRUNNING WASTEWATER 04/15/2015 312.91
JAX RANCH & HOME LAFAYETTE ANTHONY M BRUNNING WASTEWATER 04/15/2015 44.99
JAX RANCH & HOME LAFAYETTE CATHERINE JEPSON PARKS 04/14/2015 14.99
JAX RANCH & HOME LAFAYETTE TANNER THORSON WASTEWATER 04/09/2015 63.67
JAX RANCH & HOME LAFAYETTE HARLAN VITOFF PARKS 04/01/2015 21.99
JOHN DEERE LANDSCAPES3 BROOMFIELD CHRIS LICHTY PARKS 03/25/2015 898.49
JOURNEYS #0960 DENVER MICHAEL TOWERS PARKS 04/12/2015 129.99
KAISER LOCK & KEY LOUISVILLE MIKE THOMPSON FACILITIES 04/15/2015 27.10
KING SOOPERS #0013 LOUISVILLE PATRICIA MORGAN REC CENTER 04/20/2015 133.70
KING SOOPERS #0013 LOUISVILLE JENNI DUNCAN POLICE 04/20/2015 12.36
KING SOOPERS #0013 LOUISVILLE KATHLEEN HIX HUMAN RESOURCES 04/15/2015 51.72
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KING SOOPERS #0013 LOUISVILLE MEREDITH KRAUTLER-KLEM|REC CENTER 04/10/2015 107.23
KING SOOPERS #0013 LOUISVILLE PATRICIA MORGAN REC CENTER 04/09/2015 15.46
KING SOOPERS #0013 LOUISVILLE AMANDA PERERA REC CENTER 04/07/2015 173.55
KING SOOPERS #0013 LOUISVILLE PATRICIA MORGAN REC CENTER 04/06/2015 144.28
KING SOOPERS #0013 LOUISVILLE PATRICIA MORGAN REC CENTER 04/06/2015 39.30
KING SOOPERS #0013 LOUISVILLE CATHERINE JEPSON PARKS 04/03/2015 11.28
KING SOOPERS #0013 LOUISVILLE MEREDITH KRAUTLER-KLEM|REC CENTER 04/03/2015 286.96
KING SOOPERS #0013 LOUISVILLE LANA FAUVER REC CENTER 04/02/2015 26.84
KING SOOPERS #0013 LOUISVILLE PATRICIA MORGAN REC CENTER 04/01/2015 9.68
KING SOOPERS #0013 LOUISVILLE JENNI DUNCAN POLICE 04/01/2015 40.46
KING SOOPERS #0013 LOUISVILLE PATRICIA MORGAN REC CENTER 03/30/2015 28.97
KING SOOPERS #0013 LOUISVILLE POLLY A BOYD PARKS 03/26/2015 35.61
KING SOOPERS #0013 LOUISVILLE PATRICIA MORGAN REC CENTER 03/26/2015 22.98
KING SOOPERS #0013 LOUISVILLE ERIK J STEVENS PARKS 03/25/2015 10.67
KING SOOPERS #0013 LOUISVILLE PATRICIA MORGAN REC CENTER 03/24/2015 23.48
KING SOOPERS #0013 LOUISVILLE PATRICIA MORGAN REC CENTER 03/23/2015 120.08
KING SOOPERS #0013 LOUISVILLE JENNI DUNCAN POLICE 03/20/2015 37.54
KITCHENS BY WEDGEWOOD LOUISVILLE DAVID SZABADOS FACILITIES 03/20/2015 527.00
L.L. JOHNSON DIST 03033201270 DAVID DEAN GOLF COURSE 04/10/2015 521.71
L.L. JOHNSON DIST DENVER RON CHOATE OPERATIONS 04/09/2015 195.94
LATHEM TIME CORPORATIO 08002414990 DENNIS COYNE PARKS 04/14/2015 66.34
LEISURE TIME AWARDS BOULDER JENNI DUNCAN POLICE 04/04/2015 300.00
LEWAN & ASSOCIATES INC 303-759-5440 JENNI DUNCAN POLICE 04/17/2015 78.20
LEWAN & ASSOCIATES INC 303-759-5440 DIANE M KREAGER FINANCE 04/09/2015 6,256.86
LEXISNEXIS RISK DAT 08883328244 CHRISTI GORDANIER POLICE 04/03/2015 99.50
LOUISVILLE CAR WASH LOUISVILLE HUGO ROMERO OPERATIONS 04/09/2015 10.00
LOUISVILLE CAR WASH LOUISVILLE DAVE NICHOLS OPERATIONS 04/08/2015 5.00
LOUISVILLE CAR WASH LOUISVILLE DAVID SZABADOS FACILITIES 03/30/2015 5.00
LOWES #00220* LOUISVILLE PHIL LIND FACILITIES 04/20/2015 9.82
LOWES #00220* LOUISVILLE TANNER THORSON WASTEWATER 04/20/2015 145.84
LOWES #00220* LOUISVILLE DAVID DEAN GOLF COURSE 04/20/2015 19.98
LOWES #00220* LOUISVILLE PAUL BORTH REC CENTER 04/17/2015 260.04
LOWES #00220* LOUISVILLE PHIL LIND FACILITIES 04/17/2015 33.82
LOWES #00220* LOUISVILLE PHIL LIND FACILITIES 04/17/2015 24.19
LOWES #00220* LOUISVILLE CHRIS LICHTY PARKS 04/17/2015 26.39
LOWES #00220* LOUISVILLE MICHAEL TOWERS PARKS 04/16/2015 16.96
LOWES #00220* LOUISVILLE MASON THOMPSON OPERATIONS 04/16/2015 10.79
LOWES #00220* LOUISVILLE MICHAEL TOWERS PARKS 04/15/2015 14.97
LOWES #00220* LOUISVILLE PHIL LIND FACILITIES 04/14/2015 1.96
LOWES #00220* LOUISVILLE KATHLEEN D LORENZO PARKS 04/13/2015 5.78
LOWES #00220* LOUISVILLE MICHAEL TOWERS PARKS 04/13/2015 5.98
LOWES #00220* LOUISVILLE ROBERT DUPORT WATER 04/10/2015 25.75
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LOWES #00220* LOUISVILLE DAVID DEAN GOLF COURSE 04/11/2015 3.69
LOWES #00220* LOUISVILLE KATHLEEN D LORENZO PARKS 04/09/2015 3.98
LOWES #00220* LOUISVILLE DAVID DEAN GOLF COURSE 04/09/2015 15.23
LOWES #00220* LOUISVILLE KATHLEEN D LORENZO PARKS 04/09/2015 11.06
LOWES #00220* LOUISVILLE KATHLEEN D LORENZO PARKS 04/08/2015 42.09
LOWES #00220* LOUISVILLE JEFF LEBECK OPERATIONS 04/08/2015 88.92
LOWES #00220* LOUISVILLE BRETT TUBBS FACILITIES 04/08/2015 134.32
LOWES #00220* LOUISVILLE HARLAN VITOFF PARKS 04/07/2015 19.86
LOWES #00220* LOUISVILLE HARLAN VITOFF PARKS 04/07/2015 213.34
LOWES #00220* LOUISVILLE KATHLEEN D LORENZO PARKS 04/06/2015 7.98
LOWES #00220* LOUISVILLE ROBERT ERICHSEN PARKS 04/03/2015 15.00
LOWES #00220* LOUISVILLE GLEN SIEDENBURG WATER 04/03/2015 22.60
LOWES #00220* LOUISVILLE CLIFFORD SWETT IT 04/03/2015 19.45
LOWES #00220* LOUISVILLE ROBERT DUPORT WATER 04/02/2015 12.58
LOWES #00220* LOUISVILLE PHIL LIND FACILITIES 04/02/2015 26.86
LOWES #00220* LOUISVILLE MIKE THOMPSON FACILITIES 04/01/2015 14.16
LOWES #00220* LOUISVILLE BRETT TUBBS FACILITIES 04/01/2015 49.82
LOWES #00220* LOUISVILLE BRETT TUBBS FACILITIES 03/31/2015 37.39
LOWES #00220* LOUISVILLE ERIK SWIATEK PARKS 03/31/2015 58.95
LOWES #00220* LOUISVILLE BRETT TUBBS FACILITIES 03/31/2015 49.44
LOWES #00220* LOUISVILLE BRETT TUBBS FACILITIES 03/31/2015 -20.19
LOWES #00220* LOUISVILLE ROBERT DUPORT WATER 03/31/2015 22.33
LOWES #00220* LOUISVILLE PHIL LIND FACILITIES 03/30/2015 12.16
LOWES #00220* LOUISVILLE GLEN SIEDENBURG WATER 03/28/2015 306.85
LOWES #00220* LOUISVILLE DAVID DEAN GOLF COURSE 03/27/2015 25.93
LOWES #00220* LOUISVILLE PHIL LIND FACILITIES 03/26/2015 13.10
LOWES #00220* LOUISVILLE BRIAN SINNER PARKS 03/26/2015 49.70
LOWES #00220* LOUISVILLE PHIL LIND FACILITIES 03/26/2015 87.84
LOWES #00220* LOUISVILLE RUSSELL K BROWN WATER 03/25/2015 70.50
LOWES #00220* LOUISVILLE BRIAN SINNER PARKS 03/25/2015 55.56
LOWES #00220* LOUISVILLE KATIE MEYER REC CENTER 03/25/2015 43.04
LOWES #00220* LOUISVILLE DAVID BARIL GOLF COURSE 03/25/2015 21.93
LOWES #00220* LOUISVILLE PHIL LIND FACILITIES 03/24/2015 74.74
LOWES #00220* LOUISVILLE BRIAN SINNER PARKS 03/24/2015 85.46
LOWES #00220* LOUISVILLE BRETT TUBBS FACILITIES 03/24/2015 221.06
LOWES #00220* LOUISVILLE HARLAN VITOFF PARKS 03/23/2015 46.52
LOWES #00220* LOUISVILLE PHIL LIND FACILITIES 03/23/2015 14.33
LOWES #00220* LOUISVILLE MASON THOMPSON OPERATIONS 03/20/2015 59.94
LULU'S BBQ LLC LOUISVILLE MALCOLM H FLEMING CITY MANAGER 04/02/2015 53.00
LAMARS DONUTS #45 LOUISVILLE JUSTIN ELKINS WASTEWATER 04/08/2015 21.66
LAMARS DONUTS #45 LOUISVILLE ERIK J STEVENS PARKS 03/28/2015 113.91
LAMARS DONUTS #45 LOUISVILLE JENNI DUNCAN POLICE 03/20/2015 19.98
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M ADCOX AUTH SNAPON D 303-910-7476 BRETT TUBBS FACILITIES 03/30/2015 189.52
MAPO 3035387547 JEFF LEBECK OPERATIONS 03/20/2015 50.00
MCCANDLESS TRUCK CENTE AURORA MASON THOMPSON OPERATIONS 04/17/2015 79.80
MCCANDLESS TRUCK CENTE AURORA RON CHOATE OPERATIONS 04/14/2015 47.34
MEDILOWINCC 8004133302 PHIL LIND FACILITIES 03/30/2015 272.92
MESSAGE MEDIA MELBOURNE MEREDYTH MUTH CITY MANAGER 04/07/2015 900.00
MICHAELS STORES 2059 SUPERIOR CATHERINE JEPSON PARKS 04/10/2015 4.58
MICROSOFT - 8058 BROOM BROOMFIELD MATTHEW BUSH IT 03/23/2015 39.99
MICROSOFT - 8058 BROOM BROOMFIELD MATTHEW BUSH IT 03/23/2015 -43.25
MOST DEPENDABLE FOUNTA 800-552-6331 DENNIS COYNE PARKS 04/09/2015 233.31
MUDROCKS TAP AND T LOUISVILLE BRIAN GARDUNO OPERATIONS 03/23/2015 24.60
MURDOCHS RANCH & HOME WESTMINSTER DAVID DEAN GOLF COURSE 04/20/2015 68.93
MURDOCHS RANCH & HOME WESTMINSTER BRETT TUBBS FACILITIES 04/01/2015 14.99
NAPA AUTO PART 0026903 LOUISVILLE JEFF LEBECK OPERATIONS 04/14/2015 18.42
NAPA AUTO PART 0026903 LOUISVILLE HARLAN VITOFF PARKS 04/09/2015 103.63
NAPA AUTO PART 0026903 LOUISVILLE ANTHONY M BRUNNING WASTEWATER 04/08/2015 96.79
NAPA AUTO PART 0026903 LOUISVILLE BOB BERNHARDT PARKS 04/01/2015 30.24
NAPA AUTO PART 0026903 LOUISVILLE ROBERT ERICHSEN PARKS 03/31/2015 13.50
NAPA AUTO PART 0026903 LOUISVILLE BOB BERNHARDT PARKS 03/31/2015 20.16
NAPA AUTO PART 0026903 LOUISVILLE ROBERT ERICHSEN PARKS 03/25/2015 31.40
NAPA AUTO PART 0026903 LOUISVILLE ROBERT ERICHSEN PARKS 03/24/2015 7.34
NAPA AUTO PART 0026903 LOUISVILLE TANNER THORSON WASTEWATER 03/23/2015 23.20
NETWORX-BULB DIRECT 5853412000 KATIE BEASLEY REC CENTER 03/26/2015 59.97
NEXT DOOR FOOD & DRINK LOVELAND SUZANNE JANSSEN CITY MANAGER 03/23/2015 -32.00
NOR*NORTHERN TOOL 800-222-5381 TANNER THORSON WASTEWATER 04/08/2015 418.02
NORTHWEST PARKWAY LLC 303-9262500 CRAIG DUFFIN PUBLIC WORKS 03/24/2015 12.15
O MEARA FORD NORTHGLENN MASON THOMPSON OPERATIONS 03/23/2015 65.87
O MEARA FORD NORTHGLENN MASON THOMPSON OPERATIONS 03/23/2015 44.92
O MEARA FORD NORTHGLENN RON CHOATE OPERATIONS 03/20/2015 193.61
O.C.P.O./C.E.C.T.I. 303-3948994 JUSTIN ELKINS WASTEWATER 04/10/2015 35.00
0O.C.P.O./C.E.C.T.I. 303-3948994 JUSTIN ELKINS WASTEWATER 04/10/2015 35.00
O.C.P.O./C.E.C.T.I 303-3948994 JUSTIN ELKINS WASTEWATER 04/10/2015 35.00
0O.C.P.O./C.E.C.T.I. 303-3948994 TANNER THORSON WASTEWATER 04/02/2015 35.00
OFFICE MAX SUPERIOR CAROL HANSON CITY CLERK 03/25/2015 23.99
OFFICE MAX SUPERIOR DEAN JOHNSON PARKS 03/25/2015 15.19
OFFICEMAX CT*IN#060286 877-969-6629 MONICA GARLAND BUILDING SAFETY 04/07/2015 52.05
OFFICEMAX CT*IN#200143 877-969-6629 MONICA GARLAND BUILDING SAFETY 04/03/2015 5.84
OFFICEMAX/OFFICEDEPOT®6 SUPERIOR EMBER K BRIGNULL PARKS 04/20/2015 57.74
OFFICEMAX/OFFICEDEPOT6 SUPERIOR EMBER K BRIGNULL PARKS 04/13/2015 40.47
OFFICEMAX/OFFICEDEPOT®6 SUPERIOR JENNI DUNCAN POLICE 04/06/2015 15.99
OFFICEMAX/OFFICEDEPOT6 SUPERIOR JENNI DUNCAN POLICE 04/06/2015 47.96
OFFICEMAX/OFFICEDEPOT®6 SUPERIOR JUSTIN ELKINS WASTEWATER 04/03/2015 14.49
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OFFICEMAX/OFFICEDEPOT®6 SUPERIOR JENNI DUNCAN POLICE 04/01/2015 33.98
OFFICEMAX/OFFICEDEPOT®6 SUPERIOR JENNI DUNCAN POLICE 03/30/2015 162.44
OFFICEMAX/OFFICEDEPOT6 SUPERIOR CAROL HANSON CITY CLERK 03/27/2015 118.88
OLD SANTA FE MEXICAN G LOUISVILLE DAVID D HAYES POLICE 04/10/2015 34.69
OWPSACSTATE 9162786142 BRIAN GARDUNO OPERATIONS 04/06/2015 441.00
PACKAGING AIDS CORP 415-454-4868 DAVE HINZ POLICE 04/14/2015 101.07
PAPER DIRECT 800-272-7377 AMANDA PERERA REC CENTER 04/03/2015 45.98
PARKER STORE LOUISVILL 303-762-6512 VICKIE ILKO OPERATIONS 03/26/2015 142.25
PARKSON CORPORATION 954-9746610 TANNER THORSON WASTEWATER 04/03/2015 305.22
PAYFLOW/PAYPAL 08888839770 DIANE M KREAGER FINANCE 04/02/2015 19.95
PAYFLOW/PAYPAL 08888839770 DIANE M KREAGER FINANCE 04/02/2015 139.25
PAYPAL *CCCMA 4029357733 DAWN BURGESS CITY MANAGER 04/14/2015 15.00
PAYPAL *CCCMA 4029357733 MEREDYTH MUTH CITY MANAGER 04/09/2015 15.00
PAYPAL *COLORADOASS 4029357733 LAURA LOBATO POLICE 03/25/2015 75.00
PAYPAL *NATIONALASS 4029357733 SEAN MCCARTNEY PLANNING 03/31/2015 52.24
PAYPAL *NATIONALASS 4029357733 SEAN MCCARTNEY PLANNING 03/31/2015 81.93
PAYPAL *REGION8SPRET 4029357733 JUSTIN ELKINS WASTEWATER 03/23/2015 190.00
PETSMART INC 1015 SUPERIOR RUSSELL ELLIOTT WATER 04/19/2015 54.29
PIONEER SAND COMPANY BROOMFIELD HARLAN VITOFF PARKS 04/07/2015 36.19
PREMIER CHARTERS 03032892222 KATIE BEASLEY REC CENTER 04/09/2015 529.00
PREMIER CHARTERS 03032892222 KATIE BEASLEY REC CENTER 03/25/2015 451.00
PREMIER CHARTERS 03032892222 KATIE BEASLEY REC CENTER 03/20/2015 451.00
PRESTIGE FLAG 06194972220 DAVID DEAN GOLF COURSE 04/20/2015 557.62
PROVANTAGE LLC 800-3361166 DAVID SZABADOS FACILITIES 03/24/2015 105.40
PUBLICGRANT 8478753620 JEFFREY FISHER POLICE 04/07/2015 103.89
QDOBA MEXICAN GRILLQPS LOUISVILLE LESLIE RINGER HUMAN RESOURCES 04/16/2015 260.00
R & M SALES CO INC DENVER CHRIS LICHTY PARKS 04/09/2015 213.58
R & M SALES CO INC DENVER CHRIS LICHTY PARKS 04/02/2015 169.18
ROBERT BROOKE & ASSOCI 08006422403 BRETT TUBBS FACILITIES 04/10/2015 192.61
ROYCE ROLLS RINGER CO GRAND RAPIDS DENNIS COYNE PARKS 04/09/2015 236.40
RS AND I INC 800-8257999 CLIFFORD SWETT IT 04/03/2015 55.48
S&S WORLDWIDE 800-9373482 PEGGY JONES REC CENTER 04/03/2015 96.49
S&S WORLDWIDE 800-9373482 AMANDA PERERA REC CENTER 03/20/2015 93.49
SAFE SYSTEMS, INC 03034441191 POLLY A BOYD PARKS 04/01/2015 122.55
SD HARDWARE SOURCE SAN DIEGO BRETT TUBBS FACILITIES 04/10/2015 111.72
SEARS.COM 9301 08003494358 JENNI DUNCAN POLICE 04/01/2015 -29.97
SEARS.COM 9301 08003494358 JENNI DUNCAN POLICE 03/26/2015 429.57
SIGNS NOW BOULDER INC BOULDER SEAN MCCARTNEY PLANNING 04/09/2015 109.00
SINCLAIR & RUSH INC 636-282-6805 DAVID SZABADOS FACILITIES 04/09/2015 40.15
SIRCHIE FINGER PRINT L 800-3567311 JENNI DUNCAN POLICE 04/07/2015 50.76
SMARTSIGN 07187971900 KERRY HOLLE PUBLIC WORKS 03/20/2015 249.90
SMILING MOOSE DELI LOUISVILLE JEFFREY FISHER POLICE 04/08/2015 30.46
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SOURCE OFFICE PRODUCTS 303-9648100 ANGELA NORENE OPERATIONS 04/20/2015 19.66
SOURCE OFFICE PRODUCTS 303-9648100 KERRY HOLLE PUBLIC WORKS 04/20/2015 92.91
SOURCE OFFICE PRODUCTS 303-9648100 ANGELA NORENE OPERATIONS 04/13/2015 116.37
SOURCE OFFICE PRODUCTS GOLDEN ANGELA NORENE OPERATIONS 04/02/2015 -210.37
SOURCE OFFICE PRODUCTS 303-9648100 DAWN BURGESS CITY MANAGER 04/09/2015 78.33
SOURCE OFFICE PRODUCTS 303-9648100 LESLIE RINGER HUMAN RESOURCES 04/09/2015 260.31
SOURCE OFFICE PRODUCTS 303-9648100 POLLY A BOYD PARKS 04/02/2015 46.58
SOURCE OFFICE PRODUCTS 303-9648100 LESLIE RINGER HUMAN RESOURCES 03/30/2015 13.65
SOURCE OFFICE PRODUCTS 303-9648100 POLLY A BOYD PARKS 03/24/2015 55.48
SPEEDY SIGN WORKS INC 303-5302595 CATHERINE JEPSON PARKS 04/15/2015 36.00
SQ *STEVE LANZ LOUISVILLE HARLAN VITOFF PARKS 03/30/2015 375.00
STAPLS7133730461000001 877-8267755 DIANE M KREAGER FINANCE 03/20/2015 1,419.18
STAPLS7133766640000001 877-8267755 KAREN FREITER LIBRARY 03/21/2015 91.09
STAPLS7133986225000001 877-8267755 TANNER THORSON WASTEWATER 03/26/2015 78.52
STAPLS7133986225000002 877-8267755 TANNER THORSON WASTEWATER 03/26/2015 53.29
STAPLS7134051947000001 877-8267755 JUSTIN ELKINS WASTEWATER 03/27/2015 33.65
STAPLS7134051947000002 877-8267755 JUSTIN ELKINS WASTEWATER 03/27/2015 20.00
STAPLS7134317077000001 877-8267755 KAREN FREITER LIBRARY 04/02/2015 9.78
STAPLS7134317077000002 877-8267755 KAREN FREITER LIBRARY 04/02/2015 4.50
STAPLS7134317077000003 877-8267755 KAREN FREITER LIBRARY 04/01/2015 24.38
STAPLS7134468091000001 877-8267755 JENNI DUNCAN POLICE 04/03/2015 328.41
STAPLS7134793220000001 877-8267755 POLLY A BOYD PARKS 04/10/2015 108.89
STARBUCKS #05587 LOUIS LOUISVILLE JENNI DUNCAN POLICE 03/20/2015 29.90
STERICYCLE 08667837422 POLLY A BOYD PARKS 04/10/2015 264.11
SUMMIT LABORATORIES 03032939862 BRETT TUBBS FACILITIES 04/09/2015 177.66
SUPPLYWORKS CORP 08565333261 PATRICIA MORGAN REC CENTER 04/17/2015 238.53
SUPPLYWORKS CORP 08565333261 ROBERT ERICHSEN PARKS 04/17/2015 349.92
SUPPLYWORKS CORP 08565333261 PATRICIA MORGAN REC CENTER 04/16/2015 -73.39
SUPPLYWORKS CORP 08565333261 PATRICIA MORGAN REC CENTER 03/27/2015 279.18
SUPPLYWORKS CORP 08565333261 ROBERT ERICHSEN PARKS 03/25/2015 587.92
SUPPLYWORKS CORP 08565333261 ROBERT ERICHSEN PARKS 03/25/2015 471.28
TARGET 00017699 SUPERIOR CATHERINE JEPSON PARKS 04/10/2015 28.33
TARGET 00017699 SUPERIOR KIM CONTINI REC CENTER 03/29/2015 67.92
TEACHERSPAYTEACHERS.CO 6468011276 LARISSA COX REC CENTER 04/01/2015 8.00
THE BLUE PARROT LOUISVILLE POLLY A BOYD PARKS 03/27/2015 270.70
THE HOME DEPOT 1506 LOUISVILLE CHRIS LICHTY PARKS 04/16/2015 7.25
THE HOME DEPOT 1506 LOUISVILLE JEFF LEBECK OPERATIONS 04/17/2015 70.44
THE HOME DEPOT 1506 LOUISVILLE BOB BERNHARDT PARKS 04/16/2015 12.94
THE HOME DEPOT 1506 LOUISVILLE BRETT TUBBS FACILITIES 04/17/2015 258.60
THE HOME DEPOT 1506 LOUISVILLE BRIAN GARDUNO OPERATIONS 04/16/2015 11.36
THE HOME DEPOT 1506 LOUISVILLE TYLER DURLAND PARKS 04/16/2015 15.83
THE HOME DEPOT 1506 LOUISVILLE ANTHONY M BRUNNING WASTEWATER 04/15/2015 210.80
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SUPPLIER SUPPLIER LOCATION CARDHOLDER DEPARTMENT TRANS DATE AMOUNT
THE HOME DEPOT 1506 LOUISVILLE TYLER DURLAND PARKS 04/15/2015 4.60
THE HOME DEPOT 1506 LOUISVILLE PATRICIA MORGAN REC CENTER 04/15/2015 6.58
THE HOME DEPOT 1506 LOUISVILLE BOB BERNHARDT PARKS 04/14/2015 74.55
THE HOME DEPOT 1506 LOUISVILLE BOB BERNHARDT PARKS 04/14/2015 -29.91
THE HOME DEPOT 1506 LOUISVILLE BOB BERNHARDT PARKS 04/14/2015 49.32
THE HOME DEPOT 1506 LOUISVILLE MIKE THOMPSON FACILITIES 04/13/2015 12.58
THE HOME DEPOT 1506 LOUISVILLE MATT LOOMIS PARKS 04/13/2015 8.05
THE HOME DEPOT 1506 LOUISVILLE TYLER DURLAND PARKS 04/10/2015 7.94
THE HOME DEPOT 1506 LOUISVILLE BRETT TUBBS FACILITIES 04/09/2015 45.49
THE HOME DEPOT 1506 LOUISVILLE BRETT TUBBS FACILITIES 04/09/2015 19.61
THE HOME DEPOT 1506 LOUISVILLE KERRY KRAMER PARKS 04/09/2015 83.76
THE HOME DEPOT 1506 LOUISVILLE TYLER DURLAND PARKS 04/08/2015 18.94
THE HOME DEPOT 1506 LOUISVILLE PATRICK FARRELL WATER 04/08/2015 65.96
THE HOME DEPOT 1506 LOUISVILLE KATHLEEN D LORENZO PARKS 04/08/2015 9.53
THE HOME DEPOT 1506 LOUISVILLE VICKIE ILKO OPERATIONS 04/07/2015 180.97
THE HOME DEPOT 1506 LOUISVILLE BOB BERNHARDT PARKS 04/07/2015 19.92
THE HOME DEPOT 1506 LOUISVILLE BRADLEY AUSTIN PARKS 04/07/2015 37.74
THE HOME DEPOT 1506 LOUISVILLE HARLAN VITOFF PARKS 04/07/2015 55.71
THE HOME DEPOT 1506 LOUISVILLE BRIAN SINNER PARKS 04/06/2015 150.00
THE HOME DEPOT 1506 LOUISVILLE BRIAN SINNER PARKS 04/06/2015 24.98
THE HOME DEPOT 1506 LOUISVILLE PHIL LIND FACILITIES 04/06/2015 259.00
THE HOME DEPOT 1506 LOUISVILLE BOB BERNHARDT PARKS 04/06/2015 31.88
THE HOME DEPOT 1506 LOUISVILLE BRETT TUBBS FACILITIES 04/06/2015 235.51
THE HOME DEPOT 1506 LOUISVILLE BOB BERNHARDT PARKS 04/06/2015 3.88
THE HOME DEPOT 1506 LOUISVILLE BRIAN SINNER PARKS 04/06/2015 -76.30
THE HOME DEPOT 1506 LOUISVILLE TYLER DURLAND PARKS 04/02/2015 22.00
THE HOME DEPOT 1506 LOUISVILLE ANTHONY M BRUNNING WASTEWATER 04/03/2015 75.35
THE HOME DEPOT 1506 LOUISVILLE JEFF LEBECK OPERATIONS 04/03/2015 93.92
THE HOME DEPOT 1506 LOUISVILLE BOB BERNHARDT PARKS 04/02/2015 41.91
THE HOME DEPOT 1506 LOUISVILLE KATHLEEN D LORENZO PARKS 04/01/2015 21.92
THE HOME DEPOT 1506 LOUISVILLE TYLER DURLAND PARKS 04/01/2015 37.59
THE HOME DEPOT 1506 LOUISVILLE KATHLEEN D LORENZO PARKS 03/30/2015 84.97
THE HOME DEPOT 1506 LOUISVILLE BRIDGET BACON LIBRARY 03/29/2015 7.48
THE HOME DEPOT 1506 LOUISVILLE GLEN SIEDENBURG WATER 03/28/2015 82.84
THE HOME DEPOT 1506 LOUISVILLE ERIK SWIATEK PARKS 03/25/2015 35.87
THE HOME DEPOT 1506 LOUISVILLE KENNETH SWANSON BUILDING SAFETY 03/24/2015 31.41
THE HOME DEPOT 1506 LOUISVILLE RUSSELL ELLIOTT WATER 03/23/2015 11.94
THE HOME DEPOT 1506 LOUISVILLE BRADLEY AUSTIN PARKS 03/23/2015 25.84
THE HOME DEPOT 1506 LOUISVILLE MATT LOOMIS PARKS 03/19/2015 13.00
THE HOME DEPOT 1506 LOUISVILLE DAVID SZABADOS FACILITIES 03/20/2015 49.02
THE HOME DEPOT 1506 LOUISVILLE PHIL LIND FACILITIES 03/20/2015 49.00
THE HOME DEPOT 1506 LOUISVILLE DAVID DEAN GOLF COURSE 03/19/2015 64.98
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THE LIFEGUARD STORE IN 309-451-5858 KATIE MEYER REC CENTER 04/04/2015 170.40
THE SSL STORE.COM 727-8201163 CLIFFORD SWETT IT 04/12/2015 497.50
TOSHIBA BUSINESS SOLUT CHANDLER AMANDA PERERA REC CENTER 03/23/2015 242.50
THE HUCKLEBERRY LOUISVILLE KATIE BEASLEY REC CENTER 04/03/2015 26.25
THE HUCKLEBERRY LOUISVILLE JILL SIEWERT LIBRARY 04/01/2015 180.00
ULINE *SHIP SUPPLIES 800-295-5510 JEFF LEBECK OPERATIONS 03/27/2015 336.01
UNITED AIRLINES 800-932-2732 JUSTIN ELKINS WASTEWATER 04/17/2015 25.00
UNITED AIRLINES 800-932-2732 JUSTIN ELKINS WASTEWATER 04/13/2015 25.00
UNITED AIRLINES 800-932-2732 MIKE MILLER POLICE 04/12/2015 25.00
UNITED SITE SERVICE 508-594-2564 DAVID DEAN GOLF COURSE 04/13/2015 168.00
UNIV SPACE RESEARCH AS 02814862147 REBECCA CAMPBELL LIBRARY 04/14/2015 249.00
UPSTART/EDUPRESS 866-8905385 KRISTEN BODINE LIBRARY 04/09/2015 207.46
US PLASTICS/NEATLY SMA 419-228-2242 DAVID SZABADOS FACILITIES 03/23/2015 168.67
USA BLUE BOOK 08004939876 RUSSELL K BROWN WATER 04/07/2015 56.95
USA BLUE BOOK 08004939876 RUSSELL K BROWN WATER 04/07/2015 637.61
VANCE BROTHERS COLORAD DENVER MICHAEL CLEVELAND OPERATIONS 03/20/2015 152.00
VSN*DOTGOVREGISTRATION 877-734-4688 CLIFFORD SWETT IT 04/17/2015 125.00
VWR INTERNATIONAL INC 08009325000 TANNER THORSON WASTEWATER 04/07/2015 23.93
VWR INTERNATIONAL INC 08009325000 TANNER THORSON WASTEWATER 04/04/2015 16.31
VZWRLSS*MY VZ VB P ALPHARETTA DIANE M KREAGER FINANCE 04/16/2015 1,272.19
VZWRLSS*MY VZ VB P ALPHARETTA DIANE M KREAGER FINANCE 04/07/2015 1,252.94
VZWRLSS*PRPAY AUTOPAY 888-294-6804 CRAIG DUFFIN PUBLIC WORKS 04/05/2015 20.00
WALGREENS #1286 LOUISVILLE KATHLEEN D LORENZO PARKS 04/14/2015 8.97
WALGREENS #1286 LOUISVILLE MIKE THOMPSON FACILITIES 04/10/2015 19.12
WATEREUSE ASSOCIATION 703-5480880 TANNER THORSON WASTEWATER 03/25/2015 650.00
WAYFAIR*WAYFAIR WAYFAIR.COM JESSE DEGRAW REC CENTER 04/04/2015 59.96
WHITESIDES BOOTS & CLO BRIGHTON ROBERT CARRA WATER 03/30/2015 -97.64
WHITESIDES BOOTS & CLO BRIGHTON ROBERT CARRA WATER 03/30/2015 89.99
WW GRAINGER 877-2022594 HARLAN VITOFF PARKS 04/15/2015 569.85
WW GRAINGER 877-2022594 PHIL LIND FACILITIES 04/15/2015 6.19
WW GRAINGER 877-2022594 DAVID SZABADOS FACILITIES 04/14/2015 42.07
WW GRAINGER 877-2022594 BRETT TUBBS FACILITIES 04/13/2015 655.41
WW GRAINGER 877-2022594 BRETT TUBBS FACILITIES 04/13/2015 4.55
WW GRAINGER 877-2022594 BRETT TUBBS FACILITIES 04/13/2015 10.36
WW GRAINGER 877-2022594 BRETT TUBBS FACILITIES 04/13/2015 110.66
WW GRAINGER 877-2022594 BRETT TUBBS FACILITIES 04/13/2015 590.03
WW GRAINGER 877-2022594 DAVID SZABADOS FACILITIES 04/13/2015 18.21
WW GRAINGER 877-2022594 BRETT TUBBS FACILITIES 04/13/2015 50.00
WW GRAINGER 877-2022594 CATHERINE JEPSON PARKS 04/10/2015 60.80
WW GRAINGER 877-2022594 DAVID SZABADOS FACILITIES 04/10/2015 143.96
WW GRAINGER 877-2022594 BRETT TUBBS FACILITIES 04/03/2015 163.88
WW GRAINGER 877-2022594 DAVID SZABADOS FACILITIES 04/03/2015 51.27
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WW GRAINGER 877-2022594 BRETT TUBBS FACILITIES 04/03/2015 96.36
WW GRAINGER 877-2022594 BRETT TUBBS FACILITIES 04/03/2015 110.72
WW GRAINGER 877-2022594 BRETT TUBBS FACILITIES 04/03/2015 40.63
WW GRAINGER 877-2022594 BRETT TUBBS FACILITIES 04/03/2015 432.85
WW GRAINGER 877-2022594 BRETT TUBBS FACILITIES 04/03/2015 19.14
WW GRAINGER 877-2022594 BRETT TUBBS FACILITIES 04/02/2015 49.15
WW GRAINGER 877-2022594 PHIL LIND FACILITIES 04/02/2015 792.00
WW GRAINGER 877-2022594 BRETT TUBBS FACILITIES 03/26/2015 27.88
WW GRAINGER 877-2022594 DAVID SZABADOS FACILITIES 03/23/2015 4.96
X-TRADING INC DENVER ALLISON DICARO REC CENTER 03/25/2015 176.76
CREDIT BALANCE APPLIED CLIFFORD SWETT IT 04/12/2015 -154.83
CREDIT BALANCE ON ACCT ANGELA NORENE PUBLIC WORKS 04/02/2015 49.34
CREDIT BALANCE ON ACCT ROBERT CARRA WATER 03/30/2015 7.65
TOTAL $ 7721114
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City Council

Meeting Minutes

May 5, 2015
City Hall, Council Chambers
749 Main Street
7:00 PM

Call to Order — Mayor Muckle called the meeting to order at 7:00 p.m.
Roll Call was taken and the following members were present:

City Council: Mayor Robert Muckle, Mayor Pro Tem Hank Dalton
City Council members: Jeff Lipton, Sue Loo,
Ashley Stolzmann, Chris Leh and Jay Keany

Staff Present: Malcolm Fleming, City Manager
Heather Balser, Deputy City Manager
Kevin Watson, Finance Director
Kurt Kowar, Public Works Director
Dave Hayes, Police Chief
Troy Russ, Planning & Building Safety Director
Sean McCartney, Principal Planner
Meredyth Muth, Public Relations Manager
Nancy Varra, City Clerk

Others Present: Sam Light, City Attorney
PLEDGE OF ALLEGIANCE
All rose for the pledge of allegiance.
APPROVAL OF AGENDA

Mayor Muckle called for changes to the agenda and hearing none, moved to approve
the agenda, seconded by Council member Keany. All were in favor.

PUBLIC COMMENTS ON ITEMS NOT ON THE AGENDA

No comments.

APPROVAL OF THE CONSENT AGENDA

City of Louisville
City Council 749 Main Street  Louisville CO 80027
303.335.4533 (phone)  303.335.4550 (fax)  www.louisvilleco.gov
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MOTION: Council member Stolzmann moved to approve the consent agenda,
seconded by Council member Leh. All were in favor.

A. Approval of Bills
B. Approval of Minutes —April 21, 2015
C. Award Bid for 2015 Water Main Replacement Project

COUNCIL INFORMATIONAL COMMENTS ON PERTINENT ITEMS NOT ON THE
AGENDA

Mayor Muckle announced the Coal Creek Golf Course will reopen on June 27" at 10:00
a.m.

CITY MANAGER’S REPORT
No items to report.

REGULAR BUSINESS

PROCLAMATION - OLDER AMERICANS MONTH

Senior Services Supervisor Beasley introduced members of the Senior Advisory Board:
Julie Stone, Debbie Fahey and Betty Heinrich and Senior Services staff members Diane
Evans and Trish Morgan.

Mayor Muckle proclaimed May as Older Americans Month in the City of Louisville. He
read the proclamation and presented it to the Senior Advisory Board members and the
Senior Services.

Senior Advisory Board Member Julie Stone thanked the Mayor and City Council for the
proclamation. She invited all seniors to a Hawaiian Luau on May 20™ at the Louisville
Recreation Center. Senior Services Supervisor Beasley thanked the Mayor and Council
for recognizing Louisville’s seniors.

RESOLUTION No. 25, SERIES 2015 - A RESOLUTION APPROVING A BUSINESS
ASSISTANCE AGREEMENT WITH MCCASLIN RETAIL, LLC FOR AN ECONOMIC
DEVELOPMENT PROJECT IN THE CITY OF LOUISVILLE

Mayor Muckle requested a staff presentation.
Economic Development Director DeJong explained staff requests City Council action on
a proposed Economic Development Business Assistance Package (BAP) for a retail

expansion project located at 994 Dillon Road. The McCaslin Marketplace project is a
redevelopment of the property at 994 Dillon Road. The property is currently tenanted by
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Old Santa Fe Grill and is proposed to be redeveloped into an approximately 13,000 sf
retail building able to accommodate up to 6 retail tenants. The property is owned by
McCaslin Retail, LLC an entity controlled by Signature Partners.

McCaslin Retail, LLC is currently negotiating leases with the current tenant, Old Santa
Fe Girill, as well as several food establishments and retailers not currently in Louisville.
The retail additions have the potential to generate an additional $4,000,000 in retail
sales above the current sales generated at the property. The prospective new tenants
wish to remain confidential, but are national and regional brands that have had success
in the metro Denver area.

City staff estimates the redevelopment will generate new revenue of approximately

$776,000 from building permit fees, construction use taxes, and increased sales tax
generation directly to the City in the first 5 years of operation, given the investment.

Based upon the estimated revenue projection, staff recommended the following:

Proposed Assistance Approximate Value
50% rebate of Building Permit Fees $13,500
50% rebate of Construction Use $21,000
40% rebate of increased Sales Taxes for 5 years $240,000
Total Rebates $274,500

Staff Recommendation: Staff recommended the City Council approve Resolution No.
25, Series 2015.

PUBLIC COMMENTS

Sherry Sommer, 910 S. Palisade Court, Louisville, CO questioned whether there was
really a need to refund 30% of the City’s financial gain to the developer.

PUBLIC COMMENTS

Council member Stolzmann responded to Ms. Sommers question and explained the
City tries to stay competitive with the surrounding municipalities, who also offer
incentives to developers and new businesses. What is rebated is just a portion of the
sales tax they bring to the City. In this particular case, it is sales tax over what is
currently being generated on the property. She felt it was a fair amount to rebate in
order to stay competitive because the City does want the retail. The City will get the
60% of the sales tax for five years and afterwards they will get 100% of the sales tax.

MOTION: Mayor Pro Tem Dalton moved to approve Resolution No. 25, Series 2015,

seconded by Council member Leh. Roll call vote was taken. The motion passed by a
vote of 7-0.
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GATEWAY ANNEXATION - Continued from 04/21/2015

1. ORDINANCE No. 1687, SERIES 2015 — AN ORDINANCE AMENDING
ORDINANCE Nos. 1165 AND 1166, SERIES 1994 CONCERNING THE
GATEWAY ANNEXATION AND APPROVING AN AMENDMENT TO AN
ADDENDUM TO ANNEXATION AGREEMENT - 2" READING - PUBLIC
HEARING

2. RESOLUTION No. 22, SERIES 2015 — A RESOLUTION APPROVING AN
AMENDMENT TO THE GATEWAY FINAL PLANNED UNIT DEVELOPMENT
(PUD) TO MODIFY THE HEIGHT ALLOWANCE LANGUAGE ON LOTS 1 AND
2, BLOCK 1 FROM “1 STORY WITH A 26 FEET MAXIMUM BUILDING
HEIGHT” TO “1 OR 2 STORIES WITH A MAXIMUM BUILDING HEIGHT OF 26
FEET”

Mayor Muckle reminded the public they may speak on either agenda item. He
requested a City Attorney introduction.

City Attorney Light introduced Ordinance No. 1687, Series 2016 and Resolution No. 22,
Series 2015.

Mayor Muckle reopened the public hearing and requested a staff presentation.

Planning and Building Safety Director Russ explained this is a Gateway PUD
Amendment request. The applicant is requesting an ordinance to modify the height
allowance language on Lots 1 and 2, Block 1 from “1 story with a 26 feet maximum
building height” to “1 or 2 stories with a maximum building height of 26 feet”.

At the April 21% hearing Council directed staff to work with the applicant to determine if
there was a potential agreement between the land owner and City to introduce a lot
coverage reduction in exchange for the City agreeing to modify the 1 story restriction
and permit a 2nd story within the allowed 26-foot height allowance. The applicant did not
want to accept a lot coverage reduction from the allowed 10%. The applicant requested
the City allow a 2nd floor within the allowed 26-foot height restriction.

Staff believes the request, if approved, will not negatively impact the view corridors
when compared to what is expected with the current building allowances.

Staff Recommendation: Staff recommended the City Council approve Ordinance No.
1687, Series 2015 and Resolution No. 22, Series 2015.

APPLICANT PRESENTATION

Jeremy Weiss, 2287 S. Columbine, Denver, CO, land owner, thanked Council for the
opportunity to address them. He explained at the last City Council meeting he
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presented a proposition to amend the language in the existing PUD to allow a 2-story
home within the allowable 26’ height restriction. He was asked to forfeit lot coverage in
exchange for approval of a 2-story home. After discussing the matter, they decline to
forfeit any of the current allowable 10% lot coverage. They do not believe the lot
coverage should not be part of the discussion. He stated his understanding the Council
wants a written guarantee a future land owner will not build a structure or addition to
block the views. He suggested this would best be handled by mandating any additions
or improvements to the property be reviewed by the Home Owners Association (HOA)
and the Design Review Committee (DRC). They have already received endorsements
from the HOA and the DRC for a 2 story home and approved the placement of the
footprint for the home. He requested the Council change the language to allow the two
story structure.

co-owner of the property, reviewed their
proposal through a conceptual plan, which reflected the difference between a one-story
and two-story house on the lot. She noted the blue spruces in the area, when they
reach the maximum height will be taller than their proposed house. She explained the
second story is a cape top and will be smaller than the first floor. She stated this project
will have a smaller footprint, decreasing the amount of cement and have more land for
water absorption. She felt it would also be a benefit for Louisville by decreasing the
blockage for the views. She noted this project was unanimously supported by the
Planning Commission and has the strong support of the HOA.

COUNCIL COMMENTS

Council member Loo commented on the lovely design for the home, but questioned why
the applicant is not flexible on lot coverage. Mr. Weiss stated they did not want to do
anything to hurt the value of the property. He explained the home would still be the
same height so it did not seem appropriate to reduce the lot coverage.

Council member Loo stated her understanding that the PUD did not have any
restrictions on roof pitches. If the change is made without an altered lot coverage
agreement, there would be nothing to prevent a person from building a massive 9,800
SF, flat-roofed home. Her concern centered on the property changing hands and a
massive structure being built. Mr. Weiss explained the lot to the south is a 1 story, 26’
high home with the ability to cover 10% of the lot. He questioned why his lot would be
any different.

Council member Loo inquired about the regulations for roof pitch. Planning and
Building Safety Director explained in the current PUD regulations there is nothing
governing roof pitch. He noted an applicant could come forward with a request for a
26’ high, 1 story, 9,800 SF home with a flat roof, but it would have an enormous vaulted
ceiling. Architecture and practicality would limit such a structure. Council member Loo
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agreed it is unlikely such a home would be built, but noted there is a large home on the
mesa with a flat roof, and there is nothing preventing such a structure being built.

City Attorney Light responded to Council member Loo’s question relative to the control
mechanism to prevent such large homes being built as follows: Council could direct
staff to negotiate with the applicant as to whether they would be willing to include
language in the annexation agreement amendment to address this issue. The current
controls in place are provisions in the annexation ordnance; the initial zoning ordinance;
in the contract and in the PUD. All four of which would need to be amended to allow the
2 stories within the 26’. He noted Council’s direction at the last meeting was for staff to
negotiate with the applicant on a lot coverage requirement. He noted a roof pitch
requirement has not been negotiated.

Council member Stolzmann explained the Council is tasked with looking at various
criteria, making sure the view corridors are protected and other items the HOA does not
look at. The applicant presented information relative to their proposal, but was unwilling
to document certain information. She would approve what was presented with some
flexibility, but without documentation, would not approve amending the ordinances or to
modify the PUD.

Mayor Muckle agreed with Council member Loo’s comments. He called for public
comment and hearing none, closed the public hearing.

ORDINANCE No. 1687, SERIES 2015

MOTION: Mayor Pro Tem Dalton moved to approve Ordinance No. 1687, Series 2015,
seconded by Council member Leh. Roll call vote was taken. The motion failed by a
vote of 5-2. Mayor Pro Tem Dalton and Council member Leh voted yes.

City Attorney Light explained with the disapproval of Ordinance No. 1687, Series 2015,
Ordinance Nos. 1165 and 1166 and the amendment to the addendum to the annexation
agreement shall remain as currently written. He offered language for the motion for
Resolution No. 22, Series 2015.

RESOLUTION No. 22, SERIES 2015

MOTON: Mayor Muckle moved to disapprove Resolution 22, Series 2015 on the basis
that with the disapproval of Ordinance No. 1687, Series 2015, the proposed PUD
amendment is inconsistent with existing annexation and zoning ordinances and the
annexation agreement that governs the property. The motion was seconded by Council
member Keany.

Council member Stolzmann requested clarification on the amendment in the motion.

City Attorney Light explained the disapproval of Resolution No. 22 clarifies the reason
for disapproval is if the existing ordinances and annexation agreement stays in place,
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the PUD cannot be approved because it would be inconsistent with the existing
documents governing the property.

VOTE: Roll call vote was taken. The motion carried by a vote of 5-2. Mayor Pro Tem
Dalton and Council member Leh voted no.

RENEWAL OF COMCAST CABLE FRANCHISE

1. ORDINANCE No. 1685, SERIES 2015, AN ORDINANCE GRANTING A NON-
EXCLUSIVE FRANCHISE BY THE CITY OF LOUISVILLE TO COMCAST OF
COLORADO I, LLC AND ITS LAWFUL SUCCESSORS, TRANSFEREES AND
ASSIGNS, FOR THE RIGHT TO MAKE REASONABLE AND LAWFUL USE OF
RIGHTS-OF-WAY WITHIN THE CITY TO CONSTRUCT, OPERATE,
MAINTAIN, RECONSTRUCT, REPAIR AND UPGRADE A CABLE SYSTEM
FOR THE PURPOSE OF PROVIDING CABLE SERVICES WITHIN THE CITY -
2" Reading — Public Hearing

2. ORDINANCE No. 1686, SERIES 2015, AN ORDINANCE REESTABLISHING
CITY OF LOUISVILLE CABLE TELEVISION CUSTOMER SERVICE
STANDARDS - 2" Reading — Public Hearing

3. LETTER OF AGREEMENT BETWEEN THE CITY OF LOUISVILLE AND
COMCAST

Mayor Muckle requested a City Attorney introduction.

City Attorney Light introduced Ordinance Nos. 1685 and 1686, Series 2015 and the
Letter of Agreement between the City of Louisville and Comcast.

Mayor Muckle opened the public hearing and requested a staff presentation.

Public Relations Manager Muth explained before the Council is the ordinance granting a
Comcast Cable Franchise, the ordinance reestablishing the City of Louisville Cable
Television Standards, and a letter of agreement. Comcast Cable is currently the only
source of cable television services in Louisville, and serves approximately 4,500
subscribers. They are currently working under a month-to-month agreement based on
the 2006 franchise. It is a non-exclusive franchise and the City is open to other
providers. The Franchise does not cover rates, cable packages or broadband. The
Franchise does cover use of the right-of-way; Access Channels (Public, Educational
and Government) and Franchise and PEG Fees. The proposed agreement is unlikely
to resolve most of the issues residents have with Comcast. The negotiating team tried
to address what they could under current law while balancing cost and impacts. Public
Input: Most of the complaints staff received related to Comcast fall into the following
categories:
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e Comcast storefront in Louisville.

e Customer Service reports of poor service from the call center, missed service
calls and poor treatment from staff.

e Unclear billing: bills were unclear and changed month-to-month even when no
service changes were made.

e Rates: Complaints rates continually go up and there is no rate for low income
residents or seniors.

The negotiating team tried to address the following in the franchise:: returning a
storefront in Louisville; improved reporting of complaints; continued PEG Channels; two-
hour window for service calls and a larger letter of credit for service infractions.

The cost of returning a storefront to Louisville would likely double bill of every Louisville
resident so the team dropped that point. Comcast would not change their reporting
process so City staff will compile a report of complaints. Comcast is currently
advertising a two-hour service window, but would only agree to a four-hour window in
the Customer Service Standards. They will agree to the two-hour window as long that
that remains company practice.

Some of the proposal specifics are as follows: It is a 10-year franchise; franchise fees
equal to 5% gross revenue; there is an option for high definition for Channel 8 in three
years and PEG fees will equal 50 cents per customer.

Fiscal Impact: Franchise fees equaled approximately $260,000 in 2014; PEG fees
totaled approximately $25,000 in 2014.

Unknown items that could affect the franchise in the future include possible changes in
technology and changes in federal law.

Side Agreement: An Agreement with Comcast to cover the following issues:
e Service will be provided to the new City Services Facility in CTC.
e Comcast volunteers to adhere to two-hour service window as long as that is
company practice (it cannot go longer than four hours under the CSS).
e Comcast agrees to the billing clarity language in the CSS and the City recognizes
it has no current intent to initiate a complaint related to this.

Staff recommendation: Staff recommended the City Council approve the renewed
franchise with Comcast Cable and the reestablishment of Customer Service Standards.
The following people were available to respond Council’s questions: Public Relations
Manager Muth, Mayor Pro Tem Dalton, the City’s legal counsel, Nancy Rodgers and
Comcast Representative Andy Davis.

COUNCIL COMMENTS
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Council member Leh disclosed one of his wife’s legal clients is Comcast. He recused
himself and left the room.

Council member Stolzmann felt residents would be upset if Comcast was not granted a
franchise. She was interested in looking at effective competition sometime in the future.
She felt it may provide a way to assist low income and seniors by having the City control
the basic cable packages.

Council member Lipton commended the negotiation team on their work. He noted it is
difficult to negotiate with all the limitations prescribed from the federal jurisdictions. He
stated Council must be realistic on what can and cannot be done. He was comfortable
moving forward with approving the franchise agreement. Mayor Muckle concurred.

Council member Lipton commented over the next decade the technologies will change
and there will be more options available to Louisville residents in terms of how they
receive broadband and internet. He felt the City should review the ordinances on cell
towers and antennas to ensure the community is prepared to adopt and accept some of
the new technologies in the future. This would give Comcast more competition.

Mayor Muckle inquired whether the PEG fees will be enough to support Channel 8 and
any other channels. Public Relations Manager Muth stated the PEG fees will be
sufficient enough to support Channel 8. She reported hearing there may be a request
for Channel 54 (public) funding.

Mayor Muckle asked if there is precedence for changing the PEG fee rate if or when
another public channel requests funding. Special Counsel Nancy Rodgers explained
the PEG fees are not established by channel. The 50 cents per household is fairly
standard for this fee. She had not seen anyone negotiate an additional PEG feey

Andy Davis, Comcast Director of Governmental Affairs explained PEG fees are specific
for equipment and hardware. It is not for operations. If there was a point when the City
wanted to revisit the PEG fees, Comcast would be willing to discuss.

Mayor Muckle called for public comment and hearing none, closed the public hearing.
Mayor Pro Tem Dalton thanked Council member Lipton for his comments and
expressed his appreciation to Meredyth Muth and Nancy Rodgers for their work on the
franchise negotiations. He noted, even though Comcast was slow in responding to the
teams’ questions, they did respond and he thanked Andy Davis also.

ORDINANCE No. 1685, SERIES 2015
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MOTION: Mayor Pro Tem Dalton moved to approve Ordinance No. 1685, Series 2015,
seconded by Mayor Muckle. Mayor Muckle noted with the limitations mentioned this
franchise will meet the cable needs of the community who choose to use Comcast.

VOTE: Roll call vote was taken. The motion carried by a vote of 6-0. Council member
Leh recused.

ORDINANCE No. 1686, SERIES 2015

MOTION: Mayor Muckle moved to approve Ordinance No. 1686, Series 2015,
seconded by Mayor Pro Tem Dalton. Roll call vote was taken. The motion carried by a
vote of 6-0. Council member Leh recused.

LETTER OF AGREEMENT BETWEEN THE CITY OF LOUISVILLE AND COMCAST

MOTION: Mayor Pro Tem Dalton moved to approve the Letter of Agreement between
the City of Louisville and Comcast and authorize the Mayor’s signature, seconded by
Council member Keany. All were in favor. Council member Leh recused.

RESOLUTION No. 26, SERIES 2015 — A RESOLUTION APPROVING A
CONSTRUCTION AND MAINTENANCE AGREEMENT WITH BNSF RAILWAY
COMPANY FOR THE SOUTH STREET PEDESTRIAN/BIKE UNDERPASS

Mayor Muckle requested a staff presentation.

City Manager Fleming explained the City selected Atkins North American, Inc. (“Atkins”)
in 2013 to design the underpass to connect the west side of Louisville to the east side of
the railroad tracks. Atkins developed a conceptual design, which was approved by
Council in 2013. 60% of the design plans were submitted to the BNSF Railroad in
January of 2014. The City anticipated a response in a few months, but 18 months later
the BNSF Railroad responded with the proposed contract which provides construction
and maintenance agreement for the underpass. The agreement contains a number of
different components, including an easement for the recreation trail and pedestrian bike
underpass; a permanent easement for the recreational trail and underpass and an
undefined term lease for parking within the BNSF right-of-way (north and south of the
underpass and several hundred feet south of Pine Street).

Staff is still negotiating with the railroad the exact areas to be covered by the parking
agreement. In order to move this project forward, staff asked Council to consider and
approve the agreement with the provision the Mayor and City Manager would have the
ability to negotiate additional details as long as they do not alter the substantial form of
the agreement approved by Council.

Staff worked with several railroad representatives over the past several weeks. One of
the elements is a cost agreement for the bridge structure, which would be paid for by
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the City, but constructed by the railroad. The initial budgeting two years ago estimated
a total project cost of $2.7 Million Dollars, with the bridge structure costing $600,000.
The current agreement puts the total cost of the bridge to be $1 Million Dollars
($800,000 for construction and $150,000 for flagging and other construction aspects).
Staff will prepare a budget amendment to provide full funding for the entire project. He
stated there was enough money in the City’s 2015 budget. Staff will present options to
address this issue for Council to consider in the 2016-2020 Capital Improvements
Program.

COUNCIL COMNMENTS

Council member Stolzmann asked what this means in terms of timeframe for executing
items later on this year. City Manager explained the City has an agreement, which
requires more work from the railroad. It does not commit the railroad to any specific
timeframe for the construction. The City, along with other communities is trying to
determine when construction may happen. There is some chance the construction may
begin this year, but there are no assurances.

Council member Stolzmann inquired about the easement from the center of the track, in
response to an email from Erik Hartronft and Randy Caranci. The question was how far
out from the middle of the track would the fence be placed. She asked if the City has to
fence south of Pine Street if the easement is only 25’ instead of 18’.

City Manager Fleming reported meeting with Erik Hartronft and Randy Caranci this
afternoon to address the issue of fencing along the project. Everyone agreed on
minimizing the amount of land fenced off from parking. BNSF has agreed from Giriffith
to Pine Street would be 18’ from the center of the rails to the fence. They have
proposed the fence be located 25’ from the centerline south of Pine Street. Everyone
involved has tried to get the railroad to agree to an 18’ or smaller right-of-way fence
location. Staff intends to continue to work with the railroad to scale the fencing back to
18’ south of Pine Street. He explained it is very difficult to negotiate with the railroad
and it takes months to get a response. He urged Council to consider the agreement
and allow what can get in place.

Council member Stolzmann asked if the agreement required a fence south of Pine
Street. Planning and Building Safety Director Russ explained the agreement does not
require the fence. The original cost of the bridge was reduced by $1 Million Dollars
when the City agreed to a fence between Griffith and Pine. There was a shed to protect
pedestrians from flying ballast and there was a different bridge structure. When the
fence was proposed, the cost was lowered. Subsequently, with desire to get downtown
parking, staff tried to get the fencing south of Pine Street. Because of the steepness of
slope south of Pine Street, the railroad requires a standard 25’ vehicle access to
maintain the track. The railroad has three divisions: Real Estate, Engineering and
Operations and all three must approve the right-of-way.
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Council member Stolzmann commented she did not favor a fence at 25’ out. She did
not see the benefit. She asked when the financial options are brought back she would
like to see the Urban Renewal Authority provide money to address some of the cost
overruns.

Mayor Muckle asked if the agreement with Urban Renewal Authority is they will pay for
half of the cost of the underpass. Economic Development Director Dedong stated the
agreement is for the Louisville Revitalization Commission (LRC) to pay for half of the
cost outside the stormwater improvements projects. If it is greater than the $1.3 Million
Dollars, the LRC will review the cost increase.

PUBLIC COMMENT

Sherry Sommers, 910 S. Palisade Court, Louisville, CO stated her understanding there
would be benefits, trails easements, urban renewal funding, but inquired why this
particular spot was chosen, when there are other competing intersections that appears
to have more traffic.

Randy Caranci, 441 Elk Trail, Louisville, CO reported meeting with City Manager
Fleming this afternoon. He was still not sure where the negotiations currently are in
connection with his lease. He noted he has a 28’ setback from his building to the east.
He would be giving up 3’ if this fence goes forward.

Planning and Building Safety Director Russ explained in the negotiations with the
railroad, the Caranci property was never represented because the City was
representing downtown interests. The agreement with Caranci and Hartronft was a
common interest to make the railroad parking (easement parking) as large as possible.
There is not a lease agreement in terms of the land, as the City did not want to
renegotiate the Caranci lease with the railroad.

Randy Caranci asked that the City keep them informed with respect to the railroad
negotiations. He stated the City Manager assured him there were no negotiations, just
emails and phone calls. He stated his understanding this is for the South Street
Underpass. He was asked last year to give up his lease to get additional parking. He
stated the setback from the centerline of the railroad tracks running south from
Caledonia Street to Pine Street is 18’, but from Pine Street south it is 25’. His current
lease allows for a 22’ setback. He would be giving up 3’. He wanted to see this project
move forward. They hope to be part of discussions and City Manager Fleming has
agreed to keep them informed.

Bruce MacKenzie, 1612 Cottonwood Drive, Louisville, CO inquired about the cost of this
project for the City of Louisville.

COUNCIL COMMENTS
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Mayor Muckle addressed Ms. Summer’s question and explained the underpass
placement was intended to serve as many residents as possible. It has been a long-
time plan to connect the east side of the railroad tracks to the west side.

City Manager Fleming addressed Mr. MacKenzie’s question and explained there are still
a lot of uncertainties. BNSF will do the work and then bill the City for the work. It could
be $1 Million Dollars or less. The City will also have to bid out the remainder of the
project. He estimated a range of $3.2 Million to $3.7 Million, with the Louisville
Revitalization Commission paying half through TIF revenue.

Mayor Muckle addressed Mr. Caranci’s concern and noted the City does not want to
decrease the amount of available parking south of Pine Street. City Manager Fleming
explained he has asked any staff members involved with any written communications
relative to the railroad fencing south of Pine Street to copy Mr. Caranci and Mr. Hartronft
and advise them after phone conversations with the railroad and if it is an actual
meeting, check to see their availability.

Council member Stolzmann stressed the importance to work with all the surrounding
property owners. If the railroad only agrees to 25’, she did not believe the area should
be fenced, which would reduce the existing parking.

Planning and Building Safety Director Russ explained the fencing is not the City’s
choosing. The railroad is legally allowed to fence their right-of-way. City Attorney Light
explained the BNSF contract includes a maintenance agreement for the underpass,
which states the City shall cause to be constructed a fence along a particular distance.
It does not mean there cannot be a dialogue to get the fence moved to a more
advantageous position. BNSF has required the City to construct the fence. When the
lease is finalized it will provide the opportunity to discuss the maximum benefit for
parking.

Mayor Pro Tem Dalton stating his understanding the agreement runs from Griffith Street
to South of Pine. He asked if the railroad is requiring a fence south of Pine Street.
Planning and Building Safety Director Russ explained it is required in the agreement.

Council member Stolzmann stated her understanding the agreement was related to the
underpass and the City added to it to get additional parking. She inquired whether the
City needs the additional parking to get the underpass.

Planning and Building Safety Director Russ stated the fencing from Giriffith Street to
Pine is part of the underpass agreement. City Attorney Light stated one of the
obligations put on the City by the railroad is the fencing from Griffith to 600’ south of
Pine Street. A separate document provides for leasing areas within the right-of-way for
parking. The BNSF railroad is tying the fencing obligation to their authorization for the
underpass. Planning and Building Safety Director Russ explained north of Mr.
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Caranci’s lease, the 25’ from center track is workable. It would provide for head-in
parking and a drive aisle.

Council member Stolzmann stated part of Mr. Caranci’s property is within the diagram.
Mr. Caranci confirmed it was. Planning and Building Safety Director Russ explained the
railroad did not present Mr. Caranci’s property to the City, nor did the City present the
Caranci property to the railroad. The City does not want to affect Mr. Caranci’s lease.
The leasing diagram illustrates what the City would lease from the railroad, which is
north of the Caranci property. He noted the fence line would be pulled back to that
location.

Council member Loo referred to the scale of the diagram and noted 600" would end at
Mr. Caranci’s lease. Mr. Caranci was interested in knowing where the 600’ ended.

City Manager Fleming stated the provision in the agreement still needs some editing.
What the City received from the railroad is a work in progress. The diagram does not
reflect the lease agreement with Mr. Caranci and the railroad should be informed. He
requested the City Council authorize the Mayor, City Manager and staff to finalize the
agreement to be consistent with Council’s direction.

Council member Loo noted Mayor Pro Tem Dalton measured the area and it is 600’ into
Mr. Caranci’s property. Mayor Muckle agreed it is important to get the details right, but
also felt it is important to move the process along.

MOTION: Mayor Muckle moved to approve Resolution No. 26, Series 2015, seconded
by Council member Loo

Council member Stolzmann agreed with moving the process along, but was also
concerned about the issue of the fence along the east side. She felt there was still a lot
of work to be done.

VOTE: Roll call vote was taken. The motion carried by a vote of 7-0.
CITY-WIDE MARGINAL COST FISCAL MODEL
Mayor Muckle requested a staff presentation.

Planning and Building Safety Director Russ explained the Council directed staff to
contract with TischlerBise, Inc. to develop a new marginal cost fiscal impact model. The
model has been developed over the last six months and reviewed by the Finance
Committee, who had questions about capacity and various staffing. Mr. Bise will
provide an overview of the fiscal model and answer the Finance Committee’s questions.
Staff asked for Council direction on proceeding with the fiscal model in order to finalize
the companion model for development.
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Carson Bise, TischlerBise, Fiscal, Economic and Planning Consultants, reviewed the
objectives of the City’s RFP as follows:

1. Develop a marginal-cost fiscal impact model to demonstrate the impact of land
development applications. Estimate City-wide fiscal impacts associated with
various land use scenarios developed as part of any Comprehensive Plan
Update, or Small Area Planning process;

2. City will use to model land use and development scenarios. Evaluate the
municipal fiscal impacts anticipated with various proposed individual land
development applications;

3. Reflect current capacities of City departments. Clarify the City’s levels of service
during City Council goal setting, budgeting, and long-range staffing analysis.
Account for different financing scenarios and be easy to update.

TischlerBise was asked to create two models, one marginal cost model for City-wide
planning and budgeting, and one average cost hybrid model for evaluating individual
development proposals and reviewed the City’s objective.

Fiscal Impact Models are project based on the following: Geographic location;
Timing/phasing of new development; Density; Physical development pattern; Road
network and transportation choices. A Citywide Fiscal Impact Model also includes
intervention strategies and cumulative effect of development decisions.

Application Design: Developed in Excel and Visual Basic allows for a powerful and
flexible application; easily modified; additional modules can be integrated at a later date.
Transparent structure avoids “black box” concerns such as Data, assumptions,
algorithms fully shown.

Application Design: Land Use/Scenario Input Module: Development projects and
growth scenarios are represented through demographic inputs; unlimited number of
land use categories can be reflected and be designed to reflect multiple subareas (fiscal
analysis zones).

Capital Facilities: Option to have the model forecast the need for capital facilities or
enter facilities directly; recognize unused capacities and/or determine growth’s
proportionate share of the costs; build new additions; lag/lead time of construction;
financing mechanisms and repurchase after useful life.

Operating Expenses: Can be organized by department or program area; reflects
program-related operating expenses versus facility-related operating expenses; —
forecasts staff and related expenses; ability to factor one-time costs and ability to factor
fixed costs.
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Revenue: Will include capital and operating revenue; includes both annual and one-
time revenue and the ability to factor fixed revenue.

Maintenance of Tool: Annual Update: Demographics; budget data; capital facility
inventories and capital facility cost factors.

Implementation of fiscal impact model: User’'s Manual with LOS Assumptions as
Appendix; 2 training sessions and ongoing technical support.

PUBLIC COMMENTS

Sherry Sommers, 910 S. Palisade Court, Louisville, CO inquired if the model allows for
any tipping point when the marginal costs become greater than the capacity. She
provided examples such as the Recreation Center or Library where the maximum
capacity is reached with the addition of more people and a new facility is needed.

Mr. Bise explained with marginal models there is a tipping point. It is assumed since the
City is collecting impact fees, certain categories of infrastructure will be reviewed and
new structures will be constructed. This can be accomplished by working with the
department heads to determine when capacity will be reached. There is a tipping point,
when infrastructure is examined.

Mayor Pro Tem Dalton asked if the model would tell the City when the Louisville
Recreation Center has reached capacity. Mr. Bise confirmed it would be based on the
parameters of the model.

Council member Stolzmann voiced her appreciation to TishlerBise and felt they’ve done
excellent work. She felt responding to the Finance Committees question would show
the tipping point when a new facility would have to be built.

Council member Keany noted the Finance Committee has looked at this and received
public input. He felt real progress has been made. His questions related to whether
staff felt certain facilities and staffing were already at capacity. He voiced his
appreciation to Mr. Leary for his comments and to Directors Watson and Russ for their
work on the model.

Mr. Bise stated they have spent a lot of time working with staff on capacity and some of
the numbers have changed.

Mayor Muckle stated he was pleased with the flexibility of the model. He agreed it would
be good to have the Finance Committee looking at the model again. He was
comfortable with the model.

Mayor Pro Tem Dalton stated his understanding staff would like the Council to approve
the model and then the refinements would be completed by the Finance Committee.
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City Manager Fleming confirmed the model would provide the assumptions for various
scenarios. He was comfortable with the marginal cost fiscal model and going forward
with the average cost fiscal model.

Council member Stolzmann stated the key piece of adopting a model is the
assumptions, which start in the model. There are two models, a hybrid approach and a
marginal approach, but Council has only reviewed one. She felt the assumptions are
the crux of the matter. She was comfortable directing staff to continue working on the
model, but she was uncomfortable with approving the model.

Mayor Pro Tem Dalton felt the Council is being asked to agree with the structure of the
model. The assumptions would be put in later. Council member Lipton was willing to
accept the work of the consultant. It would be up to Finance Committee to use the
model and provide some analysis for decision making in the future.

City Manager Fleming explained the financial projections for the next 5 years are based
on key assumptions, which are made clear to Council. The assumptions are on
changes in revenue over the next five years. These assumptions are presented in a
summary table every June and during the budget process and Council is asked to
confirm the assumptions. |[f staff is overly optimistic or overly cautious, Council can
modify the assumptions. Staff will be able to demonstrate scenarios for the Finance
Committee to make sure the approach is correct. When the model is used, the
assumptions will be made clear. It was his understanding those assumptions are
relatively easy to change.

Council member Loo was comfortable with approving the model. She asked if Council
will be able to determine the capacity of facilities and noted that is what the public is
concerned about. She asked whether it will be a staff recommendation or will it be a
recommendation from the Finance Committee.

Council member Stolzmann stated a large piece of the model is to determine capacities.
The model is really two models and Council has only reviewed one model. She stated
her understanding was to direct staff to continue with the second model.

Mr. Bise confirmed they are waiting to see if Council is comfortable with the first model
before the second model is done.

Council member Stolzmann asked if the model presented is the marginal cost model or
the average cost model. Mr. Bise stated it is the marginal cost model.

Council member Stolzmann would be more comfortable with the Finance Committee
looking at both models and making a recommendation. Council member Lipton was
comfortable with the model and felt the process must be moved along. He accepted
Council member Stolzmann’s recommendation for Finance Committee review.

48



City Council
Meeting Minutes
May 5, 2015
Page 18 of 33

COUNCIL DIRECTION: There was Council support for the city-wide marginal cost
fiscal model.

RESOLUTION No. 27, SERIES 2015 — A RESOLUTION AMENDING THE 2015
BUDGET BY AMENDING APPROPRIATIONS IN THE GENERAL FUND, URBAN
REVITALIZATION DISTRICT FUND, OPEN SPACE & PARKS FUND,
CONSERVATION TRUST - LOTTERY FUND, CEMETERY FUND, HISTORIC
PRESERVATION FUND, CAPITAL PROJECTS FUND, WATER UTILITY FUND,
WASTEWATER UTILITY FUND, STORMWATER UTILITY FUND, GOLF COURSE,
AND FLEET MANAGEMENT FUND FOR CARRY FORWARD OF APPROPRIATIONS
AND ADDITIONAL APPROPRIATIONS WITH SUCH FUNDS AND ADJUSTING
BUDGETED REVENUE IN THE GENERAL FUND, URBAN REVITALIZATION
DISTRICT FUND, OPEN SPACE & PARKS FUND, HISTORIC PRESERVATION
FUND, CAPITAL PROJECTS FUND, IMPACT FEE FUND, WASTEWATER UTILITY
FUND, STORMWATER UTILITY FUND, GOLF COURSE FUND, AND DEBT
SERVICE FUND - PUBLIC HEARING

Mayor Muckle opened the public hearing and requested a staff presentation.

Finance Director Watson stated Resolution No. 27, Series 2015 proposes a series of
amendments to the City’s 2015 Operating & Capital Budget. Staff requests these
proposed amendments to:

1. Carry-forward unused appropriations from 2014 to 2015 for projects Council
approved for 2014 but, for various reasons, staff needed to extend work on the
project or purchase into 2015. In other words, staff asks for the unspent budgets
for projects not completed, or equipment not purchased, in 2014 to be added to
the current 2015 budget. Total carry-forward = +$10,796,890.

2. Formally adopt other adjustments to the 2015 expenditure budget. These
adjustments are for items staff did not anticipate, or were not measureable, at the
time Council adopted the original 2015 budget in November of 2014. Staff has
previously discussed many of these items with the Council, but they have not
been formally incorporated into the City’s 2015 expenditure budget. Total other
adjustments = +$23,906,740.

3. Formally adjust the revenue budget to new revenue estimates or for new revenue
sources staff did not anticipate, or were not measureable, at the time Council
adopted the original 2015 budget in November 2014. Total revenue adjustments
= +$22,588,640.

Fiscal Impact: The Finance Department updated revenue, expenditures and fund
balance estimates for all funds based on the proposed budget adjustments in the
resolution. The total City-wide reserves are projected to be reduced by $15.5 Million in
2015. However, all funds are projected to retain adequate levels of fund balance. The
Finance Committee approved the proposed amendments and indicated their approval.
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City Manager Fleming noted $10 Million in carryover is a very large amount. Most of
the numbers were associated with four different projects: The City Services Facility;
The Sludge Handling Project for the Water Treatment Plant, The Core Area Project
(URA) and the Golf Course. Some of the issues included: setting a budget based on
estimates in March of 2014; projects taking multiple years to finish because of an
overlay in the contract and delays in the contract.

COUNCIL COMMENTS

Council member Keany stated the Finance Committee reviewed a draft version of the
2015 Budget Amendments to Appropriations. He asked if there had been any revisions
since the Finance Committee’s review. Finance Director Watson explained there were
a couple of very minor adjustments made.

Council member Keany stated the Finance Committee have reviewed and recommend
City Council approval.

Council member Stolzmann encouraged Council and staff to do a better job next year of
forecasting and putting projects in the appropriate year. She felt Council and staff could
do a better job on projections and estimates.

Mayor Muckle called for public comment and hearing none, closed the public hearing.

MOTION: Mayor Muckle moved to approve Resolution No. 27, Series 2015, seconded
by Mayor Pro Tem Dalton. Roll call vote was taken. The motion carried by a vote of
7-0.

2014 AND 2015 CAPITAL IMPROVEMENT PROJECTS UPDATE

Mayor Muckle requested a staff presentation.

City Manager Fleming explained in conjunction with the Budget amendment, staff
prepared comprehensive lists of the status of the major 2014 and 2015 Capital
Improvement Projects as of April 1st. The 2014 list includes information about project
status. 70 different projects were completed, what was or was not completed, and what
is being requested for rollover to 2015. At the beginning of each budget year staff
anticipates and works towards the completion of each project, however over the course
of the year there are changes to priorities, cost overruns, third party issues, staffing
changes and other issues that can delay projects.

This information is formatted to facilitate quarterly updates as the year progresses. Staff
completed dozens of significant projects and several projects, specifically the City
Services Facility, South Street Gateway Underpass, Sludge Treatment/Handling,
Eldorado Intake, Windy Gap Firming, and Core Area [URA] Utility make up the majority
of funding that staff asked to be carried forward from 2014 to 2015. The scheduling for
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the South Street Gateway, Eldorado Intake, Windy Gap and Core Area Utility projects
are highly unpredictable and entirely outside City staff’'s control, and yet it is still
necessary to budget funding for these projects so the City can proceed when other
parties are ready to proceed.

COUNCIL COMMENTS

Council member Stolzmann suggested the updated document should reflect percentage
complete over anticipated complete.

ORDINANCE No. 1690, SERIES 2015 — AN ORDINANCE AMENDING SECTION
2.32.060 OF THE LOUISVILLE MUNICIPAL CODE REGARDING THE COLLECTION
OF MUNICIPAL COURT ASSESSMENTS - 2" Reading —

Public Hearing

Mayor Muckle requested a City Attorney introduction.
City Attorney Light introduced Ordinance No. 1690, Series 2015.
Mayor Muckle opened the public hearing and requested a staff presentation.

City Clerk Varra explained the ordinance proposes to amend the Louisville Municipal
Code to provide a provision to allow unpaid parking tickets to be sent to a collection
agency. The current code provides that the Court can take no action unless three
unpaid parking tickets have been written on the same vehicle. With the popularity of the
City’s summer events, the number of parking summons has risen. Recent statistics on
unpaid parking tickets in 2014 reflect, an 89% increase over 2013. In 2014 there was
$990.00 in unpaid parking tickets.

The proposed collection process would prompt a letter from the Court to the defendant,
noting an additional $15 late fee has been added to the fine. The letter requests the
fine and late fee to be paid within 30 days. It also notifies the defendant if the total
amount due is not paid, it will be referred to a collection agency where an additional
25% collection fee will be added. If the defendant fails to pay the fine, the case is sent
to collection. It is the sole responsibility for the collection agency to collect the amount
due. Collected funds are sent to the court on a monthly basis. Several neighboring
courts utilize a collection agency for unpaid parking tickets. Both Brighton and Superior
have used collection agencies for over ten years.

Staff Recommendation: Staff recommends the City Council approve Ordinance No.
1690, Series 2015.

Municipal Judge Bruce Joss explained parking tickets are decriminalized and there is
not much the court can do about collecting parking fines. Parking violations are defined
as parking infractions and considered civil matters. This Code amendment will help
collect fines on parking tickets.

51



City Council
Meeting Minutes
May 5, 2015
Page 21 of 33

Mayor Muckle called for public comments and hearing none, closed the public hearing.

MOTION: Council member Loo moved to approve Ordinance No. 1690, Series 2015 on
second and final reading, seconded by Mayor Pro Tem Dalton. Roll call vote was
taken. The motion carried by a vote of 7-0.

ORDINANCE No. 1689, SERIES 2015 — AN ORDINANCE REPEALING AND
REEANACTING CHAPTER 14.16 OF THE LOUISVILLE MUNICIPAL CODE
REGARDING SPECIAL EVENTS PERMITS — 2" Reading —Public Hearing

Mayor Muckle requested a City Attorney introduction.
City Attorney Light introduced Ordinance No. 1689, Series 2015.

Mayor Muckle opened the public hearing and requested a staff presentation. Public
Relations Manager Muth explained in 2014, City staff updated the special event
permitting process to address the increase in event requests in the City and concerns
from residents. Adopting the ordinance would amend the Louisville Municipal Code
(LMC) to clarify and codify the existing permitting requirements applicable to special
events. Among other things, it clarifies the criteria for denying or revoking a special
event permit, as well as the process for appealing those actions. The ordinance
includes criteria for denial; revocation and an appeal process.

Fiscal Impact: None. Approval of ordinance would codify the City’s current practices.

Staff Recommendation: Staff recommended approving Ordinance No. 1689, Series
2015 on second and final reading.

COUNCIL COMMENTS

Mayor Pro Tem Dalton addressed the criteria for denial and asked if this would be
something which could come back on the City. City Attorney Light explained it is the
permission to use public property and public rights-of-way. In terms of capacity of
events, there may be situations where someone is denied when someone in a similar
situation is approved. This is permission to use public property for which there is no
general right existing outside of the permission. The permission process is a revocable
license to engage in activity and does not take on any property interest.

City Manager Fleming stated the ordinance has very specific criteria should there be
any denial of application.
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Council member Keany stated his understanding some events beneficial to the
community have been required to pay large fees. He suggested there be a way to
waive fees for certain events.

Public Relations Manager Muth explained through the current process there is a
$200.00 fee, but there is also a process to charge back for police time. Staff is looking
at doing that equitably across all the different events.

Council member Keany stated some of the organizations have put on the events the
City could not afford to finance. He asked if the City was willing to take on the cost of
those events. City Attorney Light explained the ordinance does not establish the fees.
Fees will be set by the City Council.

Mayor Muckle called for public comment and hearing none closed the public hearing.
COUNCIL COMMENTS

Council member Leh stated his understanding if the Deputy City Manager denies a
request the applicant has a right to file a written appeal to the City Manager. But if the
City Manager conducts a hearing and denies the request, what is the applicants’
recourse. City Attorney Light explained under the ordinance there is no further
administrative appeal within the City. The applicant may file his appeal to challenge the
decision of the City Manager in the District Court. He explained there is no
administrative challenge through the City Council. The time periods are short to advise
the applicant so the appeal will be heard in a timely manner.

Council member Leh asked City Attorney Light if this type of structure was typical in
other municipalities or are there any City Council appeal processes. City Attorney Light
explained in communities the size of Louisville, mid-sized or larger communities it is
typically an administrative process through the City Manager or County Manager’s office
or their designee. In small municipalities they generally have a right to appeal to the
elected officials.

MOTION: Mayor Muckle moved to approve Ordinance No. 1689, Series 2015 on
second and final reading, seconded by Mayor Pro Tem Dalton. Roll call vote was taken.
The motion carried by a vote of 7-0.

RESOLUTION No. 28, SERIES 2015 — A RESOLUTION DENYING A REZONING,
FINAL PLAT, FINAL PLANNED UNIT DEVELOPMENT (PUD), AND SPECIAL
REVIEW USE (SRU) FOR THE REDEVELOPMENT OF A 3.9 ACRE PROPERTY
WITHIN THE CORE PROJECT AREA OF THE HIGHWAY 42 REVITALIZATION
AREA. THE REDEVELOPMENT INCLUDES THE ADDITION OF APPROXIMATELY
19,308 — 23,000 SQ. FT. OF COMMERCIAL SPACE

Mayor Muckle made the following introductory comments: “This is a public hearing on a
land development application for Delo Plaza at 1055 Courtesy Road. The applicant
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includes four parts; a Rezoning; a Final Plat; a Final Development Plan and a Special
Review Request. The City Council public hearing tonight is on all parts of the
application and persons who wish to speak in regard to the application can speak on
any aspect of the application as desired. The general order for the hearing will be that
of the City Council will first hear a staff presentation, then an applicant presentation,
followed by public comments. Public comments will be followed by City Council
questions and comments and then by an additional opportunity for public comment prior
to any Council action. Persons who wish to speak are asked to fill out a sign-up card
and hand it to the City Clerk, seated at the end of the podium, so the clerk has your
name and address for the record. Members of the public wishing to speak are asked to
limit their comments to three minutes each. Speakers are not required to be sworn in,
but are reminded their comments are part of the official record for this proceeding and
are recorded. All comments should be directed to the City Council. If you are speaking
and have any documents you wish to give to City Council, please give them to the Clerk
prior to speaking so they may be distributed and copied if need be. A copy of any
document submitted tonight will also be posted at the back of the room.”

City Attorney Light requested the City Council make a formal record of documents
related to the public hearing. He requested the City Council by motion formally include
in the record of the public hearing the following documents: All application materials
submitted by the applicant in connection with the rezoning, final plat, final PUD and
Special Review Use applications; all materials included in the City Council packets,
consisting of the all the staff communication and all attachments included with that
communication; the public hearing notices and proofs of publication and notice for this
hearing; all written referral and public comments received regarding the applications;
the City’s subdivision and zoning ordinances set forth in titles 16 and 17 of the Louisville
Municipal Code, the development standards and guidelines discussed in the staff
communication and the City’s Comprehensive Plan.

MOTION: Mayor Muckle opened the public hearing and moved to include into the
record all the documents outlined by the City Attorney, seconded by Council member
Keany. All were in favor.

Mayor Muckle requested a staff presentation.

Principal Planner McCartney explained at the applicant’s request he would present the
draft resolution denying a rezoning, final plat, final PUD and special review use for the
property located at 1055 Courtesy Road. The proposed project is known as Downtown
East Louisville (DELO) Plaza. It is east of the BNSF Railway, north of Miners Field and
west of Highway 42.

Parking Area Purchase and Sale Agreement: The City Council approved the Purchase

and Sale Agreement to acquire the .638 acre parcel. The purchase was not binding
unless Council approves this plat, PUD and SRU with the following conditions: Cannon
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Street is dedicated to the City at no cost to the City; No public land dedication required
on Plat; Rezoning Agreement permitting the following: 3 drive-thru’s; no two story
requirements; no minimum lot coverage (CC); minimum 15’ setback (CC); a 5-year
reprieve on Industrial uses; no required parking maximum; stormwater in regional facility
instead of onsite and site plan shown in Exhibit B would be used as the overall
development plan.

Rezoning: The property is currently zoned Industrial. Redevelopment of this parcel
requires rezoning to comply with Exhibit A. Request to rezone to CC-Hwy 42 and MU-
R-Parking. The purpose of the request is for 23,000 SF of commercial development;
79-space City parking lot and extension of Cannon Street. The zoning complies with
Exhibit B of Section 17.14.

Final Plat: The Final Plat creates 4 lots: Lot 1 (27,775 SF or .64-acres) shown on the
PUD as a drive thru use. Lot 2 (28,426 SF or .65-acres) shown on the PUD as a drive
thru use. Lot 3 (64,639 SF or 1.48-acres) shown with a multi- unit commercial building.
Lots 1-3 achieve access from Short and South Street. Lot 4 (27,752 or .64-acres) 79
space municipal parking lot; Cannon Street Right-of-way — DelLo Phase 2 Woonerf.
The Block Design complies with MUDDSG. They propose 23,000 SF maximum
commercial with two 4,500 SF drive-thru; one 15,000 SF multi-tenant commercial (with
drive-thru option). Redevelopment will be complimentary to the surrounding land uses
and lend to the pedestrian oriented nature.

Parking: 143 parking spaces are provided, only 77 are required. Additional parking
provides flexibility on future land uses and the ability for a parking agreement for
adjacent Miner’s Field.

Site Plan: Two buildings located along Hwy 42; One multi-use, auto oriented building
setback approximately 225 feet from Hwy 42. Staff believes the two buildings along
Hwy 42 meet the intent of the MUDDSG. MUDDSG does not prohibit parking between
the building and street.

Pedestrian Circulation: Sidewalks are internal and external. Staff recommended the
following modification to enhance pedestrian connection: include crosswalk, place
sidewalk in the landscape island (if possible).

Signs: Signs must comply with CDDSG. Building Mounted Signs - CDDSG permits 1
SF of sign area per linear foot. All copy shall not exceed 24 inches. The applicant
proposes 2 SF of sign area per linear foot. All Copy shall be 30 inches. The proposed
building mounted signs do not comply with CDDSG.

Monument signs: 4 monument signs are proposed: Two individual identifiers, 8 feet
tall, 45 SF are compliant with CDDSG. One development identifier, 8 feet tall, 100 SF,
does not comply with CDDSG in area and number. Development Identifier already
provided in DeLo Phase 2. One project identifier, 21 feet tall, (12 feet permitted), 200 SF
(60 SF permitted) does not comply with CDDSG. The CDDSG would permit the
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following: 1/1 wall sign at 24 inches in height; 3 monument signs 12 feet tall and 60SF
in area. Staff did not support the sign waivers as presented.

Landscaping: MUDDSG requires 20% landscape coverage. Applicant is proposing
10% landscape coverage. Staff acknowledges the reduction of landscaping allows for
more flexible internal circulation and future land use. Staff required the following: Work
with the City Forester and Parks Project Manager to save as many trees as possible.
Staff also required the parking on the east, along Hwy 42 be removed and replaced with
a landscape buffer. This will increase the overall landscaping by 3,500 SF or 3% over
the entire property.

Architecture and Building Design: 35 feet is allowed, 26’3” proposed. Two stories are
allowed to promote mixed use on top, one-story is proposed.

Special Review Use: This property is proposed to be used as City parking lot. Staff
believed the criterion of the Special Review Use has been met.

Waivers: Staff supported the site plan waivers as long as the parking along Hwy 42 is
removed and replaced with landscaping and an east/west pedestrian connection is
created. Staff did not support the sign waivers. Staff supported the parking waiver if
the applicant agrees to a parking agreement for Miner’s Field and replaces Hwy 42
parking with landscaping/tree preservation.

Recommendation: Staff recommended approval of the requested rezoning, final plat,
final PUD and SRU for DELO Plaza, with the six conditions prior to recordation of the
plat at Planning Commission. The applicant did not accept staff conditions at that
meeting. The Planning Commission reviewed the application without conditions on
March 12th. The Planning Commission concluded the proposed PUD was not
compatible with surrounding designs and neighborhoods, nor was it designed or
oriented toward the pedestrian and denied the request.

City Council’s three options following completion of its public hearing on the proposal
are as follows:

Deny the application;

Approve the application;

Approve the application with conditions; or

Remand the application to the Planning Commission.

BN =

If City Council chooses to remand the proposal to the Planning Commission, a public
hearing will be scheduled for June 11™. If Council chooses to deny the project or
approve the project, staff requested the City Council direct staff to prepare a draft
resolution of denial, or approval for Council consideration and continue the public
hearing to a future meeting date.
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APPLICANT PRESENTATION

Justin McClure, RMCS, Inc. explained he is representing the TEBO property owner in
the land use application. He is presenting the application on behalf of the owner, Mr.
Tebo, and as a financial investor and as the DELO developer. He stated through the
TIF process this is a clear benefit to the public infrastructure for all of DELO. It also
provides a benefit to the Louisville Revitalization Commission and the City of Louisville.
He noted the closing on the Cannon Street right-of-way extension is tomorrow.

He reviewed the subject property through photos taken in December of 2010. He
referred to the Planning Commission action and concurred the proposal did not qualify.
He explained there are two other components: the references to FasTracks and the
pedestrian friendly oriented development. When the City lost FasTracks, it was no
longer an amenity, and became an auto oriented development in the interim.

He reviewed the TEBO proposal and stressed the importance of getting the property
improved. He addressed the conditions set forth by staff, which was not accepted by
the applicant prompting the Planning Commission denial of the application. The
applicant has since accommodated all the conditions. The developers are doing their
best to exceed the conditions and are working with the staff. They have made
adjustments to the parking and increased the landscape buffer. He noted there are
benefits of retail sales and impacts to the TIF district in terms of property value with
redevelopment.

MOTION: Mayor Muckle moved the applicant’s PowerPoint presentation be included in
the record, seconded by Council member Stolzmann. All were in favor.

PUBLIC COMMENTS

Michael Menaker, 1827 W. Choke Cherry Drive, Louisville, CO asked if the original
conditions, which went to the Planning Commission, are now agreed upon by the
applicant. It was confirmed by staff and the applicant. He commented on the round
table discussion on designing retail spaces and noted all the businesses the City has
lost in the past. He concluded the City does not do parking or signage very well. He
recommended the Council direct staff to draft a resolution of approval, with the original
conditions for Council consideration. He felt this project brings in sales tax revenue.

John Leary, 1116 LaFarge Avenue, Louisville, CO stated from 10 — 15 years of
observation, this process has become a series of contradictions. The issue is a conflict
between ideologies and MUDDSG Guidelines and market reality. The whole issue with
the Planning Commission was whether the project was auto orientated or whether it
should be integrated with the DELO residential development. The history of market
studies depicts this area as highway commercial. When the market analysis was done
for TIF generation, it was made clear it was highway oriented and there would be no
way to support it internally as a mixed-use project. Should Council rely on MUDDSG
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guidelines, ideology or the developer’s market knowledge. He felt it comes down to the
reality of the situation. He agreed there are items to be fixed. He asked if the purpose
is the development of the commercial site from Hwy 42 or whether it will be integrated
into the DELO property.

Michael Menaker, 1827 W. Choke Cherry Drive, Louisville, CO concurred.
COUNCIL COMMENTS

Mayor Muckle felt the development meets a lot of the City’s original goals. It was
originally envisioned in the mixed guidelines with two story buildings. He suggested the
property owners have access to the back of the buildings. He felt the walking path
along the parking lot and the landscaping creates an internal feeling. He supported staff
bringing back the resolution for approval. Council member Loo concurred.

Council member Lipton addressed the McCaslin Blvd retail and noted they had good
intensions but the building orientation did not work. He felt there has to be visibility and
access from Hwy 42 to support the businesses otherwise the same mistake will occur.
He supported remanding the application back to the Planning Commission.

Council member Stolzmann asked why the entire property cannot be zoned MUCC.

Principal Planner McCartney explained staff requested the applicant mirror exactly what
was established in Exhibit A (CC zoning along an alley break between what is
considered MU-R (Parking lot). Planning and Building Safety Director Russ explained if
the entire property were zone MUCC, Exhibit A would have to be modified.

Council member Stolzmann addressed the waivers and asked if they are calculated on
the entire property or just Lots 1, 2 and 3. Principal Planner McCartney confirmed they
are for Lots 1, 2 and 3.

Council member Stolzmann agreed with Council member’s comments. She did not
want to remand the application back to the Planning Commission and requested
Council go through each and every condition. She asked about the excess parking.
Planning and Building Safety Director Russ explained with the excess parking proposed
there was an opportunity for a public benefit in exchange for waivers.

Council member Stolzmann was not in favor of the parking agreement, but would agree
to waivers in exchange for parking behind the facilities. She opposed the condition
because it required City reimbursement and on-going cost to reimburse. She would
rather allow the building signs as requested, but not the monument signs. She noted
this is the final PUD and Council should ensure it is the best plan.
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Mayor Pro Tem Dalton favored Council directing staff to bring back a resolution of
approval for this project. He advised against the vegetation around the buildings facing
Hwy 42 and suggested those buildings be readily seen from Hwy 42. He noted the
McCaslin Blvd retail mistake should not be repeated.

Council member Lipton did not understand why the Council was not using the Planning
Commission’s expertise to further review the application and why Council would go
around the Planning Commission to do the work themselves. He noted the Council
relies on the Planning Commission for their recommendation and recommended
Council send a message on their philosophy and expectations, which would provide
guidance to the Planning Commission and staff. He felt the Planning Commission was
on the wrong page and Council should get everyone together in the process.

Planning and Building Safety Director Russ strongly discouraged design on the dais. If
Council wants a resolution of approval, staff recommends the June 2, 2015 City Council
meeting to have the drawings reviewed by Public Works and Parks. Staff has already
coordinated the possibility with the Parks Director and Public Works Director. There are
items of conditions, particularly site grading, which Public Works is prepared to review
and provide feedback. He noted the comments in the review were not just from the
Planning Department. He stated there is a lot of engineering and design, which has to
be reviewed by Parks and the Public Works Division once the drawings are updated.

Council member Keany inquired about the timeframe should Council remand the
application back to Planning Commission. Principal Planner McCartney stated it would
be reviewed at the June 11" Planning Commission meeting and brought back before
Council on July 14th. First reading could be June 9" and second reading on the 28" of
July.

Council member Keany asked Mr. McClure how the timing of the meetings affects the
marketing of the property at the ICSC Conference. Mr. McClure stated if a resolution of
approval was presented to Council on June 2" they could represent at ICSC on May
16" the project is on track for approval as opposed to uncertainty in the process. He felt
remanding the application back to the Planning Commission would be a different
conversation.

Planning and Building Safety Director Russ reviewed the conditions of approval. He
noted the applicant’s responses do not necessarily match the conditions of approval.
He reviewed the conditions as follows:

1. The City and the applicant shall develop a shared parking agreement for the
private surface parking lot for the events at Miners’ Field and larger downtown
special events. The applicant’s response: Agreed, however such agreement
will include upfront capital reimbursements and ongoing costs and will be limited
amount of spaces in a limited area.
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Planning and Building Safety Director Russ explained this is excluding the parking lot.
This property is directly across from Miner’s Field. He stressed the need for a staff
review of the applicant’s response. Staff’s intent is not to have capital reimbursement or
ongoing costs. He asked if Council is interested in a shared parking agreement.

Council member Stolzmann voiced her preference the City not pay for the City Parking
lot. It would be a public benefit, which would grant waivers. She did not see a shared
parking agreement as a public benefit. Planning and Building Safety Director Russ
explained the shared parking agreement would be beyond the purchase. It is for
parking in the back.

Council member Loo asked if the shared agreement is for parking off Hwy 42. Planning
and Building Safety Director Russ confirmed. Council member Loo voiced her support.

2. All signs, including any monument sign, shall comply with Chapter 7 of the
CDDSG, as well as Section 17.24 of the LMC, including a 10 ft. setback from
right-of-way. The applicant’s response: Agreed, except that the development
shall be granted a minimum of three individual monument signs (with multiple
panels) at a height of 12’.

Planning and Building Safety Director Russ noted the problems along McCaslin Blvd
are the font size and the text is actually smaller than what the CDDSG allows.

The sign in the application is twice of what is allowed in the CDDSG. He asked for
Council direction on the request for signage.

Council member Keany stated his understanding the applicant agrees to comply with
the sign guidelines, therefore there is no issue. Planning and Building Safety Director
Russ explained the applicant is requesting three monument signs up to 12’. Principal
Planner McCartney explained there can be one sign per building. They would be
allowed three monument signs 12’ feet, 60 SF in size.

3. The applicant shall continue to work with Public Works on addressing the
comments shown in the February 11, 2015 memo. Applicant’s response:
Agreed.

4. The proposed sidewalks shall match the sidewalk design included in the Highway
42 Plan. Applicant’s response: Agreed.

5. Because the Highway 42 sidewalk is required, the applicant shall modify the
landscape sheets prior to recordation to remove the parking stalls, located along
Highway 42, and be replaced with the landscaping in compliance with the
MUDDSG. The applicant shall also include an east/west sidewalk connecting
Highway 42 to the larger commercial building, via a sidewalk located within a
landscape island. Applicant’s response: Agreed per the Site Exhibit below. Due
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to the decrease in available parking for the Development, the developer, its
tenants and their employees and customers shall have the unrestricted use of
the parking lot to the west of the development at no cost. The parking lot is to be
constructed at the cost of Louisville.

Planning and Building Safety Director Russ addressed the midblock sidewalk and
explained the City is aggressively working with the Northwest Mobility Study on a transit
route along Highway 42. They are looking at the stop in association with the South
Street signal, which would be on Highway 42 The midblock sidewalk will service public
transit. He addressed the landscaping and noted the application has 14% less
landscaping than the All State Building on McCaslin Blvd.

Mayor Pro Tem Dalton explained he was referring to landscaping, which will eventually
be a barrier to the buildings. Planning and Building Safety Director Russ confirmed
Council direction for specific plant selection and visibility of the sign. He noted there is a
difference between what staff recommended and what the applicant presented. Staff
has tried to create a balance and the applicant has agreed. He revisited Condition #3
and explained the reason for this condition was the applicant proposed grading away
from the regional detention pond in order to avoid paying his full portion of the pond
maintenance. The City Engineer required the grading provide drainage into the
regional detention pond. The applicant has agreed to re-grade the site.

Mr. McClure explained it was not an intentional effort to distract water away from the
future Highway 42 Regional Detention Pond. Mr. McClure and Mr. Tebo had
discussions about minimizing future maintenance costs. If less water is put into the
pond, theoretically there would be less of a maintenance contribution. The highpoint of
the site is the centerline of the property and the applicant did not want to alter the grade
if he did not have to. Half of the drainage would be to the south, however the applicant
will comply. There will be a $70,000 cost for stormwater infrastructure and an increase
in the cost for the maintenance of the pond.

6. Staff requests the applicant preserve as many of the existing trees as possible.
The applicant shall work with the City Forester and Parks Project Manager, at
time of construction drawings, to determine which trees may be preserved.
Applicant’s response: Agreed.

COUNCIL COMMENTS

Mayor Muckle addressed the applicant’s response to Condition #5 relative to access to
the City parking lot on the west side. Mr. McClure explained staff requested parking
mitigation or reductions in association with Highway 42 and reduced parking in the back
of properties to allow for additional landscaping buffers. There are 225 to 235 parking
spaces coming into downtown. The developer is interested in negotiating an equitable
agreement to allocate and share those spaces to benefit the City and Mr. Tebo’s future
development. Planning and Building Safety Director Russ explained the primary need
for the parking lot is for downtown evening and special events.
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Council member Keany inquired whether buildings’ elevation would be brought back for
Council approval. Planning and Building Safety Director Russ explained Council would
approve the building elevations in the PUD approval process.

Council member Keany requested the west side of the building not be a plain block
monolith building and have some architectural character because it will be facing a
public area.

Council member Stolzmann stated when this application comes back to Council she
wanted to see the signage presented exactly how they propose the signs to look.
Planning and Building Safety Director Russ credited the applicant and noted on the first
submittal the LRC and staff provided very clear comments. The applicant then did
significant modifications.

Council member Leh addressed the process and voiced his hope this proposal would
not set a precedence for the future. He was willing to support the six conditions.

Mayor Muckle concurred with Council member Keany’s comments relative to the
architectural character of the buildings.

MOTION: Mayor Muckle moved Council direct staff to draft a resolution of approval,
taking into account all of Council’s direction, for the June 2, 2015 meeting, seconded by
Mayor Pro Tem Dalton.

City Attorney Light explained the zoning application is approved by ordinance, which
requires two readings. Council has the option for first reading on June 2", or to have
first reading of the ordinance May 19" and have everything queued up for second
reading on June 2". There was Council consensus for second reading on June 2",

City Attorney Light offered the following friendly amendment: The City Council continue
the public hearing on the proposed rezoning, final plat, final PUD and Special Review
Use for redevelopment of 1055 Courtesy Road to June 2, 2015 and staff be directed to
prepare for such meeting, a draft resolution of approval with conditions and well as an
ordinance for approval of the rezoning with the rezoning ordinance to be scheduled for
second reading on June 2". Mayor Muck and Mayor Pro Tem Dalton accepted the
amendment.

MOTION: Mayor Muckle restated his motion to reflect the City Attorney’s friendly
amendment, seconded by Mayor Pro Tem Dalton. All in favor.

Council member Loo left the meeting at 10:52 p.m.
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GRAIN ELEVATOR FINAL PLAT, FINAL PLANNED UNIT DEVELOPMENT,
SPECIAL REVIEW USE, AND LANDMARK - REQUEST CONTINUANCE TO
5/19/2015

MOTION: Mayor Muckle moved to continue this matter to the May 19, 2015 City
Council meeting, seconded by Mayor Pro Tem Dalton. All were in favor.

ORDINANCE No. 1692 , SERIES 2015 — AN ORDINANCE AMENDING TITLE 17 OF

THE LOUISVILLE MUNICIPAL CODE TO DEFINE LIVE-WORK USES AND ALLOW

THEIR DEVELOPMENT IN THE MIXED USE ZONE DISTRICTS AND DOWNTOWN
LOUISVILLE - 1% Reading — Set Public Hearing 05/19/2015

Mayor Muckle requested a City Attorney introduction.

City Attorney Light introduced Ordinance No. 1692, Series 2015. He noted this
ordinance proposes to amend Title 17 of the Zoning Code and requires a 15 day notice.
He recommended the public hearing be set for June 2, 2015.

MOTION: Mayor Muckle moved to approve Ordinance No.1691, Series 2015 on first
reading, send it out for publication and set a public hearing for June 2, 2015, seconded
by Council member Mayor Pro Tem Dalton.  All were in favor. Absent: Council
member Loo

ORDINANCE No0.1692, SERIES 2015 — AN ORDINANCE FOR THE REGULATION
OF TRAFFIC BY THE CITY OF LOUISVILLE, COLORADO; AMENDING CERTAIN
SECTIONS OF THE LOUISVILLE MUNICIPAL CODE CONCERNING FLASHING
YELLOW SIGNALS AND DRIVING THROUGH PRIVATE PROPERTY - 1% Reading -
Set Public Hearing 05/19/2015

Mayor Muckle requested a City Attorney introduction.
City Attorney Light introduced Ordinance No. 1692, Series 2015.

MOTION: Mayor Muckle moved to approve Ordinance No. 1691, Series 2015 on first
reading, send it out for publication and set a public hearing for May 19, 2015, seconded
by Mayor Pro Tem Dalton. All were in favor.

CITY ATTORNEY’S REPORT

City Attorney Light clarified the closing of the property referred to by Mr. McClure related
to the contract the City has to purchase for a parking lot. There is a provision in the
contract, which contemplates the Cannon Street right-of-way would be platted by this
plat. It does not preclude RMCS or TEBO closing on the right-of-way to convey the
property to the City. According to the subdivision code this right-of-way property does
not require a plat if it is to the given to the City.
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COUNCIL COMMENTS, COMMITTEE REPORTS, AND IDENTIFICATION OF
FUTURE AGENDA ITEMS

Council member Stolzmann addressed the Coal Creek Golf Course and noted the
Men’s Club and several golf members have expressed concern with the way the City
has decided to restart the Peak Players Program once the golf course reopens. She
suggested Council discuss this at a future meeting.

ADJOURN

MOTION: Mayor Muckle moved for adjournment, seconded by Council member Keany.
All were in favor. The meeting adjourned at 11:00 p.m.

Robert P. Muckle, Mayor

Nancy Varra, City Clerk
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CITY COUNCIL COMMUNICATION
AGENDA ITEM 5C

SUBJECT: APPROVAL OF SHORETEL TELEPHONE PROCUREMENT
DATE: MAY 19, 2015

PRESENTED BY: CHRIS J. NEVES, INFORMATION TECHNOLOGY

SUMMARY:

The City’s NEC telephone system is over 12 years old and has been off warranty and
support since 2010. The technology in the NEC telephone system is outdated and the
switch and all components are overdue for replacement. Staff is challenged with
keeping the current NEC system online and operational due to the lack of replacement
parts and qualified service technicians to support the hardware and configuration. The
current NEC telephone system cannot accommodate the expansion required to support
the new City Services facility and the Coal Creek Golf Course.

In 2014, staff moved up IT Strategic Initiative Q “Telephone System Replacement”,
originally scheduled for fiscal year 2016, to 2015, and began researching options to
replace the current analog NEC system. Staff identified Shoretel as the most cost
effective and simple Voice-over-IP (VOIP) system on the market today for a municipality
Louisville’s size. Shoretel can be purchased with special state contract pricing on the
MiCTA State Contract through the MiCTA preferred authorized Colorado vendor, OCx
Network Consultants. OCx supports Shoretel for multiple municipal clients on the Front
Range including the City of Lafayette, the City of Arvada, City of Lakewood and Larimer
County. The City of Louisville is a member of MiCTA.

A VOIP system communicates via standard data network switching and will allow the
City to fully leverage its investment in fiber connectivity between sites and turn off 3
leased point-to-point T1 circuits currently being utilized for analog voice traffic. This will
save $922/month ($11,000/year). In addition to the cost savings and the easier
management and inherent redundancy of the Shoretel system, a VOIP system will also
be more flexible when performing system adds, moves and changes for all City sites
including the new City Services facility and the Coal Creek Golf Course.

FISCAL IMPACT:

The Shoretel VOIP system city-wide under MiCTA state contract pricing is as follows:
Description
Hardware/Software Investment $98,694.35
Partner Support (1 Year) $7,826.50

Installation (OCx) $12,000.00
Shipping $692.66
Contingency for Additional Licensing... $4,500.00

GRAND TOTAL $123,713.51
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SUBJECT: APPROVAL OF SHORETEL TELEPHONE PROCUREMENT

DATE: MAY 19, 2015 PAGE 2 OF 2

The 2015 budget includes $125,000 in the Capital Projects Fund for replacement of the
City’s NEC telephone system.

Installing the Shoretel VOIP telephone system will reduce the City’s operating costs by
about $11,000 annually by enabling the City to terminate 3 point-to-point T1 circuits
leased with Centurylink at a cost of $922/month total.

RECOMMENDATION:
Staff recommends approving the purchase of a new Shoretel Voice-over-IP (VOIP)
telephone system to replace the City’s NEC Telephone System.

ATTACHMENTS:
1. OCx Shoretel MiCTA Quote
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Sold to:

SKU

10261

10321

10260

30035
40005
30039
104396
10368
10401
10223

0OCx - Misc

1150 Delaware St. | Denver, CO 80204 | (303) 325-3700 Main | (866) 575-7252 Fax

(Equipment will be shipped to "Sold to" Address at

City of Louisville Ship to:
y P left, unless otherwise specified here]

Chris J Neves
749 Main Street
Louisville, CO 80027 ATTN:
Phone: (303) 335-4568

Description LIST Price

City Hall

ShoreGear 220T1 - 1U half width, Max Capacities - 1 T1, 220 IP phones, 0 analog exts, O LS trunks, O $5,995.00
universal ports. When digital trunk capacity is reached, IP phone capacity is still 100. Requires one Tray
(SKU 10223]) for every two units.

ShoreGear 24A - 1U full width, Max Capacities - 24 Analog extensions. No IP Phone or trunk support. $2,995.00
(requires ShoreTel 8 or later)

SPARE ShoreGear 90 - 1U half width, Max Capacities - 90 IP phones, 4 Analog exts, 8 LS trunks, O $2,995.00
Universal ports. Not all maximum capacities can be reached at the same time. Requires one Tray (SKU
10223) for every two units.

Extension & Mailbox License $200.00
Personal Access License $0.00
Extension-only License $140.00
ShoreTel IP Phone - 1P480 $299.00
ShorePhone IP655 w/ Anti-Glare $749.00
Satellite Microphones for ShoreTel IP Phone 655, Qty 2 $195.00
ShoreGear Rack Mount Tray $95.00
OCx - Misc Cabling $225.00

Customer
Sales Rep

Date

Quote

Gty

60

60

60

City Hall Subtotal

QUOTE

PO #

Discount

35%

35%

35%

35%
35%
35%
35%
35%
35%
0%

0%

Trinh Pham
5/8/15

7091

Ext. Price

$3,896.75

$1,946.75

$1,946.75

$7.800.00
$0.00
$819.00
$11.661.00
$2,434.25
$633.75
$95.00

$225.00

$31,458.25

Quotes are valid for 14 days from date of quote, unless otherwise specified. Tax and shipping are not included in quote, but will appear on your final invoice. Returns must be factory sealed,
and may be subject to a 15% restocking fee. Shipping fees are non-refundable. New customers are required to provide a 50% deposit due at time of order.. A late charge will apply after 30
days. PLEASE NOTE: THIS PRICING IS CONFIDENTIAL. 67
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Sold to: City of Louisville Quote #: 7091 | Page2of6 QUOTE

SKU Description LIST Price  Qty Discount Ext. Price

Library

10259 ShoreGear 50 - 1U half width, Max Capacities - 50 IP phones, 2 Analog exts, 4 LS trunks, O Universal $1,995.00 1 35% $1,296.75
ports. Not all maximum capacities can be reached at the same time. Requires one Tray (SKU 10223) for
every two units.

30035 Extension & Mailbox License $200.00 25 35% $3,250.00
40005 Personal Access License $0.00 25 35% $0.00
30039 Extension-only License $140.00 4 35% $364.00
30044 Additional Site License $495.00 1 35% $321.75
10496 ShoreTel IP Phone - IP480 $299.00 25 35% $4,858.75
10368 ShorePhone IP655 w/ Anti-Glare (Requires ShoreTel 11.1 or later) $749.00 2 35% $973.70
10401 Satellite Microphones for ShoreTel IP Phone 655, Qty 2 $195.00 2 35% $253.50
10223 ShoreGear Rack Mount Tray Gen4 $95.00 1 0% $95.00
OCx-Misc  OCx - Misc Cabling $225.00 1 0% $225.00

Library Subtotal $11,638.45

City Shops

10260 ShoreGear 90 - 1U half width, Max Capacities - 90 IP phones, 4 Analog exts, 8 LS trunks, O Universal $2,995.00 1 35% $1,946.75
ports. Not all maximum capacities can be reached at the same time. Requires one Tray (SKU 10223) for
every two units.

30035 Extension & Mailbox License $200.00 15 35% $1.950.00
40005 Personal Access License $0.00 15 35% $0.00
30039 Extension-only License $140.00 3 35% $273.00
30044 Additional Site License $495.00 1 35% $321.75
10496 ShoreTel IP Phone IP480 $299.00 15 35% $2,915.25
10368 ShorePhone IP655 w/ Anti-Glare $749.00 1 35% $486.85

Quotes are valid for 14 days from date of quote, unless otherwise specified. Tax and shipping are not included in quote, but will appear on your final invoice. Returns must be factory sealed,
and may be subject to a 15% restocking fee. Shipping fees are non-refundable. New customers are required to provide a 50% deposit due at time of order.. A late charge will apply after 30

days. PLEASE NOTE: THIS PRICING IS CONFIDENTIAL. 68 Page 2



Sold to: City of Louisville Quote #: 7091 | Page30f6 QUOTE

SKU Description LIST Price  Qty Discount Ext. Price

10401 Satellite Microphones for ShoreTel IP Phone 655, Qty 2 $195.00 1 35% $126.75
10223 ShoreGear Rack Mount Tray Gen4 $95.00 1 0% $95.00
OCx-Misc  OCx - Misc Cabling $225.00 1 0% $225.00

City Shops Subtotal $8,340.35

WWTP

10320 ShoreGear 30 - 1U half width, Max Capacities - 30 IP phones, 2 Analog exts, 2 LS trunks, O Universal $1,595.00 1 35% $1,036.75
ports. Not all maximum capacities can be reached at the same time. Requires one Tray (SKU 10223) for
every two units.

30035 Extension & Mailbox License $200.00 5 35% $650.00
40005 Personal Access License $0.00 5 35% $0.00
30039 Extension-only License $140.00 1 35% $91.00
30044 Additional Site License $495.00 1 35% $321.75
10496 ShoreTel IP Phone - 1P480 $299.00 5 35% $971.75
10223 ShoreGear Rack Mount Tray Gen4 $95.00 1 0% $95.00
OCx-Misc  0OCx - Misc Cabling $225.00 1 0% $225.00

WWTP Subtotal $3,391.25

NWTP

10320 ShoreGear 30 - 1U half width, Max Capacities - 30 IP phones, 2 Analog exts, 2 LS trunks, O Universal $1,595.00 1 35% $1,036.75
ports. Not all maximum capacities can be reached at the same time. Requires one Tray (SKU 10223) for
every two units.

30035 Extension & Mailbox License
40005 Personal Access License
30039 Extension-only License
30044 Additional Site License

$200.00 1 35%

$0.00 1 35%
$140.00 1 35%
$495.00 1 35%

$1,430.00
$0.00
$91.00

$321.75

Quotes are valid for 14 days from date of quote, unless otherwise specified. Tax and shipping are not included in quote, but will appear on your final invoice. Returns must be factory sealed,
and may be subject to a 15% restocking fee. Shipping fees are non-refundable. New customers are required to provide a 50% deposit due at time of order.. A late charge will apply after 30

days. PLEASE NOTE: THIS PRICING IS CONFIDENTIAL.
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Sold to: City of Louisville

Quote #: 7091 | Page 4 of 6

SKU Description LIST Price Gty Discount
10496 ShoreTel IP Phone - IP480 $299.00 11 35%
10223 ShoreGear Rack Mount Tray Gen4 $95.00 1 0%
0OCx-Misc  OCx - Misc Cabling $225.00 1 0%
NWTP Subtotal
PD
10229 ShoreGear 220T1A - 1U half width, Max Capacities - 1 T1, 220 IP phones, 4 Analog exts, 2 LS trunks, 0  $6,495.00 1 35%
Universal ports. When digital trunk capacity is reached, IP phone capacity is still 70. Requires one Tray
(SKU 10223]) for every two units.
30035 Extension & Mailbox License $200.00 50 35%
40005 Personal Access License $0.00 50 35%
30040 Mailbox-only License $90.00 15 35%
30044 Additional Site License $495.00 1 35%
10496 ShoreTel IP Phone - IP480 $299.00 42 35%
10368 ShorePhone IP655 w/ Anti-Glare $749.00 4 35%
10401 Satellite Microphones for ShoreTel IP Phone 655, Qty 2 $195.00 4 35%
10223 ShoreGear Rack Mount Tray Gen4 $95.00 1 0%
OCx-Misc  0OCx - Misc Cabling $225.00 1 0%
PD Subtotal
Rec Center
10259 ShoreGear 50 - 1U half width, Max Capacities - 50 IP phones, 2 Analog exts, 4 LS trunks, O Universal $1,995.00 1 35%
ports. Not all maximum capacities can be reached at the same time. Requires one Tray (SKU 10223) for
every two units.
30035 Extension & Mailbox License $200.00 26 35%
30039 Extension-only License $140.00 1 35%

QUOTE

Ext. Price

$2,137.85
$95.00

$225.00

$5,337.35

$4,221.75

$6,500.00
$0.00
$877.50
$321.75
$8,162.70
$1,947.40
$507.00
$95.00

$225.00

$22,858.10

$1,296.75

$3,380.00

$91.00

Quotes are valid for 14 days from date of quote, unless otherwise specified. Tax and shipping are not included in quote, but will appear on your final invoice. Returns must be factory sealed,
and may be subject to a 15% restocking fee. Shipping fees are non-refundable. New customers are required to provide a 50% deposit due at time of order.. A late charge will apply after 30

days. PLEASE NOTE: THIS PRICING IS CONFIDENTIAL.
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Sold to: City of Louisville Quote #: 7091 | Page50f6 QUOTE

SKU Description LIST Price  Qty Discount Ext. Price

30044 Additional Site License $495.00 1 35% $321.75
10486 ShoreTel IP Phone - 1P480 $299.00 26 35% $5,053.10
10223 ShoreGear Rack Mount Tray Gen4 $95.00 1 0% $95.00
OCx-Misc  OCx - Misc Cabling $225.00 1 0% $225.00

Rec Center Subtotal $10,462.60

Golf Course

10320 ShoreGear 30 - 1U half width, Max Capacities - 30 IP phones, 2 Analog exts, 2 LS trunks, O Universal $1,595.00 1 35% $1,036.75
ports. Not all maximum capacities can be reached at the same time. Requires one Tray (SKU 10223) for
every two units.

30035 Extension & Mailbox License $200.00 10 35% $1,300.00
40005 Personal Access License $0.00 10 35% $0.00
30039 Extension-only License $140.00 1 35% $91.00
30044 Additional Site License $495.00 1 35% $321.75
10384/ Starter Kit : IP 930D DECT Phone - Includes Base, Handset & Charger $599.00 1 35% $389.35
55136 - Included FREE OF CHARGE, if system is ordered before June 30th, 2015

10496 ShoreTel IP Phone - IP480 $299.00 9 35% $1,749.15
10223 ShoreGear Rack Mount Tray Gen4 $95.00 1 0% $95.00
OCx-Misc  0OCx - Misc Cabling $225.00 1 0% $225.00

Golf Course Subtotal $5,208.00

Support, Services, and Misc

94111 Partner Support - No Phones Coverage (1 Year) $7,826.50 1 0% $7,826.50
OCx - Install ~ OCx - Installation $12,000.00 1 0% $12,000.00
Shipping Estimated Shipping via UPS Ground $692.66 1 0% $692.66

Quotes are valid for 14 days from date of quote, unless otherwise specified. Tax and shipping are not included in quote, but will appear on your final invoice. Returns must be factory sealed,
and may be subject to a 15% restocking fee. Shipping fees are non-refundable. New customers are required to provide a 50% deposit due at time of order.. A late charge will apply after 30

days. PLEASE NOTE: THIS PRICING IS CONFIDENTIAL. 71 Page 5



Sold to: City of Louisville

SKU Description

Budget TBD: Budget for incidental licenses and materials required during installation

To purchase this quote, please sign and date below:

Signature:

Printed Name:

Date:

Quote #:7091 | Page 6 of 6 QUOTE

LIST Price  Qty Discount Ext. Price

$4,500.00 1 0% $4,500.00

Support, Services, and Misc Subtotal $25,019.16

QuoteTotal: $123,713.51

Quotes are valid for 14 days from date of quote, unless otherwise specified. Tax and shipping are not included in quote, but will appear on your final invoice. Returns must be factory sealed,
and may be subject to a 15% restocking fee. Shipping fees are non-refundable. New customers are required to provide a 50% deposit due at time of order.. A late charge will apply after 30

days. PLEASE NOTE: THIS PRICING IS CONFIDENTIAL.
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ShoreTel Implementation Plan

OCx NETWORK CONSULTANTS, LLC
1150 Delaware Street, Denver, CO 80204
Office 303.325.9700

Toll Free 800.281.8394

Fax 303.325.9701

ocxnet.com
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Stage 1 - Knowledge Transfer
Project Site

OCx Netwaorks leverages the use of an online project tool called Teamwork. This tool allows all
members of your team to access a website which will allow you to log in to the tool and see all updates
and progress in regards to your current project. Members of the OCx Staff, Customer Staff and other
people important to the project will have protected access. Each and every member of the project will
have abilities to update the project based on tasks they have completed, check for status on upcoming
tasks and see a realtime view of project updates. The project site will be live after a purchase order is
created and members of the OCx team will begin populating the project with information and tasks.

Information Gathering

Once OCx has been awarded an opportunity, we begin working on what we call the knowledge transfer.
This allows us to better understand your current environment so that we can be best prepared for
your implementation. This stage of the implementation is mostly front loaded with assistance that we
will need from Customer. When available we like to allot for about 2 weeks of time to complete these
events. Below is a high level list of events that will take place during the information gathering period.

Telecom

- Information on current telecom provisions. OCx Networks will ask Customer to put an Letter of
Agency (LOA] in place on our behalf. This allows us to call your carriers and get the necessary
information that we need on your behalf. \We will also use this LOA to pull a Customer Service Record
(CSR]). This CSR wiill tell us all the numbers that you own, we will double check and test those numbers
making sure that we identify exactly what happens when they are called. Going through this process
leaves no stone unturned, and no surprises on the Go Live date.

- Check PRI type

- Identify Direct Inward Dial Numbers (DIDs) on those PRI's
- Verify Signaling Protocol Used

- Identify Digit Translation - Digits Received

- Check Timing on the PRI

Network Information
- Below is a list of items we will need to understand and verify when it comes to your data network.

- Understand VLAN information (If any)
- If VLANs, making sure they are untagged for ShoreTel servers and voice switches.

- ShoreTel has a few port requirements to consider, we will communicate this to you.
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- Communicate the need for Spanning Tree to be turned off.

- There is also information that we will request from Customer during the information gathering stage
in regards to network information.

- Static IP’s available for ShoreTel Server and Voice Switches
- DHCP Server Scope

- Verifying the integration with the mail server. This is an important step for Unified
Communications (UC), during the implementation process we will ensure proposer mail relay
and be sure that mail is exchanged between ShoreTel and the existing environment.

- Discuss e-mail delivery - Exchange or SMTP send.

End User Information

- Understanding the end users, their environment and the enhancements they are looking to leverage
for productivity enhancements is one of the most important steps during a ShoreTel implementation.
During the information gathering stage there is a lot of information that we will request on each of the
end users. Below is a list of information that we will request in regards to end user information.

- OCx Netwaorks will begin gathering the accurate end user information necessary to program
users into the system. This includes accurate spelling of first and last name, identify extension
and mailbox, DID, type of phone they will receive, location of that user, e-mail information and
cell phone number (if applicable)

- We will request an Excel Spreadsheet with all the appropriate information be filled out,
however, if Customer has a working document that provides us with this information we can
use that and transfer to the import tools that we use.

- General Discussions on end user configurations. We take this opportunity to go over all the
features in ShoreTel and really hone in on the features that we will want to pass on to the end
users.

- During these discussions we will often decide to pre-program end users cell phones into
ShoreTel so that they are all setup to begin using mobility features like “Find Me” or
“Additional Phones.”

- We will also identify what feature buttons that we may program on their handsets. | believe in
past conversations your Attorneys’ were interested in recording their own conversations, if
this is the case we will program a button on their handset so that they can record their calls
on demand.

- Identifying end user permissions, LD account codes (if any) and dialing restrictions will also be
discussed while gathering end user information.
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- We will also want to have a discussion in regards to end user voicemail box size and specific
classes of service in regards to a voicemail user.

- Leveraging the use of ShoreTel Commmunicator is a great tool that sits on the end users
desktop and should enhance the end users experience of using the ShoreTel phone system.
OCx would recommend a Group Policy push of the package to end user workstations, however
most any package manager will suffice.

Call Flow

- Lastly, during this information gathering stage, OCx will request to sit down with the appropriate
members of your staff to understand how the call flows waork within your organization. Traditionally,
this group of people will not only include IT staff, but sometimes includes department heads and / or
receptionists. WWe want to leverage the use of people who use the phones everyday to better
understand what happens when certain numbers are called. This is an opportunity for us, working
together, to help improve business flows and processes. Traditionally we will schedule this meeting to
be about 1 to 1 1/2 hours, depending on the detail of the call flow. The information that we will want
to uncover an understand is listed below.

- Identify all published numbers and what happens when those numbers are dialed.
Understanding if there are schedules attached to those numbers, are you front ending with
an Auto-Attendant. We would also identify these main numbers and if they are part of a hunt
group and understand the failover destinations in regards to these published numbers.

- Experience tells us that being proactive on scheduling is an important part of the project,
understanding where the phone rings, and what happens to those calls when no one answers
is important. We also encourage our customers to offer self help options for their customers
during off hours. Setting up and understanding these flows are an important part of this
process.

- Once call flows have been identified, we place them into an Excel spreadsheet for review.
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Stage 2

Once we have gathered all of the information required on the front end we will begin Stage 2. In this
stage we really want to pre-configure the phone system and test all the equipment. During this stage
we will have all the equipment and software shipped directly to our offices so that we can begin the
process of setting up your phone system in our lab environment. This will allow us to let the equipment
burn in and test sufficiently before it ever gets to your site. Once testing is complete we will box
everything back up and bring it over to your location to begin placing the equipment into production.
Below are some of the steps that we will take during this stage.

- Pre-Configure, test and burn in all ShoreTel Voice Switches and Server
- Perform necessary patch updates and upgrades to current equipment

- Place all equipment in test lab, connect all voice switches to our test environment and let all
hardware run during the burn in period.

- During this time we will also pre-configure and program all users into the phone system.

- Along with the pre-configuration of the users to the phone system, we will also setup each
individual users handset. This way when we arrive on site for the actual implementation, the
phone rollout becomes very simple, and we only have to un-box and setup the phones on each
individual users desk.

- OCx will configure the entire site, set up appropriate trunk groups and pre configure call flow.

At the completion of this stage, the goal is to have a fully functional ShoreTel PBX setup in a test
environment. Although it is a lot of work on the front end for OCx, it makes the transition away from
your current PBX much easier and much more predictable.
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Stage 3

Once all the equipment has been pre-configured and tested, we begin the process of taking it onto your
site and installing it in the racks and begin the implementation into the production environment. Below
is a step by step process that we will take during this stage to implement the ShoreTel IP PBX.

- The first day on-site we will be installing the server and integrate all equipment into the
netwark.

- Once the equipment has been implemented into the racks, we will traditionally schedule an
after hours outage for about 30 minutes to connect the PRI's to ShoreTel, make sure the
services green up, test all calls, check Caller ID, Test Long Distance and 911. Once this initial
testing is complete we will bring services back into your current PBX until we are ready for
the official go live. Testing the services before hand gives us an opportunity to make sure telco
connectivity will be ready to go for the first day of go live, making the cutover even smoother.

- Once all the equipment is implemented in the racks and tested. \We will begin the phone
deployment. The schedule as far as the deployment is concerned is up in the air, as we will
conform to appropriate times for your business. We can do the phone deployment after
hours, or on a weekend, we also have scenarios where we perform the install during the day
and ask users to step away from their desks for a few minutes. \Which ever way you decide to
move forward with phone deployment OCx will most likely be able to accommodate.

- When we deploy the phones for the end users, we will show up at their desk and un-box the
user’s pre-configured phone. From there, we will disconnect the PC from the network,
connect the phone to the jack in the wall, make sure the phone comes online and then
connect the PC to the phone to pass data.

- We will traditionally recommend that all the phones are put out on desks about 2-3 days
before the go live date. This allows users to reinforce what they have learned in training on a
“live” internal system.

Training

Based on our conversations, OCx Networks will custom design a training program based on your
requirements. We would most likely setup a few different classes, please see a description for each
class below. Prices still need to be calculated for training.

- End User - 30 Minutes - In this class we will want to go over basic functionality of the phone,
and show them a few key features on the software. Most likely these classes will be best
served as a seminar style class, with maybe 15-25 people in a room at a time.

- Power User - 60-30 minutes - This class is more for receptionists and office admins, heavy
users of the phones. This is a much deeper dive that will focus on functionality of the handset
and software. Users in this class will leave with a much broader knowledge of the system.
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- Train the Trainer - 90 minutes - 2 Hours - This class is more for IT Staff or appropriate people
who may take on the training of new employees, or deemed the expert on ShoreTel. In this
class we will teach the “trainers” on how to train on the phone system.

- Administrator Training - 2 Hours - Once we have completed the install we like to schedule
time with [T staff so that we can come in and train on how to administer the ShoreTel IP PBX.
We will take a deep dive into configurations and troubleshooting during this class and make
sure that we discuss your specific call flows and how you can change them.

Once we have setup all the users and place phones on their desks, we make sure the phone system
goes through extensive testing, with most every possible scenario, so that we know everything will work
on the cutover date.

Go Live

When we schedule the Go Live date several considerations are made when selecting that date. It is
about 50,50 on which way we go, a lot of times we will do the cutover to the new system on a
Thursday evening, and the first day of Go Live is Friday. Otherwise, we will perform the cut on a Friday
and the first day of actual go live is Monday morning. Traditionally, the cutover on a Thursday into
Friday are more favorable so that users are not starting their week with a brand new phone system.
On the first day, after the cutover, OCx Networks will have resources made available for end users to
ask questions. Usually, members from our team will be walking around the building, asking users if they
have questions and assisting them on further learning the system and how it can work for them. We
are normally on-site the entire first day to make sure that everyone is comfortable with the new
system.

Punch List

After an implementation is completed there are always “punch list” items that still need to be taken
care of before the install is considered complete. During our “punch list” phase sometimes call flows
need to be adjusted or small, non-service affecting issues have popped up. while you are in this phase,
usually about a week, you will be given first in line priority from our installers and help desk staff to
troubleshoot any of those issues that you may be having. At the completion of the punch list, you will
then be handed the keys to the new system and will be considered in support mode.
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Support
OCx Netwarks offers our customers many different ways to get in touch with us. Below is a list of

communication vehicles that OCx employs for our customers to use. Any of these communications go
directly to our help desk queue.

- Phone Call - You can contact OCx Networks support 24x7 at (303) 325-9710. Here a
trained engineer will answer your call and begin support, if available. If a message must be
left, you will be contacted by a member of our support staff within the SLA. After hours and on
weekends, phone call is the preferred method of contact for service affecting issues.

- E-mail - You will have the ability to e-mail OCx Support directly by sending a message to

support@ocxnet.com. Here your message will pop into our support teams gueue.

- Ticketing System - OCx Networks utilizes a web ticketing system which will provide you with full
access to trouble tickets and a fantastic tool for tracking progress on any open issues. This is
username and password protected site, when you login to the system you will have access to
see any and all communications for your organization. Multiple members of your staff can be
provided access to the web ticketing system if you choose.

ShoreCare Partner Support (Full Coverage)

ShoreCare Partner Support (Full Coverage] allows your first call in a troubleshooting scenario to come
directly to OCx Networks. If OCx needs to escalate directly to the manufacturer we will call in to
ShoreTel TAC to escalate. OCx runs our help desk during normal business hours as 8am to Spm
Monday through Friday, with a 2 hour call back SLA. We also offer 24x7 support to our customers
which will get you access to a member of our staff who is on call, there is a 4 hour SLA attached to
after hours support. Along with this level of coverage, customers receive full access to new releases of
major code and patch updates, 24x7 advanced replacement of ShoreTel Voice Switches and the ability
to RMA ShoreTel handsets, if one should malfunction. Where the advanced replacement applies to the
ShoreTel Voice Switches, the RMA of the ShoreTel handsets are shipped ground and traditionally take
9-7 business days.

ShoreCare Partner Support (No Phones)

All of the above applies outside of the BMA abilities of ShoreTel handsets. This is to mean that any
ShoreTel handset that malfunctions, outside of the 1 year warranty, cannot be returned to the factory
and replaced. Phones can still be worked on to trouble shoot issues, just not returned or replaced.

Scheduling Additional Support

All of the above not withstanding, OCx Networks always offers availability to our customers wherever
we can. We encourage our customers to schedule time with us in advance for any major upgrades,
updates to the system or support. If time is scheduled with us after hours, we will be made available
either on-site or remotely. Traditionally, if we are allowed to schedule enough in advance there is no
charge for these additional support services.
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Davis, Graham & Stubbs - ShoreTel Implementation Plan
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Company Information

OCx Network Consultants
1150 Delaware Street
Denver, CO 80204
303-325-9703

OCx Network Consultants is a Denver, CO based value added reseller (VAR) and IT
solutions integrator that was founded in 2001.

OCx specializes in the design and implementation of enterprise voice and data networks, and
supports customers ranging from education and government entities, to distributed enterprises,
nationwide. From 2001 to current, OCx has remained at ShoreTel’'s Premier Gold Level
partnership. OCx has received numerous awards from ShoreTel for purchase volume
achievements and, most importantly, Customer Satisfaction. Our successes also includes
receiving ShoreTel's most prestigious award, the Circle of Excellence, 7 times. This award is
reserved only for ShoreTel's top 10 partners worldwide and is based on a formula of volume and
customer satisfaction.

OCx is the longest standing ShoreTel partner in the Western United States. As a ShoreTel Gold
Partner, OCx has over 12 years experience installing and supporting IP unified communications
platforms for customers in all business verticals. Having achieved 38 awards for volume
achievement and customer satisfaction, OCx is among the most accomplished ShoreTel
partners, nationwide.

Website

OCx Network Consultants
www.ocxnet.com
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Experience

OCx has worked with several city, county, and government entities since our inception in 2001
on public safety projects including VOIP systems.

OCx Network Consultants has been widely regarded as the leading provider of ShoreTel Unified
Communication solutions in Colorado, and specifically our success in the SLED sector. Our
experience with the ShoreTel product predates any other ShoreTel reseller, not only in Colorado,
but the United States. Approximately 12 years ago, when ShoreTel was created, OCx took on
the product line after understanding the vision and strategy to provide reliable, scalable, feature
rich and affordable solutions.

Larimer County, Colorado (2013)

Larimer County is located in north central Colorado. It is the sixth largest county in Colorado
based on population. Larimer County has 15 sites that are connected back to the headquarters
location, which is where all sites come back to for voice and data services. Larimer County has
approximately 2200 handsets deployed, and the onsite implementation was undertaken by the
Larimer County IT department and installed in less than 6 months. The IT staff at the Larimer
County trained their end users with the assistance of OCx by putting together a training manual
for their reference.

Mark Pfaffinger - CIO
(970) 498-5050 | mpfaffinger@larimer.org 200 West Oak Street Fort Collins, CO 80522

City of Arvada, Colorado (2012)

The City of Arvada has 10 sites that are connected back to the headquarters location, which is
where all sites come back to for voice and data services. One site has been classified as the
disaster recovery site and in the unlikely event of a failure, the City can point all calls over to that
location. The City of Arvada has approximately 600 handsets deployed, and the onsite
implementation time was less than 3 months.

Ron Czarnecki - CIO
(720) 898-7874 | ron-c@arvada.org 8101 Ralston Rd. Arvada, CO 80002

City of Lakewood, Colorado (2009)

The City of Lakewood has 12 sites that are connected back to the headquarters location, which
is where all sites come back to for voice and data services. At 10 of the remote locations, the
only equipment is PoOE switches and ShoreTel handsets. One site has been classified as the
disaster recovery site and in the unlikely event of a failure, the City can point all calls over to that
location. The City of Lakewood has approximately 1,200 handsets deployed, and the onsite
implementation time was less than 3 months.

Wendy Shrader - Manager of Technical Services
(303) 987-7624 | wenshr@lakewood.org 445 S. Allison Parkway, Lakewood, CO 80226
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City & County Government
« City of Arvada
« City of Brighton
« City of Lakewood
« City of Lafayette
« City of Lone Tree
« City of Wheat Ridge
« Larimer County
« Town of Silverthorne
« Ralph Carr Judicial Building
1. Colorado Dept. of Law
2. Office of Attorney Regulations
3. Office of Child's Representatives

« Colorado Judicial State Court System
1 3rd Judicial District
2 5th Judicial District
3 6th Judicial District
4, 7th Judicial District
5. 8th Judicial District
6. 11th Judicial District
7 13th Judicial District
8 15th Judicial District
9. 17th Judicial District
10.  18th Judicial District
11. 19th Judicial District
12.  20th Judicial District

Public, Utility, & Education
Logan County Sheriff’'s Office
Jefferson County Public Library
Eagle River Water and Sanitation
Colorado Springs Utilities

Sangre de Cristo Electric Association
Englewood Schools

E-College/ NCS Pearson

Lewis Palmer School District

East Central BOCES

Fremont County School District

Private - Enterprise

Performance Food Group - Vistar

DGS Law

IQ Navigator

True Qil

Cummins Distributorships (Central, Rocky Mountain, Crosspoint)
Affinity Group Holdings - Good Sam’s Family
Leslie Pool Mart

Noodles and Company

Black Angus Restaurants

Patina Restaurant Group

85



CITY COUNCIL COMMUNICATION
AGENDA ITEM 5D

SUBJECT: APPROVE CANCELATION OF MAY 26, 2015 STUDY SESSION
DATE: MAY 19, 2015
PRESENTED BY: CITY MANAGER’S OFFICE

SUMMARY:

Previously scheduled agenda items have been moved to a future agenda and on May
27" at 7:30 am City Council will hold a joint meeting with the Boulder County
Commissioners.

FISCAL IMPACT:
None.

RECOMMENDATION:
Approve canceling the May 26, 2015 City Council Study Session.

ATTACHMENT(S):
None.
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City Manager’s Report
May 19, 2015




CITY OF LOUISVILLE

EXPENDITURE APPROVALS $25,000.00 - $49,999.99

APRIL 2015
| DATE | P.O.# | VENDOR | DESCRIPTION [  AMOUNT |

4/3/2015 92085 American Mechanical Systems Replace Two HVAC Units at Golf Course Clubhouse $28,781.00
Request for Proposals were received from four contractors with
American Mechanical Systems providing the lowest qualified bid.

4/23/2015 92104 ESRI Inc. ESRI Enterprise Licensing Agreement Renewal $25,000.00
Annual ESRI software subscription

4/29/2015 92108 Allred & Associates Architecture/Engineering Design and Consulting Services for ADA $32,890.00

Restrooms at Heritage Park and Recreation Center

A Request for Proposals was published twice in the Daily Camera and
only one proposal was received.
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PUBLIC WORKS MONTHLY REPORT
FOR APRIL 2015

The mission of the Public Works Department is to provide high-quality, cost effective
service to both our internal and external customers. The following are highlights of
activities performed by the various divisions of the Public Works Department during the
month of April 2015.

DIVISION ACTIVITIES/STATISTICS:

WASTEWATER PLANT DIVISION

O-p =0

Influent Total Monthly Flow in MG

Effluent Total Monthly Flow in MG

Potable Water Usage in Gallons Reuse Flow in Gallons

Average % BOD Removal Average % TSS Removal



PUBLIC WORKS MONTH REPORT CONTINUED
Page |2

WATER PLANT DIVISION

Monthly Plant Production in MG Average Daily Productions in MG/Day

Total Production Year to Date — 678.99 Acre Feet
Million Gallons 221.28

RAW WATER REPORT

Windy Gap Firming Project — The U.S. Bureau of Reclamation, Northern Water and its
Municipal Subdistrict signed a new Windy Gap carriage contract. The U.S. Bureau of
Reclamation issued a Record of Decision for the Project, enabling continued progress to design
and construct Chimney Hollow Reservoir.

ENGINEERING DIVISION

Base Services

1. Staff is coordinating with Parks and Urban Drainage and Flood Control District on the Coal
Creek Trail project under the BNSF bridge. Work has been completed.

2. Issued eleven (11) Right-of-way/Overlot Grading Permits.

Development Projects

Public Works reviewed PUD referrals, civil plans, landscape plans, drainage reports and
completed inspections for the following projects:

Howard Berry Treatment Plant — Plans reviewed and issued comments to Engineer.
Industrial Area Replat - Reviewed and issued comments to Planning Department.

The Lanterns — Civil and landscape plans reviewed and approved for construction.

North End Phase 3 — Civil Plans reviewed and comments issued to Engineer.

North End Block 10 — Material submittals reviewed and approved.

Hutchinson Corner — Material submittals reviewed and approved.

DELO Phase 1 & 1A — Material submittal and pavement design reviewed and approved.
1960 Cherry Street — Reviewed Regional Pond Plan reviewed and approved.

1900 Cherry Street — Improvement inspections completed and issued Construction Acceptance.
Louisville Middle School Track & Field (Artificial Turf) — Reviewed Proposal and comments
issued to Engineer.

YVVYVVVVVYYY
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PUBLIC WORKS MONTH REPORT CONTINUED
Page |3

> 994 W. Dillon Rd - Right in/Right out access plan reviewed and comments issued to Engineer.

> 994 W. Dillon Rd., McCaslin Retail — Development Application reviewed and comments issued to
Planning Deparment.
> 1240 Lafarge — Development Application reviewed and comments issued to Planning Department.

Capital Projects

1. 2015 Sanitary Sewer Project — Conducted preconstruction conference. Diaz Construction

commenced work.

2015 Concrete Replacement - Completed contract documents and advertised for bid.

2015 Water Main Replacement — Bids received and recommendation issued to Council.

4. 611 Front Street Parking Lot Expansion —Solicited bids and requested direction from City
Council.

5. Stormwater Master Plan - JVA, Inc. issued 50% progress report. 95% report will be issued in
May and final report in June. A public meeting was held to gather any other problem areas
in town.

w N

County Road Bridge Design - Consultant continues to address CDOT comments.

Dillon Road Bridge Repair Design - Consultant continues to address CDOT comments.

Lafayette — Louisville Boundary Area Drainage Improvements (Formerly A-2)

The project team has submitted the 90 percent drawings in late April. The project is on hold with
Boulder County Land Use pending an easement from a private property owner. Staff is attending
a biweekly design progress meeting with Lafayette, Urban Drainage and the consultant. The
team is also coordinating with developer for DELO and the wastewater treatment plant project to
coordinate timelines and project information.

St. Andrews & Dillon Road Signal Installation — Landscape installation.
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PUBLIC WORKS MONTH REPORT CONTINUED
Page |4

Wastewater Treatment Plant Design — The project was advertised for construction services
and bids were opened. The construction services contract will be presented for Council approval
on May 19.

Louisville/Superior Interconnect — Project design is complete and the construction services
will be bid in the fall of 2015.

South Plant Sludge Drying Beds — This project was awarded and a pre-construction meeting
held.

Eldorado Springs Raw Water Intake Design — The project is nearing 100% design and staff
obtained approvals from the Colorado State Parks and Boulder County Commissioners.
Financial reimbursement conversations with FEMA are continuing.

Miscellaneous

Staff attended coordination meetings with KICP.

Staff is continuing their efforts on updating the Design and Construction Standards.

Staff continues its review of the new CDPHE Stormwater MS4 permit and coordinating
with KICP for issuance of comments.

Staff is working with the operations department on updating the City wide Utility Atlas.

> wphpeE

Inspections were performed at:

> Hutchinson Corner Subdivision > 740 Front St.
> North End Block 10 > 1245 Grant Ave.
» 729 Johnson St. » 1960 Cherry St.

» 2015 Street & Concrete Project
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PUBLIC WORKS MONTH REPORT CONTINUED

Facilities Project Summary for April 2015

Page |5

Project Status Remark

CH Sprinkler Complete Full coverage fire sprinkler &
inert gas for IT room

Museum - Tomeo House Complete Improve access to basement

Cellar Door and keep animals out

Library entrance drain Complete Prevent flooding and icing

New City Services

Interior Concrete complete,
Heated vehicle storage

structural framing complete,
furniture design in progress

Attending weekly meetings
and reviewing submittals

South water plant pre-
treatment room HVAC
replacement

Awarded to Colorado
Mechanical Systems

Replacement

Golf Course Clubhouse
HVAC replacement

Scheduled for May

Replacement

North water plant flooring
replacement

Scheduled for May

Vinyl and carpet replacement

Recreation Center Racquetball
lighting — north court

Scheduled for May

LED lighting for court with
motion sensor — south court
complete

Facilities Interior Painting -
2015

Specification complete

Police & Court, Library, City
Hall

A picture is worth a thousand words.....

City Services - heated vehicle storage

framing

City Services - Heated Vehicle Storage
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Facilities Labor by Location - April 2015

Austin ..
Art Center ) City Hall
. Niehoff 3% ) )
0% 0% ° _City Services

Police & Court

1% Museum
1%

Facilities Labor by Category - April 2015
Vehicles

Shop

Trash/Waste

Pool

Plumbing

Kitchen

Electrical

Hardware

Furniture
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Public Works Operations
Monthly Report for April 2015

In April, the Operations Division performed the following tasks:

272 Work orders completed

367 Utility locations

407 Pothole(s) repaired

340 Lane miles swept

0 Miles of snow plowed

0 Gallons of magnesium chloride applied for de-icing

Type of Work Total Hours

Administration 322.00 |Tota| On/Call & Overtime Hours: 48.25|

Meter Work 87.00 [Total Paid Leave Hours: 202.93|

Leaf Pickup 0.00

Sewer 188.00 Grand Total: ~ Manhours: 2594.00

Shops Maintenance 95.50 OT/On-Call: 48.25

Snow Plowing 14.00 Paid Leave: 202.93

Special Events/Projects 153.50 2845.18

Streets/Signs 440.50

Water 817.50 Total Hours from Timesheets: 2812.5

Storm Water 155.50 Total Unaccounted Hours: -32.68

Fleet Maintenance 320.50 Total Unaccounted Percent: -1%
Total Manhours: 2,594.00

0 Tons ice slicer used for de-icing

20 Signs repaired or replaced

23 Dump truck loads hauled to landfill

0 Dump truck loads of asphalt to recycle

0.00 Feet of sewer line TV'ed this month

0.00 Tons of Salt & Sand Mix used for de-icing

8,877.43 Feet of sewer line cleaning this month

4,360.92 Feet of sewer line root & grease cutting (Quarterly)

75,532.97 Total feet cleaned & cut for 2015

1 Install signs - non TCO

0 Traffic Control Orders (TCO) completed

2 New water meter(s) installed

0 Water meter(s) repaired or replaced

1 Emergency sewer backup response

Work performed for Utility Billing:

6,999 Water meters read

71 Door tags hung

170 Consumption check / 0 usage

57 Re-reads and finals

2 Delinquent water turn off / on

In addition to general maintenance tasks the crew typically perform,
the Division also completed these special projects:

Operations continued Valve Exercising for the LOW Zone this month.
Potholing and patching was on-going and a high priority as well.

Storm Drainage Inspections and Reports were a focus for the start of spring
rains.

Manhole Inspections took place this month as well.

Fleet Maintenance Administration
12% 12%

Meter Work H Administration
3%
Storm Water Leaf Pickup ® Meter Work
6%
0%
u Leaf Pickup
Sewer

7% M Sewer

& Shops

. Maintenance
hops Maintenance

1% i Snow Plowing
ow Plowing
1% u Special
Events/Projects
Special E"entS/Projﬁgﬁreets/Signs
6%
u Water

Water
32%

 Storm Water
u Fleet Maintenance

Streets/Signs
17%
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Louisville Public Library Report
2015 Programming: January—April

All Programming

PROGRAM ATTENDANCE JAN FEB MAR APR YTD
Number of Adult Programs 6 6 8 3 23
Attendance 124 59 125 35 343
Number of Teen Programs 4 4 5 9 22
Attendance 13 13 20 44 90
Number of Children's Programs 46 42 49 67 204
Attendance 1,600 1468 2,058 2,295 7,421

Focus on Staff-led Children’s Programming

Recurring, Regular Programs

No. of No. of

Program Name Frequency Programs | Guests
Baby Story Time 2x/week 34 1399
Toddler Story Time 2x/week 34 2075
Preschool Story Time 2x/week 34 1236
Preschool Dance Party bi-monthly 7 383
LEGO Club * monthly 4 113
Toddler Art (added in March) monthly 2 53
Yoga for Kids * monthly 4 61
* volunteer assistance
Special Programs

No. of No. of
Program Name Programs |Guests
Caldecott Book Club 4 76
Storybook Ballet 1 55
Mad Science 1 34 Toddler Art, April 2015
Movie Matinee 1 40
Spy School 4 120
Young Writers Festival 1 95

Weekly story times remain the Library’s most popular programs, but other recurring programs, such as
Preschool Dance Party and LEGO Club, also draw large numbers of children and families.

Library staff also develop special programs that are single occurrences or last for a defined period. In some
cases staff work closely with others, such as CU Science Discovery for ‘Spy School’, to provide programming
beyond the scope of staff expertise or resources. This also enables Library users to benefit from the many
partnerships forged by Library staff, particularly in the area of STEM education.

96



LOUISVILLE MUNICIPAL COURT MONTHLY COURT REPORT 2015

TRAFFIC VIOLATIONS JAN FEB MAR APR MAY JUNE JULY AUG SEPT ocT NOV DEC YTD 2015 YTD 2014
0 POINT VIOLATIONS 1 0 0 0 1 0
1 POINT VIOLATIONS 1 1 0 0 2 5
2 POINT VIOLATIONS 3 1 0 3 7 19
3 POINT VIOLATIONS 15 7 17 8 47 42
4 POINT VIOLATIONS 33 27 39 31 130 172
6 POINT VIOLATIONS 2 0 0 1 3 2
8 POINT VIOLATIONS 0 0 1 0 1 0
12 POINT VIOLATIONS 0 0 0 0 0 0
SUB TOTALS 55 36 57 43 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 191 240
SPEED VIOLATIONS

1 POINT VIOLATIONS 0 2 2 4 8 9
4 POINT VIOLATIONS 20 33 27 28 108 180
6 POINT VIOLATIONS 3 4 2 4 13 23
12 POINT VIOLATIONS 0 0 0 0 0 0
SUB TOTALS 23 39 31 36 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 129 212
PARKING VIOLATIONS

PARKING 53 24 33 24 134 35
PARKING/FIRE LANE 0 1 0 1 2 1
PARKING/HANDICAPPEIL 1 2 1 2 6 9
SUB TOTALS 54 27 34 27 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 142 45
CODE VIOLATIONS

BARKING DOGS 0 1 0 0 1 6
DOG AT LARGE 0 0 8 1 9 1
WEEDS/SNOW REMOVA 0 0 0 0 0 1
JUNK ACCUMULATION 0 1 0 0 1 0
FAILURE TO APPEAR 2 3 6 4 15 8
RESISTING AN OFFICER 0 0 0 0 0 0
DISORDERLY CONDUCT 0 0 0 0 0 1
ASSAULT 0 0 0 0 0 1
DISTURBING THE PEACI 0 0 0 0 0 1
THEFT 0 0 0 0 0 1
SHOPLIFTING 0 3 1 0 4 5
TRESPASSING 0 0 0 0 0 1
HARASSMENT 0 0 0 0 0 1
MISC CODE VIOLATIONS 4 2 8 7 6 9
SUB TOTALS 6 10 23 12 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 51 36
TOTAL VIOLATIONS 138 112 145 118 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 513 533
CASES HANDLED

GUILTY PLEAS 70 33 59 45 207 81
CHARGES DISMISSED 12 18 20 10 60 65
*MAIL IN PLEA BARGAIN 30 33 34 37 134 286
AMD CHARGES IN COUF 26 26 30 27 109 88
DEF/SUSP SENTENCE 0 2 2 1 5 9
TOTAL FINES COLLECTE $  9,597.00 $  9,370.00 $ 14,390.00 $ 11,490.00 $ 44,847.00 $  54,480.00
COUNTY DUI FINES $  1,669.26 $2,286.34 $ 153621 $  1,839.19 $ 7,331.00 $ 443655
TOTAL REVENUE $ 1126626 $ 1165634 $ 1592621 $ 13,329.19 $ -3 -8 $ -3 - % -3 -8 -3 52,178.00 $  58,916.55
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CITY COUNCIL COMMUNICATION
AGENDA ITEM 8A

SUBJECT: COAL CREEK GOLF COURSE GRAND RE-OPENING
DATE: MAY 19, 2015

PRESENTED BY: JOE STEVENS, PARKS AND RECREATION DEPARTMENT

SUMMARY:

Coal Creek Golf Course will launch its Grand Re-Opening on June 27, 2015. The
purpose of this item is to update City Council on the status of the Coal Creek Golf
Course Grand Re-Opening planning. Staff invites feedback on the proposed plan and
next steps in the process.

Staff and the Golf Course Advisory Board (GCAB) solicited comments from golfers,
non-golfers, community members, and feedback from open house meetings to develop
the scope of the event intended to provide a celebration that is appealing to the entire
community, golfers and non-golfers alike.

The Grand Re-Opening celebration will unfold over two days during the weekend of
June 27-28, 2015. On Saturday, June 27, a formal ceremony will kick-off the weekend
events at 10:00 a.m. at Coal Creek Golf Course. Opening activities will include:

e Continental breakfast provided by The Mine

e First Tee presentations with Color Guard flag ceremony, guest speakers, and
first tee shots

e The party begins at 11:00 a.m. until 4:00 p.m. with a variety of activities for
attendees of all ages to participate such as a Hole-in-One shootout, Closest to
the Pin, Foot Golf competition, Longest Drive, Course Tours, live music and other
festivities.

e Commemorative gift items will be available for giveaway and for sale.

e Sealed bids will be accepted the week of June 21 to conclude at 4:00 p.m. on
June 27 for the first tee time on Monday, June 29.

The Grand Re-Opening celebration will continue on Sunday, June 28, with a
Stakeholder’s Golf Day. This day will consist of a shotgun start outing to include several
current and former stakeholders, and a public lottery to fill the balance of 72 participants
for a shotgun start. Public entries will be submitted at Coal Greek Golf Course the week
of June 21. The cost of the lottery entry and sponsors will cover the cost to play, prizes,
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SUBJECT: COAL CREEK GOLF COURSE GRAND REOPENING

DATE: MAY 19, 2015 PAGE 2 OF 2

continental breakfast, appetizers, and commemorative gift. The entry fee is projected at
$100; however, staff is currently finalizing those plans.

Golf and Communications staff will use multiple strategies and tools to engage the
public leading up to the Grand Re-Opening including paid advertising, media support,
direct outreach at public events, and the creation of a golf newsletter, social media, and
updates on www.coalcreekgolf.com.

Accompanying this communication, please find a living document plan for the 2015 Coal
Creek Golf Course Grand Re-opening.

FISCAL IMPACT:

The 2015 Coal Creek Golf Course budget includes $20,000 for advertising and
marketing. This includes expenses for the Grand Re-Opening in addition to ongoing
marketing/advertising expenditures through the remainder of 2015. This means that
Coal Creek will need to produce the Grand Re-Opening events for significantly less than
the total allotted $20,000 and secure sponsorship opportunities to fill any proposed
spending gap. Staff will continue to monitor the budget and welcomes opportunities to
partner with other public sector agencies and private sector businesses in making this
Grand Re-Opening a success.

RECOMMENDATION:
Review and comment on the 2015 Coal Creek Golf Course Grand Re-Opening.

ATTACHMENT(S):
1. Coal Creek Golf Course 2015 Grand Re-Opening Plan
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PURPOSE

To celebrate Coal Creek Golf Course’s re-opening with the community, golfers and non-
golfers alike, by encouraging them to attend celebration activities on Saturday, June 27,
2015. Additionally, we hope to recruit golfers to participate in a lottery for a first golf outing
at the course on Sunday, June 28, 2015.

Potential measurement: Attendance at Grand Re-Opening and lottery participant numbers for
golfouting

TIMELINE
e Promotion: May 4 - June 27,2015
e (Grand Re-Opening Ceremony: Saturday, June 27, 2015, 10:00 a.m.
e Stakeholder Golf Outing: Sunday, June 28, 2015, 9:00 a.m.

GOALS

e Increase awareness of Coal Creek Golf Course opening for play among key
community golfing audience and potential golfers

e C(reate excitement to celebrate re-opening of community asset as a milestone for
flood recovery

e Provide a memorable positive experience for participants as this is our chance to
make a strong first impression on a crowd with high expectations

e Reintroduce grand changes of Coal Creek Golf Course (features, management, rates,
restaurant, etc.) at grand re-opening

e Increase of social media activity and community (build online community through
social media, newsletter and website)

EVENT OUTLINE

e Invitations
o Save the Date - sent week of April 6, 2015
o Formal Invitation - send week of May 18, 2015
e Advance Promotion/Marketing
o May4 -June 27,2015
e Grand Re-Opening Celebration | Saturday, June 27, 9:00 a.m. - 4:00 p.m.
o Continental Breakfast | Networking | Socializing (9:00 a.m.)
o Grand Re-Opening Ceremony (10:00 a.m.)
= Color Guard/Flag Ceremony
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= Guest Speakers (to be confirmed)
Potential line-up: Governor John Hickenlooper, Mayor Bob Muckle,
Golf Course Advisory Board Chair Ken Gambon, Course Architect
Kevin Norby, Junior Golfer TBD - Others per RSVP/Need; Emcee -
Council member Jay Keany
o First Tee Shots
o Festival Activities (11:00 a.m. to 4:00 p.m.)
= Live music
= Refreshments/Service with The Mine
= Competitions by age groups: Hole in One Shootout, Closet to the Pin
(Footgolf), Longest Drive, Longest Drive (Footgolf)
= Course Tours: Cart, Bike, or walk; self-guided and hosted by Golf
Course Advisory Board members/Staff
= Commemorative gifts for purchase and giveaway
o Silent Auction for first tee time on Monday, June 29, 2015
= Silent Auction will be promoted
= Bids accepted at Coal Creek Golf Course June 21-27, 2015
Grand Re-Opening Stakeholders’ Golf Day | Sunday, June 28, 8:00 a.m. - finish
o Opportunity to play will be promoted, lottery submissions accepted June 21-
June 27, 2015.
Approximately 36 identified stakeholders
Approximately 36 lottery golfers
Shotgun start at 9:00 a.m.
Lottery fee includes: Continental breakfast, appetizers, “tournament”
atmosphere with scoreboard, video, etc. and commemorative gifts.

O O O O

MARKETING STRATEGY

Leveraging community excitement for this flood recovery project come to a close and golf
play to resume at Coal Creek, golf course staff will use media support, paid advertising,
direct public outreach, newsletters, social media, website updates, and word of mouth to
promote the grand re-opening events.

These include:

Presence at Street Faire, Bike to Work, Touch a Truck, and Taste of Louisville events
Host ongoing Open House update meetings

Secure articles in City Newsletter and local media

Place paid advertising in local and regional publications and online venues

Create E-newsletter for Coal Creek Golf Course (see Figure 1)

Establish social media (Facebook and Twitter) accounts for Coal Creek Golf Course
Create content and maintaining website
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Figure 1 - Coal Creek Golf Course Courier - E-newsletter
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CITY COUNCIL COMMUNICATION
AGENDA ITEM 8B

SUBJECT: COAL CREEK GOLF COURSE 2015 FEE SCHEDULE
DATE: MAY 19, 2015

PRESENTED BY: JOE STEVENS, PARKS AND RECREATION DEPARTMENT
DAVID BARIL, HEAD GOLF COURSE PROFESSIONAL

SUMMARY:

City staff would like to review 2015 Coal Creek Golf Course Fees/Charges with City
Council. After the Grand Reopening festivities on June 27" and 28", Coal Creek Golf
Course will open for regular play on June 29, 2015, marking the first time the course
has been playable since September 5, 2013. Since that time, the golf course has been
reconstructed and golf course management, operations (excepting Food & Beverage)
and maintenance, once out-sourced, has become an in-house City operation. To be
successful, the City must position Coal Creek to be perceived as a value worth the per
round cost and competitively priced. To do this staff are committed to maintaining better
course conditions and a higher level of customer service than previously experienced at
Coal Creek and to setting a standard other golf courses will try to emulate.

To develop a successful pricing strategy, City staff and the Golf Course Advisory Board
(GCAB) have taken comments from golfers, non-golfers, considered survey data and
balanced competing interests against the need to generate sufficient rounds/revenue
necessary to cover operating costs. On April 20, 2015, the Golf Course Advisory Board
reviewed and agreed with the Parks and Recreation Department’s proposed Coal Creek
Golf Course Fees and Charges for 2015. At that meeting, some GCAB members
suggested incorporating a resident discount for season passes at Coal Creek Golf
Course into the fee schedule for 2015 and staff has done so.

Accompanying this communication, please find a listing of 2015 Coal Creek Golf Course
Rates and Fees. Notable changes in contrast to the previous model include:

e Season passes or “memberships” have been updated from the old “Summit” and
“‘Peak Player” programs. The new “Imperial” (any day) and “Regal”’ (week days
only) passes differ from the old “Summit” passes primarily by reducing the price
slightly from $2,200 (Summit with free cart benefit) and $1,700 (Summit without
free cart benefit) to $1,900 for the Imperial and $1,300 for the Regal passes. The
free golf cart benefit has been eliminated from both Imperial and Regal passes,
there is no food and beverage discount and the advance tee time privilege has
been reduced from 14 days to 10 days. The Regal Pass targets senior golfers
who can golf during non-peak days (during the week), but it will also be marketed
and available to everyone, noting that a number of working schedules are not
traditional and younger adults with or without children, may be struggling to make
ends meet, are on a “fixed income” etc., but would clearly love to play more golf.
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e The new “Ajax” and “Acme” season passes are based on a calendar year
beginning July 1 and ending June 30.

o The $124 Ajax season pass offers the following benefits:
= An 8 day advance tee time privilege
= A $ 3discount off of MOST 18-hole green fees on_any day (the

exclusion is no discount for prime time on weekends and holidays)

= A $ 2 discount off of 9-hole green fees on any day.
= A discount off of golf merchandise only
= Arevised loyalty program
= NO free golf during winter months

o The $88 Acme pass has similar benefits but is a WEEKDAY only pass:
= An 8 day advance tee time privilege
= A $ 3 discount off of MOST 18-hole green fees for weekday only

(the exclusion is no discount for prime time on weekdays)

A $ 2 discount off of 9-hole green fees on any weekday.

A discount off golf merchandise only

A revised loyalty program

NO free golf during winter months

These passes are designed to be attractive for golfers and potential golfers and,
also to work for the economic sustainability of the golf course. During the
transition, the City will honor outstanding balances on Summit Club and Peak
Player Membership Programs.

e Dynamic pricing is being introduced to Coal Creek targeted to market sensitivity
and golfing demand. This means green fees are dependent on time, day of
week, course conditions, and as a result reflect variable pricing.

e A new $159 Junior Pass has been incorporated into the 2015 Program affording
golf course privileges for youth and unlimited use of range balls and practice
facilities.

e Bike carts have been added to the City’s rental portfolio for 2015.

e The calendar year for passes will start July 1, 2015 and will be good through
June 30, 2016.

e A Corporate Golf Pass Program will be offered.

e The rack rate (highest 18 hole green fee) on weekends and holidays will be $49
in 2015.

e The highest rack rate on weekdays will be $43 in 2015.
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e Special programs and season passes have been named after mines that once
operated in and/or around Louisville. This pays homage to the history of
Louisville and reflects staff’s efforts to brand the golf course.

e The Parks & Recreation Department will continue to explore, develop and
integrate non-traditional golf programs including but not limited to foot golf,
interpretive programs, Punch Bowl golf and other events and programs at Coal
Creek Golf Course.

FISCAL IMPACT:

The 2015 adopted Coal Creek Golf Course budget reflects total revenue of $3,145,400
including $1,124,400 revenue from operations, a General Fund transfer of $300,000 to
help with first year operational start-up costs, a $1,196,000 transfer from the Capital
Projects Fund for equipment and major capital necessary to re-open and maintain the
golf course, and $525,000 from 2015 FEMA reimbursements for 2013 Flood costs.

This budget was based on the assumption in October 2014 that Coal Creek would
reopen in June 2015, generate 18,000 rounds of golf through December 2015 (60% of a
full year) and the City would charge a Rack Rate of $55.00 resulting in an average rate
of $41.25. At the time staff noted,

“Although we are still evaluating pricing options and, on the theory that it is better
to start high and reduce price as necessary than to start low and try to increase
prices, may recommend a higher price, staff currently recommend a rack rate of
$55.00 for 18 holes during prime times in 2015...Staff will continue working with
the Golf Course Advisory Board on a pricing structure and other issues as we
transition from grow-in to on-going maintenance to opening the golf course in
2015 to make sure the course is ready.”

Since October of last year staff has worked with the GCAB and, considering the current
prices of competing golf courses in the area and believing it is necessary to entice
golfers back to Coal Creek and show them the course is a good value, now believes a
Rack Rate of $49.00 is appropriate.

Since the Course will reopen at the end of June, and based on the staff’'s detailed
review of the course history and area trends, staff also thinks a projection of 18,000
rounds this year is overly optimistic. The 5-year average number of paid rounds at Coal
Creek Golf Course for the period 2008-2012 is 30,210. Based on this number, and
assuming 45% of rounds occur in the July-December period (many golfers tend to play
more in the late Spring and early Summer than in the latter half of the year), staff now
projects the new Coal Creek Golf Course should be able to generate 13,595 paid
rounds in 2015 (July to December). Staff also projects that the dynamic pricing schedule
will generate an average green fee of $36.75 (75% of the proposed Rack Rate green
fee of $49.00). Finally, staff projects that for 2015, golf course operations will generate
45% of the previous annual revenue reported by Western Golf from Cart Rentals,
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Driving Range Fees, Food and Beverage, Pro Shop Sales, Rentals and Lessons. Based
on all these current assumptions, and on staff's current estimates of expenses through
the end of the year, staff projects revenue from operations will total about $760,000
resulting in a budget shortfall (total revenue less total expenditures) of about ($89,000).
The details of this estimate are listed in the table below.

Based on the projected number of rounds and keeping all other assumptions the same,
it would be necessary to increase the Rack Rate to $58.00 (and generate an average
green fee of $43.50) in order to roughly break even (total revenue equaling 2015
expenditures). Alternatively, keeping the Rack Rate at $49.00, it will be necessary to
generate 15,105 rounds and 50% of historical revenue in other revenue centers to be
able to roughly break even in 2015.

Projected Revenue and Expenses

Assumptions: 2015

5 Year Average Paid Rounds 30,210
Percent of Total Rounds & Revenue in July-Dec 45%
2015 Rounds 13,595
Rack Rate S 49.00
Average Green Fee S 36.75

Revenue

Green Fees S 499,598
Golf Cart Rentals S 108,000
Driving Range S 58,500
Food/Beverage S 20,250
Pro Shop Sales S 54,000
Pull Cart Rentals S 1,125
Club Rentals S 4,050
Golf Lessons S 4,500
Misc. Revenue S 9,000
Total Revenue (From Operations) $ 759,023
Capital Projects Fund Transfer $ 1,196,000
General Fund Transfer $ 300,000
FEMA Reimbursement $ 525,000
Total Revenue $ 2,780,023

Expenses
Operations & Maintenance S 1,219,960
Capital Outlay $ 1,423,570
Utility Fund Loan Repayment S 225,000
Total Expenses $ 2,868,530

Net Revenue (Shortfall) S (88,507)
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RECOMMENDATION:
Staff appreciates Council’s review and comment on the 2015 Coal Creek Golf Course

Fee Schedule.

ATTACHMENT(S):
1. Coal Creek Golf Course 2015 Rates & Fees
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Coal Creek Golf Course 2015 Rates & Fees

DP = dynamic pricing rate
Ajax PPP_ = weekend & weekday PPP
Acme PPP = weekday only PPP
PPP = Preferred Player’s Pass

Rack rates Acme PPP rates  Ajax PPP rates
Weekday 18-hole green fee $43 ($3 off DP rate) ($3 off DP rate)
Weekday 9-hole green fee $23 ($2 off DP rate) ($2 off DP rate)
Twilight 1 rate M-F $29 ($3 off DP rate) ($3 off DP rate) < 4 hours daylight
Twilight 2 rate M-F $19 ($2 off DP rate) ($2 off DP rate) < 2 hours daylight

Weekend 18-hole green fee $49 N/A N/A during prime time**

Weekend 9-hole green fee $29 N/A ($2 off DP rate)

Twilight 1 rate weekend/holiday $34 N/A ($3 off DP rate) < 4 hours daylight
Twilight 2 rate weekend/holiday $24 N/A ($2 off DP rate) <2 hours daylight

4-Hole rate $8 ($1 off DP rate)  ($1 off DP rate)
18 hole cart fee Per Person $18
9 hole cart fee PP $10

18 hole bike cart $12
9 hole bike cart $8

18 hole pull cart $6
9 hole pull cart $4
Regular Rates
Range fees $ 5/30 balls; $9/60 balls; $ 12/90 balls New digital key pad dispenser
Range card Range pass $ 90/900 balls

18 hole rental clubs $40
9 hole rental clubs $25

A scenario for dynamic pricing on the weekends in_July and how it impacts Ajax pass holders’ rates
Discounts applied to the dynamic pricing rates
6:00 am -7:50 am $ 44
8:00 am — 9:30 am $ 49 ** highest rate
9:40 am — 12 noon $44
12:10 pm — 4:30 pm  $ 39

4:40 pm Twilight 1 rate in July with sundown at 8:32 $ 34
6:40 pm Twilight 2 rate in July with sundown at 8:32 $ 24

A scenario for dynamic pricing on weekdays in July and how it impacts Ajax & Acme pass holders’ rates
Discounts applied to dynamic pricing rates
6:00 am -7:50 am $ 38
8:00 am — 9:30 am $ 43 * highest rate
9:40 am — 12 noon $ 38
12:10 pm — 4:30 pm  $ 33

4:40 pm Twilight 1 rate in July with sundown at 8:32 $ 29
6:40 pm Twilight 2 rate in July with sundown at 8:32 $ 15

How we handle new passes after the expiration of current summit and peak players pass
If your current plan extends past June 30, 2015, a prorated buy in is available based upon the number of months
remaining until the new membership year begins.




Moving our yearly passes / programs from anniversary dates to specific calendar year.

The proposal is to eliminate programs and passes that expire on the 1 year anniversary of the initial sign in date. While
this plan is convenient to the player it is difficult to budget. The proposal is to move the passes to a calendar year
program that begins on July 1 and ends on June 30. By enacting this program we can better estimate the number of
renewals and the renewal would occur while demand is at its greatest along with the resistance to rejoin at its least.

Resident discounts.
There will be a 10926 discount available to residents of Louisville offered on the annual memberships that
include: Imperial, Regal, Ajax, Acmme and Caledonia.

A yearly premium pass.
The_Imperial Pass
Annual individual pass at $ 1,900 per person [prorated at $ 165 per month]
e A second family member can be added at 75% of original price

A third family member can be added at 35% of original price

10 day advance tee time privilege

Unlimited green fee

No tee time restrictions

Unlimited range balls

15% discount on soft goods and 10% discount on hard goods
Definition of a Family member: An individual living within the same residence, claimed as a dependent upon your tax
return, and not over the age of 25.

The Reqgal Pass
Annual individual pass at $ 1,300 per person [prorated at $ 125 per month]
e A second family member can be added at 75% of original price
A third family member can be added at 35% of original price
Unlimited weekday green fee
Unlimited range balls
10 day advance tee time privilege
15% discount on soft goods and 10% discount on hard goods

The Ajax (Peak Player's Pass) valid every day @ $124
The Acme (Peak Player’s Pass) valid weekday @ $ 88
o A free green fee pass will be distributed for each annual fee.
Prorated passes are not eligible for this option.
15% discount on soft goods and 10% discount on hard goods
Discounted green fees *
[Discounts not available Weekend and Holiday mornings from 8 am until 9:30 am]
8 day in advance tee time privilege.
Loyalty point system on all golf purchases
[green fee, golf cart, golf bike, range balls, golf merchandise] Loyalty points are valued at $ .10 on the dollar.
Example 500 loyalty points = $ 50
Loyalty points are redeemed at full retail.

The Caledonia Corporate Golf Pass

A yearly corporate pass that allows anyone with the Caledonia CGP card to be used as a Credit Card good only at Coal
Creek Golf Course. The card is valid for golf fees, food & beverage, golf instruction, golf carts, range, and golf
merchandise.

The initial buy in is $ 1500 and the funds can be replenished as needed in $ 500 increments.

[Food & beverage charges can be separated and reimbursed as cash or credits towards expenses owed by the
concessionaire to the City of Louisville.]

The Monarch Junior Pass
A privilege pass that includes unlimited green fees and unlimited weekday use of the practice facilities.
Prorated to $159 for 2015
e Golf course privileges available Monday through Friday between 8 am and after 1 pm weekends
e Unlimited use range balls and use of practice facilities on weekdays and after 1 pm weekends
o Tee time privileges available 2 days in advance




[ )
Services
Golf Instruction

Individual lessons
A series 5 lessons for the cost of four $ 200
One lesson $ 50 per half hour

Group lessons of 2 to 8
A series
One lesson

Junior lessons
Player Development Program  $ 100 per month or $ 900 per year
The Junior League $ 300 per player
The Drive Chip Putt Development program $ 100 per player

Corporate lessons
Variable rate per hour based upon number of participants

Club fitting
Wedge $ 50
Putter $ 50
Driver $ 50
Full Set $ 100

Club Repairs All prices include installation
Re-gripping varies on grip from $ 6 to $ 39 per grip
Re-shafting varies per shaft from $ 28 to $ 350
Frequency matching $ 5 per club
Loft & lie alterations $ 7 per club
Swing weight alterations $ 5 per club
Shaft Pureing $ 50 per club

Tournament preparation as a component of golf outings at $ 5 per person
Personalized score cards
Rules sheet preparation
Personalized cart tags
Scoring report
Skills Test preparation
Course set-up

Colorado Golf Association Handicap
Coal Creek Golf Course USGA handicap
$ 30 per adult
$ 19 per junior

Plugging the revenue leaks from previous years:
Discounted fees offered within the old Player's Peak program are not available on Saturday, Sunday or Holidays
from 8 am through 9:30 am
There are no free rounds through the winter months.
All fees are 18-hole fees. Replay rounds are available at 50% the original rate and are available as space is
available. Replay tee times are not allowed.
All loyalty points are redeemed at full retail.
Simplify the twilight rates to two types
1. First twilight rate begins 4 hours before sundown
2. Second twilight rate begins 2 hours before sundown
3. Cart fees are not discounted and are for holes played.
Publicize the 4 hole course rotation [10,11,12,13] at $ 8 per person based upon availability. No players will be
able to start while original play is on hole 9.




CITY COUNCIL COMMUNICATION
AGENDA ITEM 8C

SUBJECT: HIGHWAY 42 GATEWAY PLAN REVIEW
DATE: MAY 19, 2015
PRESENTED BY: TROY RUSS, PLANNING AND BUILDING SAFETY

SUMMARY:

The public hearing regarding the City’s potential purchase contract for 0.39 acres
located at 1125 Pine Street intended for the extension of Lee Avenue to Pine Street, as
contemplated in the City’s 42 Gateway Alternative’s Analysis Report, was continued
from April 7. City Council directed staff to return May 19" and present the Highway 42
Gateway Plan and relevant background because three members of City Council have
been elected since the Plan was adopted. City Council also requested staff present the
traffic volumes anticipated to use the proposed Lee Avenue Extension and respond to
questions Miner’s Field resident Jean Morgan provided during the April 7" meeting.
This staff report, its many attachments, and associated PowerPoint Presentation
present the information requested.

Highway 42 Corridor History

On June 4, 2013, City Council adopted Resolution 31, Series 2013, a resolution
approving the Highway 42 Gateway Plan as the preferred transportation strategy for
Hwy 42 between Locke Street and Paschal Drive (northern City Limits). This Plan is the
culmination of years of cooperative land use and transportation planning between the
City, CDOT, Boulder County and RTD.

Land Use Planning

Highway 42 Revitalization Framework Area Plan - In 2003, the City adopted the
Highway 42 Revitalization Area Framework Plan. The Framework Plan established the
City’s policy objectives for stabilizing and redeveloping the land uses east of the BNSF
Railway, north of Pine Street, west of Highway 42, and south of South Boulder Road.
Specifically, the plan called for the largely vacant land north of the Little Italy
neighborhood and the former industrial area between Griffith Street and South Street
being allowed to develop and redevelop as a mixed use walkable neighborhood
compatible with Downtown Louisville. The Framework Plan stated the Little Italy and
Miner’s Field neighborhoods should not be impacted by zoning changes and should
remain Residential Medium Density (RM). The Plan also called for the development of
a corridor study for Highway 42.
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Hwy 42 Framework Plan Land Use Exhibit A - MUDDSG

Chapter 17.14 of the Louisville Municipal Code — In 2007, the City adopted the Mixed
Use Development Design Standards and Guidelines (MUDDSG). This action translated
and implemented the policies in the Framework Plan through specific zoning regulations
and design guidelines in the Louisville Municipal Code.

The adoption of the MUDDSG formally required the properties north of Little Italy, the
area bound by Griffith Street and South Street, as well as the properties along Pine
Street to be rezoned and developed as mixed use. The MUDDSG did not change the
zoning for the Little Italy and Miner’s Field Neighborhoods; they remain in the RM zone
district.

Transportation Planning

State Highway 42 Traffic and Access Study — In 2007, the City completed a traffic and
access plan for Highway 42. The realignment of 95" Street from County Road to Hwy
42 over the BNSF Railway in 2004, along with the Framework Plan’s call for a corridor
study, necessitated a long-term strategy be developed.

The Study examined anticipated traffic volumes and concluded the corridor would need
to be widened to 5-lanes and an average of 30 feet of additional right-of-way would be
required between Pine Street and South Boulder Road.
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The Study recommended widening Hwy 42 to the east into the City’s jointly owned (with
Boulder County and the City of Lafayette) open space and recreational properties
instead of impacting approximately 21 properties in Little Italy, the redevelopment area,
and Miner’s Field to the west.

The cost of this project in 2013 dollars would range between $25 and $31 million. Itis
highly doubtful the City would find funding partners with an alternative impacting public
open space (referred to under Federal regulations as “4f properties”) to the east, or
historic residential structures (referred to as “106 properties”) to the west. The Study
conclusions were determined to be infeasible and were never adopted by the Louisville
City Council or its potential funding partners.

Hwy 42 Gateway Plan — In 2013, The 42 Gateway Project represented a renewed
partnership between Louisville, the Colorado Department of Transportation (CDOT),
Boulder County, and the Regional Transportation District (RTD) to complete an
Integrated Infrastructure Implementation Plan for Highway 42 Corridor.

The study examined a no-build alternative against both a 3-lane and 5-lane alternative.
The study recommended a 3-lane alternative with local street network and transit
enhancements. The study found the 3-lane alternative with local network and transit
enhancements would provide an acceptable level of service on Highway 42 while
significantly improving the vehicular safety and travel choices in the corridor when
compared to the no-build or 5-lane options. The 3-lane option was found to be superior
in accomplishing the City’s goals of minimizing property and environmental impacts,
improving pedestrian and bicycle mobility and meeting the land use vision
(redevelopment of the revitalization district and stabilization of the Little Italy and Miners
Field neighborhoods) for the corridor.

A total of three private properties need to be purchased by the City to enable the 3 lane
option. 1125 Pine Street is the only property south of South Boulder Road needing to
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be acquired. The other two properties are located north of South Boulder Road in
Cristopher Plaza and the Davidson Highline Subdivision.

The expected cost of the 3-lane option with local network and transit enhancements is
between $18 and $20 million in 2013 dollars. All of the funding partners in the study
endorsed or adopted the plan. Additionally, the Lafayette City Council gave positive
comments during a joint Louisville Lafayette City Council Study Session in 2013. The
Louisville City Council adopted the Plan with Resolution 31, 2013.

During the final City Council meeting, June 4, 2013, for Highway 42, City Council
directed staff to acquire the property necessary for the Lee Avenue extension when the
opportunity arose. Additionally, City Council further directed staff to hold the actual
construction of the roadway until a time when the adjoining properties redevelop.

Traffic Update

Council Member Lipton requested staff review the population and employment
assumption between what was planned and since built in the corridor. Council Member
Stolzmann inquired how the RTD plans, or the lack thereof, impacted traffic anticipated
in the corridor.

Staff worked with the Denver Regional Council of Governments (DRCOG) to review
population and employment numbers built versus projected as well as determine how
changes in RTD transit plans influenced traffic volumes in the corridor. Staff found the
build-out of Steel Ranch, North End, Coal Creek Station, DELO, and the Boulder
County Housing Authority’s Alkonis development to be slightly less than anticipated in
the 2013 study. The removal of RTD’s Northwest Rail Corridor in the model between
2035 and 2040 causes an approximately 10% increase in traffic volumes on Hwy 42.
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Lee Avenue Extension Traffic Study

The Highway 42 Gateway Plan documented the traffic volumes anticipated on Highway
42. The Corridor Plan did not show the traffic volumes anticipated on the local street
network. To project the local street traffic volumes, staff used the development
programs of DELO, DELO Plaza, and the existing Miner’s Field neighborhood to
generate a Traffic Impact Study and determine how many vehicles would be expected
to use the Lee Avenue Extension. Staff followed the three-step traffic engineering
process of trip generation, trip distribution, and trip assignment to create the Traffic
Impact Study.

Trip Generation - Staff anticipates approximately 6,150 vehicle trips would be generated
daily from DELO, DELO Plaza, and Miners’ Field. Approximately 460 trips would be
generated in the morning peak hour and 500 trips in the evening rush hour.

External Vehicle - Trips Generated

Average AM Peak hour PM Peak hour
Weekday In Out In Out
F F F "
6,142 222 241 270 228

Trip Distribution — Staff used the distribution assumptions from both the DELO and
DELO Plaza traffic studies. These distribution assumptions, shown below were
generated from select link studies of the DRCOG regional traffic model. Staff then
generated assumptions of how the Lee Avenue Extension would further influence the
distribution of generated trips.
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Trip Assignment — Staff anticipates approximately 850 vehicles a day will use the Lee
Avenue Extension with approximately 65 vehicles during the morning and evening peak
hours. This equates to approximately 1 vehicle per minute on Lee Avenue during the
peak periods. The proposed intersection would operate at a similar acceptable level of
service to the current Jefferson Avenue and Pine Street intersection in Old Town.

For comparison, staff conducted a three day 24-count (Tuesday, Wednesday,
Thursday) for four Old Town Louisville streets (April 21%,22™, and 23). The averaged
totals are shown below. Staff does not believe the traffic volumes expected with the
Lee Avenue Extension will negatively impact Miners’ Field neighborhood’s quality of life
any more than what is currently experienced in Old Town Louisville. The impact would
also be less than the likely impacts expected with a 5-lane Hwy 42 option.

Alternative Considered

During the April 7" public hearing on the potential 1125 Pine Street purchase, Miners’
Field resident Jean Morgan requested City Council have staff present an analysis of
extending the dedicated southbound right turn lane from Hwy 42 to Pine Street as an
alternative to the Lee Avenue Extension. The images below illustrate the property
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impacts of extending the southbound right turn lane north from Pine Street to the South
Street intersection as requested.

In this image staff kept the centerline of Hwy 42 in its current location and added half of
the needed northbound left turn lane from Hwy 42 to South Street, a southbound bike
lane on Highway 42, the requested extended southbound right turn lane, a sidewalk,
and a 3-foot retaining wall as Hwy 42 is 3 feet higher than Miners’ Field. The illustration
demonstrates extending the Hwy 42 southbound right turn lane to Pine Street north
would have significant impacts on the Miners’ Field.

This alternative was not recommended by staff during the 42 Gateway Study because it
did not improve traffic operations over what was proposed for the Pine Street
intersection. The 95" percentile queue in the 2035 model for the southbound right turn
lane from Hwy 42 to Pine Street does not justify the extension as requested.

CITY COUNCIL 1(31(7)MMUNICATION




SUBJECT: HIGHWAY 42 GATEWAY PLAN REVIEW

DATE: MAY 19, 2015 PAGE 8 OF 9

FISCAL IMPACT:

Staff estimates the total cost associated with the finalized construction of the complete
Highway 42 Corridor (3-lane option) to be $18 million for the Highway and an additional
$2 million for the local street network in 2013 dollars. Staff believes the City will be able
to secure significant (likely over $15 million) assistance from County, RTD, State and
Federal sources for this option. In contrast, the projected cost of the 5-lane option in
2013 dollars is between $25 and $31 million. It is also highly doubtful the City would find
funding partners for that option because it would impact public open space (“4f
properties”) to the east, or historic residential structures (“106 properties”) to the west.

Implementing the Highway 42 Corridor improvements will require the cooperation of a
number of vested partners including Boulder County, CDOT and RTD. The
improvements identified in the Gateway Plan will require a staged approach and
coordination with private development.

RECOMMENDATION:
This is a discussion item. No action is requested.

ATTACHMENT(S):

1. Resolution No. 31, Series 2013
2. Lee Avenue Extension Traffic Impact Analysis Spreadsheet

CITY COUNCIL 1CngMUNICATION




SUBJECT: HIGHWAY 42 GATEWAY PLAN REVIEW

DATE: MAY 19, 2015 PAGE 9 OF 9

Highway 42: 3-lane and 5-lane Cost Comparison (2013 dollars)

Link to Highway 42 Gateway Plan (2013)

Link to Highway 42 Traffic And Access Plan (2007)

Link to Highway 42 Revitalization Area Framework Plan

Link to Highway 42 Revitalization Area Comprehensive Plan Amendment
DRCOG Metro Vision 2040 Coding Message

Old Town Louisville Traffic Counts April 21, 22, and 23, 2015

10 Public Comment — Sam Duran April 12, 2015

11.Presentation

12.Link to Highway 42 Revitalization Area Framework Plan & Comprehensive Plan

Amendment (Highlighted version provided by Sam Duran via Councilmember
Stolzmann)

©ON® O AW
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http://www.louisvilleco.gov/home/showdocument?id=1562
http://www.louisvilleco.gov/Home/ShowDocument?id=3893
http://www.louisvilleco.gov/home/showdocument?id=370
http://www.louisvilleco.gov/home/showdocument?id=362
http://www.louisvilleco.gov/Home/ShowDocument?id=4002
http://www.louisvilleco.gov/Home/ShowDocument?id=4002

RESOLUTION NO. 31,
SERIES 2013

A RESOLUTION APPROVING THE HIGHWAY 42 GATEWAY PLAN

WHEREAS, the City of Louisville contracted with Atkins North America, Inc.
(Atkins) to complete a Louisville FasTracks Station Area and Highway 42 Corridor
Integrated Infrastructure Implementation Plan; and

WHEREAS, the plan was renamed the Highway 42 Gateway Plan (The Plan); and

WHEREAS, the City conducted a public meeting on November 9, 2011 where
The Plan was introduced and the objective of the project was identified; and

WHEREAS, the City conducted a public meeting on April 18, 2012 where The
Plan purposed, project goals, and existing conditions were presented and comments
and feedback were received; and '

WHEREAS, the City conducted a public meeting on October 3, 2012 to present
and discuss project alternatives and facilitate a public discussion; and

WHEREAS, the City Council held two duly noticed public meetings on The Plan
on December 28, 2012 and January 22, 2013, where public testimony was entered into
the record, and recommended modifications were made to The Plan; and

WHEREAS, the City Council has reviewed The Plan and finds that it should be
approved, without condition.

NOW THEREFORE, BE IT RESOLVED, that the City Council of the City of
Louisville, Colorado does hereby approve the 42 Gateway Plan.

BY: \/rﬁw- / I\//M

Robert P. Muckle, Mayor

Nancy Varra, pity Clerk

Resolution No. 31, Series 2013
Pagezof1
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Miners' Field

Average
Trip Generation Catagory Quantity Weekday
Single Family Home 25 DU (3) 9.52
Duplex (2) 2 DU 5.81
Apartments (4) 4 DU 6.65
31 DU

Notes:

Trip Generation Rates (1)

(1) Trip Generation, Institutte of Transportation Engieers (ITE), 9th Edition

(2) Land Use No. 230 Duplex
(3) DU = Dwelling Units
(4) Land Use No. 220 - Apartments

DELO

Average
Trip Generation Catagory Quantity Weekday
Townhomes (2) 60 DU (3) 5.81
Apartments (4) 130 DU 6.65
Office (5) 22.6 KSF (6) 11.03
Restaurants (7) 11.3 KSF (6) 127.15

Notes:

(1) Trip Generation, Institutte of Transportation Engieers (ITE), 9th Edition

(2) ITE Land Use No. 230 - Townhouse

(3) DU = Dwelling Units

(4) ITE Land Use No. 220 - Apartments

(5) ITE Land Use No. 710 - General Office Building - Apartments
(6) KSF = 1,000 square feet

(7) ITE Land Use No. 932 - High-Turnover (Sit-Down) Restaurant

DELO Plaza

Average
Trip Generation Catagory Quantity Weekday
Shopping Center (3) 13.6 KSF (4) 136.49
Fast-food Restaurant (5) 8 KSF 496.12
TOTAL 21.6 KSF
Notes:

AM Peak hour PM Peak hour Average
In Out In Out Weekday
0.188 0.563 0.63 0.37 238
0.075 0.365 0.348 0.217 12
0.102 0.408 0.403 0.172 27

Sub-total 276

Trip Generation Rates (1)

AM Peak hour PM Peak hour Average
In Out In Out Weekday
0.075 0.365 0.348 0.172 349
0.102 0.408 0.403 0.217 865
1.373 0.187 0.253 1.237 249
5.946 4.865 5.91 3.94 1,437

Sub-total 2,899

Trip Generation Rates (1)

AM Peak hour PM Peak hour Average
In Out In Out  Weekday
2.104 1.29 5.554 6.017 1,856

23.164 22.256 16.978 15.672 3,969

5,825
Primary Trips 3,210
Pass-by Trips 2,616

(1) Trip Generation, Institutte of Transportation Engieers (ITE), 9th Edition
(2) Trip Generation Handbook, Second Edition - An ITE Proposed Recommended Practice, June, 2004 by ITE

(3) ITE Land Use No. 820 - Shopping Center - formula rates
(4) KSF = 1,000 square feetLand Use No. 220 - Apartments

(5) ITE Land Use no. 934 - Fast-Food Restaurant with Drive-Through Window

TOTAL TRAFFIC

Average AM Peak hour
Weekday In Out
6,142 222 241
Trip Assignment Today
Average AM Peak hour
Street Access Weekday In Out
Internal Capture (5%) (1) 307 11 12
Main & Griffith (2) 921 33 36
Front Street & SBR (3) 614 22 24
Griffith & 42 (4) 154 6 6
Short & 42 (5) 2,534 91 99
South & 42 (6) 768 28 30
Lee & Pine (7) 845 30 33
TOTAL 6,142 222 241

Notes:

External Vehicle - Trips Generated

PM Peak hour

In Out
270 228
PM Peak hour
In Out
13 11
40 34
27 23
7 6
111 94
34 29
37 31
270 228

(1) Assumes trips captured internally and utilizing the South Street Gateway. Source DELO and Delo Plaza Traffic Impact Study

(2) Assumes 75% of project traffic to and from the Northwest

(3) Assumes 25% of project traffic to and from the North and Northeast
(4) Assumes 10% of project traffic to and from the South and Southeast

Vehicle Trips Generated
AM Peak hour PM Peak hour

In Out In Out
5 14 16 9
0 1 1 0
0 2 2 1
5 16 18 10

Vehicle Trips Generated
AM Peak hour PM Peak hour

In Out In Out
5 22 21 10
13 53 52 28
31 4 6 28
67 55 67 45
116 134 146 111

Vehicle Trips Generated
AM Peak hour PM Peak hour

In Out In Out
29 18 76 82
185 178 136 125
214 196 211 207
112 101 118 117
102 95 94 91
AM Pk PM Pk Daily
LaFarge 50 76 645
Jefferson 101 103 954
Grant 19 31 241
Lincoln 185 158 1,511
Lee 63 68 845

* Traffic Counts conducted

(5) Assumes 25% of project traffic to/from the Northwest; 75% to/from the Northeast and North; and 25% to/from the South and Southeast

(6) Assumes 50% of project traffic to and from the South and Southeast

(7) Assumes 100% of project traffic to/from the Soutwest; and 15% to/from the South and Southeast
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Percentage Internal
Capture and
Alternative Modes

5%
5%
5%

Percentage Internal
Capture and
Alternative Modes

5%
5%
10%
10%

Pass-by
Trip (2)

34%
50%

External Vehicle - Trips Generated

Average AM Peak hour AM Peak hour
Weekday In Out In Out
226 4 13 15 9
11 0 1 0
25 0 2 2 1
262 5 16 17 10
External Vehicle - Trips Generated
Average AM Peak hour AM Peak hour
Weekday In Out In Out
331 4 21 20 10
821 13 50 50 27
224 28 4 5 25
1,293 60 49 60 40
2,670 105 124 135 102
Net External
Trip Generated
Average
Weekday
1,225
1,984
3,210



Clearing and Grubbing

Removal of Concrete Median

Removal of Sidewalk

Removal of Curb and Gutter

Removal of Concrete Pavement

Removal of Asphalt

Removal of Traffic Signal Equipment

Removal of Fence

Removal of Guard Rail

EARTHWORK

Erosion Control (5%)

Concrete Class D Wall (10% of concrete wall x 4' Height
Drainage (10%)

Seeding (Native)

Mulching

Mulch Tackifier

Aggregate Base Course (Class 6)

Hot Asphalt Mix (Grading (SX) (100)

Concrete Sidewalk

Fence Wire with Treated Wooden Posts

Concrete Curb Ramp

Curb and Gutter Type 2 (Section I-B)

Curb and Gutter Type 2 (Section II-B)

Median Landscaping (Center Island Only)

Median Landscaping (native grasses/non irrigated)
Median Landscaping

Median Cover Material (Patterned Concrete)
Conduits/Wiring

Pedestrian/Street Lights (15ft) (including foundation)
Light Standard Metal (35 ft.) (including foundation)
Mobilization

Public Information Services

Pavement Marking & Signing

Traffic Control (5%)

Traffic Signalization

Utilities (5%)

CONSTRUCTION

ROW/Permanent Easement (Roundabout)
Temporary Easement (Roundabout)

Permanent Easement (10% of project length x 10')
Temporary Easement (50% of project length x 25')
REQUIRED RIGHT-OF-WAY

RIGHT OF WAY + EASEMENTS

RIGHT-OF-WAY SUB TOTAL

FORCE ACCOUNTS AND MINOR CONTRACT REVISIONS
FORCE ACCOUNTS AND CONTRACT SUB TOTAL
DESIGN

CONSTRUCTION MANAGEMENT

DESIGN + CONSTRUCTION MANAGEMENT
DESIGN FEES SUB TOTAL

CONTINGENCY AND UNACCOUNTED ITEMS
HIGHWAY TOTAL

Kaylix - Lathrop's Property

Kaylix - BCHA's Property

Kaylix - Tebo's Property

Lee Avenue

LOCAL NETWORK

HIGHWAY + NETWORK TOTAL

Unit

LS
N
N
LF
N

ACRE
ACRE
LB
TON
TON

SF
SF
SF
SF
SF

PROJECT COST ESTIMATE

Cost per unit

VLDV LOLLOLLLOLLOVLVLOLVLLOVLOVLNVLOLOnnnnn

25,000
15

15

5

15

4
10,000
2

4

10
600,000
65
1,200,000
1,000
1,000

2

15

80

40

3

75

18

22

20

10

20

6

10
8,000
4,000
600,000
15,000
30,000
600,000
425,000
600,000

10
4

10
4

5%

10%
10%

20%

3-lane Alternative

Units

3
170
1,365
5,665
13,600
52,300
2
4,800
700
22,000
1
3,240
1

6

6
1,100
20,800
31,000
7,000
5,600
510
22,860
3,630
4,200
32,800
23,650
9,700
8,000
a1

21

B AR R R R

$ 5,000
$ 20,000
$ 6,340
$ 79,130
S

1) Alternatives from 2013 Highway 42 Plan and 2003 Highway 42 Traffic and Access Study

2) Base costs generated from 2013 Highway 42 cost estimate

VDOV LLOLLOLBLLOLLOVLOLBLOLDLLOLLOLLLOLLOLLOLLLOVLLOBLVLLDOVLOLDONLNOVLONNunnnnn

Cost

75,000
2,550
20,475
28,325
204,000
183,050
20,000
9,600
2,450
220,000
600,000
210,600
1,200,000
5,500
5,500
2,200
312,000
2,480,000
280,000
16,800
38,250
411,480
79,860
84,000
328,000
473,000
58,200
80,000
328,000
84,000
600,000
15,000
30,000
600,000
1,700,000
600,000
11,387,840
50,000
80,000
63,400
316,520
509,920
11,897,760
594,888
12,492,648
1,249,265
1,249,265
2,498,530
14,991,178
2,998,236
17,989,413
490,000
260,000
450,000
685,000
1,885,000
19,874,413

Units

5
170
1,365
5,665
1,400
52,300
1
4,800
700
36,740
1.67
3,240
17

6

6
1,100
34,736
51,770
14,000
5,600
510
22,860
3,630
32,800
23,650
9,700
13,360
a1

21
1.67

1.67
1.67

6,340
79,130
400,000

5%

10%

10%

20%

VOV OLLOLLOLLVLLVLLOLLOBVLVOVLLOVLOLNOVLOLONVNNnunnnnn

L7 R S VA Y RV RV VSRV SV S

5-lane Alternative

East Alignment
125,250
2,550
20,475
28,325
21,000
183,050
10,000
9,600
2,450
367,400
1,002,000
210,600
2,004,000
5,500
5,500
2,200
521,040
4,141,600
560,000
16,800
38,250
411,480
79,860
328,000
473,000
58,200
133,600
328,000
84,000
1,002,000
15,000
50,100
1,002,000
1,700,000
600,000
15,542,830

63,400
316,520
400,000
779,920

16,322,750
816,138

17,138,888

1,713,889
1,713,889
3,427,778
20,566,665
4,113,333
24,679,998

260,000

260,000
24,939,998

Cost

VOV LOLLLLLOLLOLLOLLLOLLVBLOLLLDOVLLOBLONLLOVLOLONULNVLOnnnnnnn

West Alignment
125,250
2,550
20,475
28,325
21,000
183,050
10,000
9,600
2,450
367,400
1,002,000
210,600
2,004,000
5,500
5,500
2,200
521,040
4,141,600
560,000
16,800
38,250
411,480
79,860
328,000
473,000
58,200
133,600
328,000
84,000
1,002,000
15,000
50,100
1,002,000
1,700,000
600,000
15,542,830

63,400
316,520
4,250,000
4,629,920
20,172,750
1,008,638
21,181,388
2,118,139
2,118,139
4,236,278
25,417,665
5,083,533
30,501,198

260,000

260,000
30,761,198

* Clearing and grubbing, earthwork, erosion control, drainage, base course, asphalt, conduit and wiring, mobilization, traffic control increased 67% to reflect roadway expanding from 3 lanes to 5

lanes.

* Sidewalks increased with five lane option to reflect the 2003 plan

* costs and easements for roundabout not included in the five lane option
4) East alignment 5-lane right-of-way estimates come from the 2003 study

5) West alignment of 5-lane right-of-way estimates come from Boulder County property appraisers estimate values
6) Network costs generated by public works and includes estimates for land and construction
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Troy Russ

From: Scott Ramming <SRamming@drcog.org>

Sent: Monday, 27 April, 2015 4:07 PM

To: Troy Russ

Cc: Hamideh Etemadnia; Doug Rex

Subject: 2040 Metro Vision Focus Comparisons with and without NW Rail
Attachments: Metro Vision 2040 Scenario Coding_22july2013.docx;

LouisvilleVolumesMV2040Base.pdf; LouisvilleVolumesMV2040ScenB.pdf

Troy,
It was nice speaking with you this afternoon.

As we discussed for your review of the SH 42 PEL in light of the current funding constraints and staging plans
for FasTracks, | am providing two attached PDFs showing our Focus Metro Visions scenarios with daily
assigned highway volumes in the Louisville vicinity.

Of the Focus runs I'm aware of, | believe the Metro Vision 2040 Base and 2040 Scenario B provide the best
comparison most similar to what you're interested in.

The Metro Vision 2040 Base scenario uses the 2035 Fiscally-Constrained transportation network as of July
2013, when the forecasts were made. As we discussed, for Northwest Rail, the northern terminus would be the
Westminster Station near 71st Ave & Federal Blvd, which is currently under construction and scheduled to
open next year.

Scenario B was our transit-oriented scenario, in which we assumed completion of FasTracks (NW Rail to
Downtown Longmont), additional arterial BRT routes, and a network of managed lanes that would be available
to express and regional routes currently operating on the corresponding freeways. The arterial BRT and
managed lanes assumptions are described in the attached document.

The PDFs I am providing include internal decimal places used in the forecasting process, but do not reflect the
forecast uncertainty inherent in travel demand models such as Focus. This information is provided for your
information and convenience, but has not been approved for release to elected officials or the public. We ask
that technical staff use procedures such as those described in NCHRP Reports 255 and 765 to more realistically
convey the level of precision inherent in travel forecasting models. Your proposal to only present percentage
changes between the two scenarios will fulfill the intent of this requirement.

1
123



In the maps, the green dashed links represent centroid connectors, abstractions of the local street network
designed to load traffic from the zone centroid to the "real™ or modeled street network. The blue hashed links
represent the alignment of Northwest Rail. In the Scenario B map, these are labeled with daily transit person
trips. I'm not able to make your PDFs appear exactly like what | see on screen. For NW Rail south of the
Louisville Station, I show 783.63 NB person trips and 1,109.36 SB person trips. North of Louisville Station, the
ridership is 558.53 person trips NB and 703.91 person trips SB. You'll also notice that the SH 7 BRT route
comes south on SH 42 to South Boulder Road before turning east to Lafayette.

Please let me know if you have any questions about interpreting these results, or should you need an inset to
more clearly see the numbers on shorter links.

Scott Ramming, PhD, PE | Senior Travel Modeler | Regional Planning & Operations

Direct 303-480-6711 | Fax 303-480-6790 | E-mail sramming@drcog.org

DRC@®G | oerer cosozosseos

R BRI (ORI OF SETYE RSIGAR RIS Ex-mail d repg@droog. erg
N s Phome 303-455-1000
e ralee bife better! Wels wwew.drcoguorg

WED-I\I E$E"Fh ; JUNE 24 ) 20'1*_

Register now for 2015 Bike to Work Day!
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Site 1D:042052000000

Station Name:

Agency Name:Counter Measures

Description:LA FARGE AVE N/O PINE ST

City:LOUISVILLE

County:BOULDER
4/21/2015 Lane 1 (North) | Lane 2 (South) | All Lanes
00:00 0 0 0
01:00 0 0 0
02:00 0 0 0
03:00 1 1 2
04:00 0 0 0
05:00 2 2 4
06:00 8 3 11
07:00 16 6 22
08:00 15 14 29
09:00 20 11 31
10:00, 16 8 24
11:00 16 17 33
12:00 27 27 54
13:00 15 11 26
14:00 25 18 43
15:00 18 21 39
16:00 17 20 37
17:00 40 32 72
18:00 30 29 59
19:00 18 12 30
20:00 7 16 23
21:00 2 5 7
22:00 6 1 7
23:00 0 2 2
AM Peak Hour{09:00 - 09:59 i11:00- 11:59 11:00 - 11:59
AM Peak Value 20 17 33
PM Peak Hour{17:00-17:59 117:00-17:59 1700 - 17:59
PM Peak Value 40 32 72
Total 299 256 555
Percentages 53.87% 46.13% 100.00%

Printed on 29-Apr-1

5at10:28
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Site 1D:042052000000

Station Name:

Agency Name:Counter Measures

Description:LA FARGE AVE N/O PINE ST

City:LOUISVILLE

County:BOULDER
4/22/2015 Lane 1 (North) | Lane 2 (South) | All Lanes
00:00 0 2 2
01:00 0 0 0
02:00 0 0 0
03:00 1 1 2
04:00 0 0 0
05:00 2 1 3
06:00 2 0 2
07:00 22 21 43
08:00 20 20 40
09:00 18 16 34
10:00 7 8 15
11:00 34 27 61
12:00 29 38 67
13:00 27 31 58
14:00 25 10 35
15:00 27 25 52
16:00 17 28 45
17:00 28 28 56
18:00 30 21 51
19:00 25 16 41
20:00 7 11 18
21:00 7 4 11
22:00 2 2 4
23:00 1 1 2
AM Peak Hour{11:00- 11:59 [11:00- 11:59 11:00 - 11:59
AM Peak Value 34 27 61
PM Peak Hour|[18:00 - 18:59  112:00 - 12:59 12:00 - 12:59
PM Peak Value, 30 38 67
Total 331 311 642
Percentages 51.56% 48.44% 100.00%

Printed on 29-Aor-1

5at10:28
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Site 1D:042052000000

Station Name:

Agency Name:Counter Measures

Description:LA FARGE AVE N/O PINE ST

City:LOUISVILLE
County;:BOULDER
4/23/2015 Lane 1 (North) | Lane 2 (South) { All Lanes
00:00 1 3 4
01:00 0 1 1
02:00, 0 0 0
03:00 0 1 1
04:00 0 0 0
05:00 3 3 6
06:00 7 4 11
07:00 16 24 40
08:00 29 22 51
09:00 19 9 28
10:00 20 9 29
11:00 25 20 45
12:00 51 37 88
13:00 34 16 50
14:00 26 17 43
15:00 20 16 36
16:00 36 38 74
17:00 27 28 55
18:00 48 28 76
19:00 28 20 48
20:00 14 13 27
21:00 7 6 13
22:00 4 3 7
23:00 1 3 4
AM Peak Hour{08:00 - 08:59 {07:00 - 07:59 08:00 - 08:59
AM Peak Value 29 24 51
PM Peak Hour|12:00 - 12:59  [16:00- 16:59 12:00 - 12:59
PM Peak Value! 51 38 88
Total 416 321 737
Percentages 56.45% 43.55% 100.00%
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Site 1D:042054000000

Station Name:

Agency Name:Counter Measures

Description:JEFFERSON AVE N/O PINE ST

City:LOUISVILLE

County:BOULDER
4/21/2015 Lane 1 (North) | Lane 2 (South) | All Lanes
00:00 0 0 0
01:00 1 0 1
02:00 0 0 0
03:00 0 0 0
04:00 0 1 1
05:00 1 1 2
06:00 7 9 16
07:00 32 30 62
08:00 52 45 97
09:00 23 24 47
10:00 14 24 38
11:00] 24 36 60
12:00 35 38 73
13:00 19 31 50
14:00 25 28 53
15:00 49 49 98
16:00 27 43 70
17:00 28 51 79
18:00, 35 39 74
19:00 16 21 37
20:00 12 14 26
21:00 7 9 16
22:00 7 8 15
23:00 1 0 1
AM Peak Hour{08:00 - 08:59 108:00 - 08:59 08:00 - 08:59
AM Peak Value 52 45 97
PM Peak Hour{15:00-15:59 {17:00-17:59 15:00 - 15:59
PM Peak Value 49 51 98
Total 415 501 916
Percentagesi 45.31% 54.69% 100.00%
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Site 1D:042054000000

Station Name:

Agency Name:Counter Measures

Description:JEFFERSON AVE N/O PINE ST

City:LOUISVILLE

County:BOULDER
4/22/2015 Lane 1 (North) | Lane 2 (South) | All Lanes
- 00:00 3 1 4
01:00 0 0 0
02:00 0 0 0
03:00 0 0 0
04:00 1 3 4
05:00 3 0 3
06:00 6 11 17
07:00 31 35 66
08:00 58 43 101
09:00 21 21 42
10:00 17 19 36
11:00 23 29 52
12:00 37 38 75
13:00 24 33 57
14:00 30 31 61
15:00 58 51 109
16:00 26 52 78
17:00 31 59 90
18:00 17 35 52
19:00 17 22 39
20:00 7 10 17
21:00 6 9 15
22:00 6 4 10
23:00 2 0 2
AM Peak Hour]08:00 - 08:59 [08:00 - 08:59 08:00 - 08:59
AM Peak Value 58 43 101
PM Peak Hour|15:00 - 15:59  {17:00-17:59 15:00 - 15:59
PM Peak Value| 58 59 109
Total 424 506 930
Percentages| 45.59% 54.41% 100.00%
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Site [D:042054000000

Station Name:

Agency Name:Counter Measures

Description:JEFFERSON AVE N/O PINE ST

City:LOUISVILLE

County:BOULDER
4/23/2015 | Lane 1 (North) | Lane 2 (South) | All Lanes
00:00 2 0 2
01:00 0 0 0
02:00 0 0 0
03:00 0 0 0
04:00 0 1 1
05:00 2 0 2
06:00 3 5 8
07:00 50 56 106
08:00 42 50 92
09:00 23 31 54
10:00 21 27 48
11:00 30 39 69
12:00 43 49 92
13:00 33 40 73
14:00 31 23 54
15:00 35 37 72
16:00 38 53 91
17:00 38 63 101
18:00 30 36 66
19:00 17 20 37
20:00 5 11 16
21:00 10 12 22
22:00 6 5 11
23:00 0 0 0
AM Peak Hour{07:00 - 07:59 107:00 - 07:59 07:00 - 07:59
AM Peak Value 50 56 106
PM Peak Hour|12:00 - 12:59 117:00 - 17:59 17:.00-17:59
PM Peak Value 43 63 101
Total 459 558 1017
Percentages 45.13% 54.87% 100.00%
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Site 1D:042068000000

Station Name:

Agency Name:Counter Measures

Description:GRANT AVE N/O PINE ST

City:LOUISVILLE

County:BOULDER
4/21/2015 Lane 1 (North) | Lane 2 (South) [ All Lanes
00:00 0 0 0
01:00 1 2 3
02:00 0 0 0
03:00, 1 1 2
04:00 0 0 0
05:00 0 0 0
06:00 0 2 2
07:00 6 6 12
08:00 13 3 16
09:00] 10 3 13
10:00 4 4 8
11:00 11 4 15
12:00 7 7 14
13:00 8 7 15
14:00 4 7 11
15:00 8 10 18
16:00 21 12 33
17:00 13 10 23
18:00 11 16 27
19:00 4 8 12
20:00 4 5 9
21:00 7 7 14
22:00 1 0 1
23:00 0 0 0
AM Peak Hour{08:00 - 08:59 |07:00 - 07:59 08:00 - 08:59
AM Peak Value 13 6 16
PM Peak Hour} 16:00 - 16:59 18:00 - 18:59 16:00 - 16:59
PM Peak Value 21 16 33
Total 134 114 248
Percentages 54.03% 45.97% 100.00%
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Site 1D:042068000000

Station Name:

Agency Name:Counter Measures

Description:GRANT AVE N/O PINE ST

City:LOUISVILLE

County:BOULDER
4/22/2015 Lane 1 (North) | Lane 2 (South) | All Lanes
00:00 0 1 1
__01:00 0 0 0
02:00 0 0 0
03:00 2 1 3
04:00 0 0 0
05:00 1 0 1
06:00 2 3 5
07:00 5 2 7
08:00 10 4 14
09:00 5 8 13
10:00 3 5 8
11:00 5 5 10
12:00 4 2 6
13:00 6 2 8
14:00 10 13 23
15:00 9 12 21
16:00 13 15 28
17:00 11 14 25
18:00 7 6 13
19:00 6 2 8
20:00 2 2 4
21:00 2 4 6
22:00 2 0 2
23:00 0 0 0
AM Peak Hour{08:00 - 08:59 109:00 - 09:59 08:00 - 08:59
AM Peak Value 10 8 14
PM Peak Hour|{16:00 - 16:59 116:00 - 16:59 16:00 - 16:59
PM Peak Value 13 15 28
Total 105 101 206
Percentages 50.97% 49.03% 100.00%
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Site 1D:042068000000

Station Name:

Agency Name:Counter Measures

Description:GRANT AVE N/O PINE ST

City:LOUISVILLE

County:BOULDER
4/23/2015 Lane 1 (North) | Lane 2 (South) { All Lanes
00:00 0 1 1
01:00 0 0 0
02:00 0 0 0
03:00 1 2 3
04:00 0 0 0
05:00 0 0 0
06:00 1 3 4
07:00 8 7 15
08:00 22 5 27
09:00 5 0 5
10:00 5 5 10
11:00 8 3 11
12:00 9 5 14
13:00 5 3 8
14:00 13 9 22
15:00 7 8 15
16:00 23 4 27
17:00 19 13 32
18:00 17 15 32
19:00 8 12 20
20:00 5 5 10
21:00 3 7 10
22:00 1 1 2
23:00 0 0 0
AM Peak Hour{08:00 - 08:59 . |07:00 - 07:59 08:00 - 08:59
AM Peak Value 22 7 27
PM Peak Hour|16:00 - 16:59  [18:00 - 18:59 17:00 - 17:59
PM Peak Value 23 15 32
Total 160 108 268
Percentages| 59.70% 40.30% 100.00%
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Site 1D:042064000000

Station Name:

Agency Name:Counter Measures

Description:LINCOLN AVE N/O PINE ST

City: LOUISVILLE
County:BOULDER
4/21/2015 Lane 1 (North) | Lane 2 (South) | Ail Lanes
00:00 0 0 0
01:00 0 2 2
02:00 0 0 0
03:00 0 2 2
04:00 3 3 6
05:00 5 2 7
06:00 19 27 46
07:00 116 94 210
08:00 60 65 125
09:00 27 37 64
10:00 36 47 83
11:00 36 48 84
12:00, 36 38 74
13:00 23 32 55
14:00 59 43 102
15:00 72 58 130
16:00 61 84 145
17:00 84 78 162
18:00 46 42 88
19:00 37 34 71
20:00 23 13 36
21:00 15 8 23
22:00 3 2 5
23:00 2 3 5
AM Peak Hour{07:00 - 07:59 |07:00 - 07:59 07:00- 07:59
AM Peak Value 116 94 210
PM Peak Hour{17:00-17:59 {16:00 - 18:59 17:00 - 17:59
PM Peak Value 84 84 162
Total 763 762 1525
Percentages 50.03% 48.97% 100.00%
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Site 1D:042064000000

Station Name:

Agency Name:Counter Measures

Description:LINCOLN AVE N/O PINE ST

- City:LOUISVILLE

County:BOULDER
4/22/2015 Lane 1 (North) | Lane 2 (South) | All Lanes
00:00 5 3 8
01:00 0 0 0
02:00 0 0 0
03:00 0 0 0
04:00 4 3 7
05:00 4 3 7
06:00 7 15 22
07:00 80 83 163
08:00 72 88 160
09:00, 31 43 74
10:00 29 50 79
11:00 45 26 71
12:00 34 28 62
13:00 35 40 75
14:00 50 49 99
15:00 72 84 156
16:00 60 63 123
17:00 60 73 133
18:00 39 38 77
19:00 31 31 62
20:00 26 16 42
21:00 16 13 29
22:00 4 1 5
23:00 1 0 1
AM Peak Hour|07:00-07:59 108:00 - 08:59 07:00 - 07:59
AM Peak Value| 80 88 163
PM Peak Hour{15:00 - 15:59 115:00 - 15:59 15:00 - 15:59
PM Peak Value 72 84 156
Total 705 750 1455
Percentages| 48.45% 51.55% 100.00%
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Site 1D:042064000000

Station Name:

Agency Name:Counter Measures

Description:LINCOLN AVE N/O PINE ST

City:LOUISVILLE
County:BOULDER
4/23/2015 Lane 1 (North) | Lane 2 (South) | All Lanes
00:00 2 5 7
01:00 0 2 2
02:00 0 0 0
03:00 0 0 0
04:00 4 2 6
05:00 3 3 6
06:00 22 25 47
07:00 95 87 182
08:00 62 50 112
09:00 36 36 72
10:00 38 38 76
11:00 49 43 92
12:00 45 38 83
13:00 34 48 82
1400 63 63 126
15:00 49 47 96
16:00 58 83 141
17:00 80 75 155
18:00 56 70 126
19:00 35 33 68
20:00 13 19 32
21:00 10 5 15
22:00 13 9 22
23:00 1 4 5
AM Peak Hour|07:00 - 07:59 107:00 - 07:59 07:00 - 07:59
AM Peak Value 95 87 182
PM Peak Hour|17.00 - 17:59  116:00 - 16:59 17.00 - 17:59
PM Peak Value 80 83 165
Total 768 785 1553
Percentages 49.45% 50.55% 100.00%

Printed on 29-Apr-15 at 10:53
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Troy Russ

From: Scott Robinson

Sent: Tuesday, 14 April, 2015 11:56 AM
To: Troy Russ

Subject: FW: 1125 Pine St. Property

From: SAMUAL J DURAN [mailto:fordswin@msn.com]
Sent: Sunday, April 12, 2015 10:48 PM

To: Scott Robinson

Cc: bduran@pmtechinc.com

Subject: 1125 Pine St. Property

Mr. Robinson,

My name is Sam Duran, and I have lived at 1109 Pine Street for 48 years. | was born on September 4, 1942 and
lived at 600 Front St. from 1942 to 1950. | was raised by my Grandparents at 1105 Pine Street, the house west
of mine, from 1950 to 1966.

I am upset with your Department and your Director of Operations, Mr. Troy Russ. | am at a loss in finding out
why your Department is so obsessed to purchase the house at 1125 Pine St., even though the Highway 42
Revitalization Area Framework Plan of May 2003 states that the neighborhoods of “Little Italy’ and ‘Miners
Field” will be left intact.

Your Department is purchasing the property at 1125 Pine St., when in fact according to the “Framework Plan”,
no such transactions were to be discussed or implemented until the entire project had been completed and
approved.

You are aware of the impact this will have on our lives as well as the neighbors, but when watching your
presentations at council meetings, your concerns lie more with pleasing the seller more than with helping the
residents of the neighborhood.

I can only assume that you are both new to Louisville and you know nothing about its older residents and this is
only a “business deal”.

1
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The seller, according to his mortgage payments, paid between $180K and $200K for his property, he is now
asking $385K. The assessment was $270K and the City is more than willing to pay him $385K, which the City
doesn’t have, nor do they have the money to build the street. Also, being a Louisville resident and taxpayer, it
is absurd that | should have to pay taxes to the City in order to purchase the 1125 Pine St. house and in turn
destroy our neighborhood.

Sam Duran

303-665-3619

2
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City Council — Public Hearing — May 19, 2015
Highway 42 Gateway Plan - Review

Prepared by:

Planning and Building Safety Department
Economic Development Office

Public Works Department

Request — Extend Lee Avenue to Pine Street
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Project History

Colorado Highway 42 connects Louisville to US 287 in Lafayette and
to Colorado Highway 7 (Arapahoe Road) in Boulder County

Project History

LAND USE
2003 — Highway 42 Revitalization Area Framework Plan
2007 — Mixed Use Zoning Adoption (Chapter 17.14 — LMC)

TRANSPORTATION

Investments

1996 — US 36 /96t Street (Interlocken) Interchange
2004 - Highway 42 /96th Street Connection

Studies
2007 - State Highway 42 Traffic and Access Study
2013 - 42 Gateway Alternative Analysis Report
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Project History
42 Framework Plan

Key Recommendations

¢ Higher density mixed use development
- SBR to Little Italy
- Little Italy to Miner’s Field

Create a more walkable environment
similar to Downtown and Old Town.

Little Italy and Miner’s Field
Neighborhoods remain unchanged (RM
Zoning)

Conduct Corridor Plan for Hwy. 42

Project History
Mixed Use Zoning

Key Recommendations
e SBRto Little Italy rezoned to MUR & CC

Little Italy to Miner’s Field rezoned to
MUR & CC

Pine Street Properties Rezoned to MUR

Little Italy and Miner’s Field remained
zoned RM
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Project History
2007 - Hwy 42 Traffic and Access Plan
Key Recommendations
e 5—Llane Roadway

Choice of widening east, or west of Hwy. 42 (south of SBR)
- 2.5 acres of parks and open space impacts
Vs.
- 21 property impacts (6 Miner’s Field Properties, including the ball field)

$25 to $31 million in (2013 dollars) — Likely No Partnerships

NEITHER ALIGNMENT CONSIDERED FEASIBLE

Project History
2013 - 42 Gateway

Key Recommendations
¢ 3-Lane Roadway with local street network

Local Network through redevelopment
Steel Ranch — Kaylix Ave
Lanterns — Kaylix Ave
BCHA (Kestrel) — Kaylix Ave
Coal Creek Station — Front St & Cannon Cir
Delo — Cannon St

3 property Impacts
- 1voluntary (1125 Pine)
- 2 TBD (Lathrop & Tebo)
$18 to $20 million in (2013 dollars)

Resolution 31, Series 2013 approved — 6-4-2013
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Project History
2013 - 42 Gateway

Lee Avenue Connection

A new connection is proposed to connect Lee
Avenue to Pine Street. ... “The Lee Avenue
connection is a key connection needed to establish
this internal network. The City will initiate this

connection as the surrounding land redevelops”.

1) Council directed staff to acquire the property
when the opportunity arose.

The plan requires construction of the
connection to wait until the adjacent property
redevelops.

South to Pine 42 Gateway Study
3 lanevs. 5 lane

5-Lane Alternative

3-Lane Alternative
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42 Gateway Study
3 lane vs. 5 lane — Multimodal Needs

42 Gateway Study
3 lane vs. 5 lane — Safety Improvements

Accident History

The Louisville Police Depariment reported 155
accidents from Januwary 2005 to August 2011 along
the project comidor. The 155 accidents involved 331
automobiles, resulting in 62 injuries and 1 fatality. The
fatality reported just north of Short Street occurred in
2011. A second fatality occurmred near the intersection
of Griffith since the completicn of the analysis.
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42 Gateway Study
3 lane vs. 5 lane — Project Costs

3-lane Alternative 5-lane Alternative
East Alignment West Alignment
Construction S 14,481,258 19,786,746 S 20,787,746
Right-of-Way S 509,920 779,920 S 4,629,920
Contingency S 2,998,236 4,113,333 $ 5,083,533
Highway sub-total S 17,989,413 24,679,998 S 30,501,198
$ s
%

$
$
$
S

Network sub-total 1,885,000 S 260,000 260,000
TOTAL COST S 19,874,413* S 24,939,998 30,761,198

Likely County, State, and Federal Partnerships
Unlikely County, State, or Federal Partnerships
Unlikely State or Federal Partnerships

42 Gateway Study
3 lane vs. 5 lane — Travel Time

No Action 3-Lane 5-Lane

- 18 Sec. - 38 Sec.

40 Second Difference
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42 Gateway Study
Evaluation of Alternatives

No Action 3-Lane 5-Lane
1 13 0 Project Goals

Project History
Public Process

Public Notice

1) All properties within 500 feet of Hwy 42 (between Lock and
Paschal) were mailed meeting notices.

2) All meetings were posted on the Cities web-site

3) All meeting were posted on the Project web-site

4) All meeting participants were sent email reminders.

Public Meetings

November 9, 2011 - Introduction

April 18, 2012 - Goals and Measures of Success
October 3, 2012 - Alternatives Analysis

City Council Public Hearings
December 28, 2012 - Discussion
January 22, 2013 -Discussion

June 4, 2013 — Resolution 31, Series 2013 adopted
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Lee Avenue Extension

Lee Avenue Extension
Traffic Impact Study
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Lee Avenue Extension
Traffic Impact Study

Lee Avenue Extension
Traffic Impact Study
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Lee Avenue Extension
Traffic Impact Study

External Vehicle - Trips Generated
Average AM Peak hour PM Peak hour
Weekday In Out In

r r
6,142 222

Lee Avenue Extension
Traffic Impact Study
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Lee Avenue Extension
Traffic Impact Study

Lee Avenue Extension
Traffic Impact Study
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Lee Avenue Extension
Traffic Impact Study

LaFarge
Jefferson
Grant
Lincoln

Lee

Lee Avenue Extension
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Questions / Discussion ...
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Lee Avenue Extension

15



Source: Zillow.com (2013)
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CITY COUNCIL COMMUNICATION
AGENDA ITEM 8D

SUBJECT: 1125 PINE STREET - Continued from 04/21/2015

1. RESOLUTION NO. 18, SERIES 2015 - A RESOLUTION
APPROVING A PURCHASE CONTRACT TO BUY AND SELL
REAL ESTATE FOR THE CITY’S ACQUISTION OF
APPROXIMATELY 0.39 ACRES OF PROPERTY LOCATED
AT 1125 PINE STREET IN THE CITY OF LOUISVILLE

2. ORDINANCE NO. 1684, SERIES 2015 - AN ORDINANCE
AUTHORIZING THE PAYMENT OF CITY MONEYS FOR THE
CITY’S ACQUISITION OF APPROXIMATELY 0.39 ACRES
OF PROPERTY LOCATED AT 1125 PINE STREET IN THE
CITY OF LOUISVILLE - 1% Reading — Set Public Hearing
06/02/2015

DATE: MAY 19, 2015
PRESENTED BY: AARON DEJONG, ECONOMIC DEVELOPMENT

SUMMARY:

Staff requests City Council action on a resolution approving a purchase contract for 0.39
acres located at 1125 Pine Street for a total purchase price of $385,000. This land is
intended for the extension of Lee Avenue to Pine Street, as contemplated in the City’s
42 Gateway Alternative’s Analysis Report (Highway 42 Gateway Plan) and the Colorado
Department of Transportation CDOT’s Planning and Environmental Linkages (PEL)
Study.

The purchase also requires a first reading of the attached Ordinance to authorize the
payment for the land and set the date for the second reading of the ordinance for
publishing.

BACKGROUND:

The Highway 42 Gateway Plan was approved by the City Council on June 4, 2013. The
plan outlines improvements to the Highway 42 corridor providing for a three-lane
highway supported by enhanced local street network connections. The executive
summary of the Plan notes:

The Project recommends completing SH 42 as a context sensitive, multi-modal,
three-lane highway which is supported by enhanced local street network
connections. Together, the preferred highway alternative and local network
enhancements provide a community and stakeholder accepted solution which
accommodates 20-year traffic forecasts, addresses business and neighborhood
accessibility needs, mitigates roadway safety concerns, and resolves multi-modal
deficiencies currently present along the corridor. The preferred alternative offers

CITY COUNCIL %(S)MMUNICATION




SUBJECT: RESOLUTION NO. 18, SERIES 2015 & ORDINANCE NO. 1684, SERIES 2015

DATE: MAY 19, 2015 PAGE 2 OF 6

solutions for all modes of travel while supporting the future land use expectations
of the City’s redevelopment district and strengthens the livability of the
surrounding neighborhoods.

Page 34 of the Plan includes the following paragraph:

Lee Street Connection

A new connection is proposed to connect Lee Street [Avenue] to Pine Street. As
discussed earlier, the ultimate preferred highway alternative is dependent on
additional transportation facilities being built internally to the city street network.
The Lee Street [Avenue] connection is a key connection needed to establish this
internal network. The City will initiate this connection as the surrounding land
redevelops.

The proposed Lee Avenue connection is shown below.

The property under consideration is 0.39 acres of land in two parcels identified by the
Boulder County Assessor. The main parcel is approximately 55 feet wide and can
accommodate an extension of Lee Avenue from Spruce to Pine. An ALTA Survey will
be conducted during the inspection period to certify the property boundaries.

CITY COUNCIL %(g)MMUNICATION




SUBJECT: RESOLUTION NO. 18, SERIES 2015 & ORDINANCE NO. 1684, SERIES 2015

DATE: MAY 19, 2015 PAGE 3 OF 6

Through the preparation and approval of the Highway 42 Plan, many residents in the
Miners Field neighborhood strongly opposed the proposal to connect Lee Avenue to
Pine Street. Concerns and opportunities expressed during the Planning process were
as follows:

Concerns
1. Increased Traffic — Currently, the traffic using Lee Avenue and Front Street is

primarily residents accessing their homes. The Lee Avenue connection will
increase traffic caused by the potential new businesses, new homes (up to 350
units) in the revitalization district, and possible FasTracks/Bus Station with 100
parking spaces. Note: the likely traffic impact is quantified in the Council
Communication regarding Highway 42 Plan Review to be presented by City staff
on May 19, 2015.

2. Miners Field — If Lee Avenue is extended south or north the increased traffic
would adversely affect Miners Field, which serves youth and borders onto Lee
Avenue.

3. Impact on Homes - The two homes east and west of the proposed Lee Avenue
connection on Pine St. will be directly impacted. These impacts include air
quality and noise impacts. Note: on May 13, 2015 the City Manager and Planning
Director met with Sam Duran and Stella Merciez (the owners of these two
homes) and clarified Council’s direction in approving the Highway 42 Plan is such
that should City Council approve purchasing the 1125 Pine property for the Lee
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SUBJECT: RESOLUTION NO. 18, SERIES 2015 & ORDINANCE NO. 1684, SERIES 2015

DATE: MAY 19, 2015 PAGE 4 OF 6

Avenue connection, the City would not construct the connection until the
immediately adjacent homes initiate redevelopment, and until that happens the
City would continue to maintain the house at 1125 Pine as a rental property.
Because Mr. Duran and Ms. Merciez previously thought the City intended to
construct the Lee Avenue connection while they still lived in their homes
immediately adjacent to 1125 Pine, understanding Council’s direction and the
provisions in the Highway 42 Plan appeared to resolve their primary concern.

4. Not Part of the Plan — Miners Field residents indicate that during the 2004-2005
revitalization discussions City staff told them that neighborhoods would be
preserved and not negatively impacted.

Opportunities
1. Improve Highway 42 — The Lee Avenue connection provides a long-term solution
to maintain a 3-lane Hwy. 42 instead of expanding the highway to 5 lanes.

2. Transportation Choices — Connected streets provide more choices and routing
options to Miners Field and Little Italy.

3. Long-term Revitalization of Pine Street — Currently properties along the north
side of Pine Street are required to be rezoned to the Mixed-Use Zoning
classification prior to any development or redevelopment.

4. Emergency Response — A connected street network makes neighborhoods more
accessible and reduces emergency responders’ response times.

DISCUSSION:

Petra Properties L.L.C., an entity controlled by Patrick and Michael Dee, contacted the
City in September 2013 about their interest in redeveloping the parcel and/or the City’s
interest in purchasing the property as they were aware of the Highway 42 plan. The
parcel is zoned Community Commercial (CC). Properties along the north side of Pine
Street are required to be rezoned to the Mixed-Use Zoning classification prior to
redevelopment.

City Council considered valuation and strategy regarding the matter in several executive
sessions and based on Council’s direction, staff executed the strategy through
negotiations with the property owner during 2014 and 2015.

Staff commissioned two appraisals through the course of the negotiations. The first
dated January 8, 2014 by Appraisal Consultants was for the City’s own use and valued
the property at $335,000. The second dated November 24, 2014 was jointly
commissioned by staff and Petra properties. It valued the property at $270,000.

The property has an existing residential lease that runs through March 31, 2016. The
monthly rent is $1,800 per month. The property can remain under lease until such a

CITY COUNCIL ?6(1)MMUNICATION




SUBJECT: RESOLUTION NO. 18, SERIES 2015 & ORDINANCE NO. 1684, SERIES 2015

DATE: MAY 19, 2015 PAGE 5 OF 6

time that the properties adjacent to 1125 Pine initiate redevelopment and the Lee
Avenue extension is funded, designed, and ready for construction.

The $385,000 purchase price is $50,000 higher than the highest appraisal prepared for
the property. While higher than the appraised value, based on the City Attorney’s
estimates of likely costs if it were necessary to exercise condemnation powers to
acquire the property, staff estimates the total cost to acquire through condemnation
would be more than the $385,000 purchase price.

The main terms of the Contract are as follows:
1. Total purchase price is $385,000
a. $50,000 earnest money deposit
2. Closing to be July 31, 2015
a. Closing can be extended by Seller up until November 16, 2015 if they
have not found an appropriate property for a 1031 exchange. Closing can
also be extended if the City does not have an effective ordinance to
acquire the property.

3. $50/day penalty after July 31 if the City has the ability to close but such closing
does not occur. The penalty doesn’t apply if Seller asks for more time for a 1031
exchange, Seller wants to extend for other reasons, or if City doesn’t have an
effective ordinance to be able to close on the property.Inspection period through
July 8, 2015

4. No real estate commission is owed by either party.

5. The existing $1,800 per month lease remains on the property. The lease expires
March 31, 2016.

FISCAL IMPACT:

This expenditure is budgeted from the May 5, 2015 approved 2015 budget amendment.
The land cost will be attributed to the General Fund. Additional funds will be necessary

for the construction of the Lee Avenue extension and will be proposed for future years’

CIP budgets.

RECOMMENDATION:

Staff recommends City Council approve the attached Resolution and first reading of the
Ordinance to approve a purchase contract with Petra Properties, L.L.C. for .39 acres
located at 1125 Pine Street and approve a subsequent budget amendment to make
funding available for the acquisition.

Staff recommends approving the current offer of $385,000 for the following reasons:

1) The Highway 42 Plan’s primary objective was to create a safe and efficient three-
lane roadway which minimizes right-of-way impacts, minimizes environmental
impacts on open space, minimizes physical impacts on existing neighborhoods and
historic structures, while maintaining a small town character. The Lee Avenue
connection is one of many important local street network enhancements needed to
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SUBJECT: RESOLUTION NO. 18, SERIES 2015 & ORDINANCE NO. 1684, SERIES 2015

DATE: MAY 19, 2015 PAGE 6 OF 6

ensure a three-lane Highway 42 works at an acceptable level of service and
improves safety along the corridor. The Lee Avenue connection is also needed to:

a. Provide an alternative egress and emergency access to the Miners’ Field
Neighborhood when the Spruce Street intersection is closed for safety and
efficiency reasons; and,

b. Make it easier for pedestrians to walk from the Miners’ Field Neighborhood to
Downtown Louisville.

In a recent meeting with CDOT Region 4 planning staff discussing the safety
improvements for the Short Street intersection, they asked about the status of acquiring
this property so the additional connection (and resulting closure of Spruce Street) can
be made. CDOT continues to be interested in seeing this component of the plan
executed. Without this connection the Highway 42 Plan becomes suspect, and may
reopen the door for CDOT requiring Highway 42 to be expanded beyond 3 lanes. This
alternative would come at significant expense to the City,

2)

3)

4)

5)

Property values will likely keep rising and so there is no financial incentive to wait.

Considering legal costs should condemnation be necessary, the asking price is
similar to the financial outlay of exercising eminent domain powers.

The City can receive the rental revenue from the house on the property until such
time as the street connection is funded and construction has begun. The property
investment would earn a return (4.3%) until the connection is constructed.

The northern parcel is the area needed for stormwater outfall improvements to
remove properties in the downtown area out of the floodplain. Should the property
not be purchased, an easement will be needed from the Seller to accommodate the
improvements.

The Highway 42 Plan does not authorize constructing the Lee Avenue connection
until the immediately adjacent homes initiate redevelopment, and until that happens
the City would continue to maintain the house at 1125 Pine as a rental property.

ATTACHMENTS:

Staff Presentation

Resolution No. 18, Series 2015

Ordinance No. 1684, Series 2015

Purchase Contract to Buy and Sell Real Estate
January 8, 2014 Appraisal

November 24, 2014 Appraisal

Public Notice

Link to 42 Gateway Analysis Report

NSO RN =
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http://www.louisvilleco.gov/home/showdocument?id=1562

Purchase Contract for 1125 Pine
Street

Aaron Delong
Economic Development
May 19, 2015

1125 Pine Street

* .39 Acre property
e Approx. 55 feet wide

e |Location for Lee Avenue extension
— Highway 42 Plan
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1125 Pine Street

e Component of the
Highway 42 Plan
— To keep highway at 3
lanes

— Need enhanced local
street network
connections

e Northern portion
needed for
stormwater
improvements

1125 Pine Street

e During Highway 42 Plan preparation, concerns
and opportunities were identified:

e Concerns
— Increased Traffic

— Affect to Miner’s
Field

— Impact on homes

— Neighborhood
Impact

e Opportunities

— Improve Hwy 42

— Transportation
Choices

— Pine St.
Revitalization

— Emergency
Response




1125 Pine Street

e Owned by Petra Properties, LLC.

e Discussions started September 2013
— Negotiations during 2014 and 2015

e Several executive sessions to receive
negotiating strategy

1125 Pine Street

e Two Appraisals conducted
—January 8§, 2014
* $335,000 value
— November 24, 2014
» $270,000 value
» Existing Lease on Property
— $1,800 per month
— Expires March 31, 2016
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1125 Pine Street

$385,000 purchase price
— $50,000 above highest appraisal
— Seller not willing to go any lower

e Condemnation Option

— Cost would likely exceed purchase price

1125 Pine Street

Main Terms of Contract

Total purchase price is $385,000
— $50,000 earnest money deposit
Closing to be July 31, 2015

— Closing can be extended by Seller up until November 16, 2015 if they
have not found an appropriate property for a 1031 exchange.

— City can extend up until November 16, 2015 if there isn’t an effective
ordinance.
$50/day penalty after July 31 if the City has the ability to close but
such closing does not occur. The penalty doesn’t apply for the
reasons above.
No real estate commission is owed by either party.

The existing $1,800 per month lease remains on the property. The
lease expires March 31, 2016.
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1125 Pine Street

e Fiscal Impact
— $385,000 purchase price in Budget Year 2015

— Funding provided in budget amendment approved
on May 5, 2015

— Land Cost attributed to the General Fund.

* In the future, funds needed for design and
construction of Lee Avenue extension

1125 Pine Street

Actions Recommended and Requested:

1. Resolution approving a Purchase Contract
for 1125 Pine

2. First reading of Purchase Ordinance
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RESOLUTION NO. 18
SERIES 2015

A RESOLUTION APPROVING A PURCHASE CONTRACT TO BUY AND SELL REAL
ESTATE FOR THE CITY’S ACQUISTION OF APPROXIMATELY 0.39 ACRES OF
PROPERTY LOCATED AT 1125 PINE STREET IN THE CITY OF LOUISVILLE

WHEREAS, the City of Louisville desires to acquire certain real property consisting of
approximately 0.39 acres owned by Petra Properties, L.L.C., located at 1125 Pine Street in
Louisville and legally described as Tract 699-A & Tract 2578 A, Section 8, Township 1 South,
Range 69 West of the 6th P.M. (Assessor’s Parcel No. 157508400009) and Tract 2578 Less A &
B, Section 8, Township 1 South, Range 69 West of the 6th P.M. (Assessor’s Parcel No.
157508400005), City of Louisville, Boulder County, Colorado (the “Property”); and

WHEREAS, the owner of the Property desires to sell the Property to Louisville, and there
has been submitted to City Council a Purchase Contract to Buy and Sell Real Estate (“Purchase
Contract™) for sale and purchase of the Property upon terms and conditions mutually agreeable to
the City and owner; and

WHEREAS, the City Council by this Resolution desires to approve the Purchase Contract
and approve other actions in connection with the acquisition of the Property;

NOW, THEREFORE, BE IT RESOLVED BY THE CITY COUNCIL OF THE
CITY OF LOUISVILLE, COLORADO:

Section 1. That certain Purchase Contract to Buy and Sell Real Estate between the City
of Louisville and Petra Properties, L.L.C., for the City’s acquisition of the Property (the “Purchase
Contract™), a copy of which Purchase Contract accompanies this Resolution, is hereby approved.

Section 2. The Mayor and City Manager, or either of them, is authorized to execute the
Purchase Contract, except that the Mayor and City Manager are hereby granted the authority to
negotiate and approve such revisions to said Purchase Contract as they determine are necessary or
desirable for the protection of the City, so long as the essential terms and conditions of the Purchase
Contract are not altered.

Section 3. The Mayor, City Manager, City Clerk and City Staff are further authorized
to do all things necessary on behalf of the City to perform the obligations of the City under the
Purchase Contract, and are further authorized to execute and deliver any and all documents
necessary to effect the purchase of the Property under the terms and conditions of said Purchase
Contract, including but not limited to execution and delivery of closing documents required by the
Purchase Contract or the title company in connection with closing.
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Section 4. All actions heretofore taken (not inconsistent with the provisions hereof)
by or on behalf of the City by the officers or agents of the City and relating to the Purchase
Contract and the acquisition of the Property are hereby ratified, approved and confirmed.

PASSED AND ADOPTED this day of , 2015.

Robert P. Muckle, Mayor
ATTEST:

Nancy Varra, City Clerk
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ORDINANCE NO. 1684
SERIES 2015

AN ORDINANCE AUTHORIZING THE PAYMENT OF CITY MONEYS FOR THE
CITY’S ACQUISITION OF APPROXIMATELY 0.39 ACRES OF PROPERTY LOCATED
AT 1125 PINE STREET IN THE City of Louisville

WHEREAS, the City of Louisville intends to acquire that certain real property consisting
of approximately 0.39 acres owned by Petra Properties, L.L.C., located at 1125 Pine Street in
Louisville and legally described as Tract 699-A & Tract 2578 A, Section 8, Township 1 South,
Range 69 West of the 6th P.M. (Assessor’s Parcel No. 157508400009), and Tract 2578 Less A &
B, Section 8, Township 1 South, Range 69 West of the 6th P.M. (Assessor’s Parcel No.
157508400005), City of Louisville, Boulder County, Colorado (the “Property”); and

WHEREAS, the City and owner of the Property have entered into an Purchase Contract to
Buy and Sell Real Estate (the “Purchase Contract”) for sale and purchase of the Property upon
terms and conditions mutually agreeable to the City and owner; and

WHEREAS, the Purchase Contract provides that the City shall pay the owner of the
Property a total purchase price of Three Hundred Eighty-Five Thousand Dollars ($385,000) for the
Property; and

WHEREAS, the City Council by this ordinance desires to identify the source of funding for
such purchase, make certain determinations regarding the Property, and otherwise comply with
applicable laws regarding the acquisition of the Property;

NOW, THEREFORE, BE IT ORDAINED BY THE CITY COUNCIL OF THE CITY
OF LOUISVILLE, COLORADO:

Section 1. Unless other funds become available for use by the City as determined by
the City Council, moneys from the General Fund ($385,000) shall be used for the purchase of the
Property located at 1125 Pine Street and legally described as Tract 699-A & Tract 2578 A, Section
8, Township 1 South, Range 69 West of the 6th P.M. (Assessor’s Parcel No. 157508400009),
and Tract 2578 Less A & B, Section 8, Township 1 South, Range 69 West of the 6th P.M.
(Assessor’s Parcel No. 157508400005), City of Louisville, Boulder County, Colorado (the
“Property”), as further described in and subject to the terms and conditions of the Purchase Contract
therefor.

Section 2. City payment for the Property shall be made in cash, certified funds, wire
transfer or City warrant, subject to the Purchase Contract and to any necessary budgetary transfers
or supplementary budgets and appropriations in accordance with State law. Such City payment is
subject to and conditioned upon satisfaction of all conditions in the Purchase Contract for the
Property.

Ordinance No. 1684, Series 2015
Page 1 of 3

171



Section 3. The City Council finds and determines that the Property is being acquired as
a general asset of the City for development of a future new road and not as park or open space
property, and that all or portions of the Property, and any interests, licenses, rights or privileges
therein, may be sold, leased, conveyed or disposed of, in whole or part, as determined by
subsequent action of City Council, without necessity of election, pursuant to the home rule charter
of the City.

Section 4. Nothing in this Ordinance is intended to nor should be construed to create
any multiple-fiscal year direct or indirect City debt or fiscal obligation whatsoever.

Section 5. If any portion of this ordinance is held to be invalid for any reason, such
decision shall not affect the validity of the remaining portions of this ordinance. The City Council
hereby declares that it would have passed this ordinance and each part hereof irrespective of the fact
that any one part be declared invalid.

Section 6. All other ordinances or portions thereof inconsistent or conflicting with this
ordinance or any portion hereof are hereby repealed to the extent of such inconsistency or conflict.

INTRODUCED, READ, PASSED ON FIRST READING, AND ORDERED
PUBLISHED this day of , 2015.

Robert P. Muckle, Mayor
ATTEST:

Nancy Varra, City Clerk

APPROVED AS TO FORM:

Light | Kelly, P.C.
City Attorney
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PASSED AND ADOPTED ON SECOND AND FINAL READING, this day of
, 2015.

Robert P. Muckle, Mayor
ATTEST:

Nancy Varra, City Clerk
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PURCHASE CONTRACT TO BUY AND SELL REAL ESTATE

THIS CONTRACT (hereinafter “Contract” or “Agreement”) is made and entered into this
19th day of May, 2015, by and between the City of Louisville, a Colorado home rule municipal
corporation, hereinafter referred to as "City" or "Purchaser”, and Petra Properties, L.L.C., a
Colorado limited liability company, hereinafter referred to as "Seller".

NOW, THEREFORE, for and in consideration of the promises, payment, covenants, and
undertakings hereinafter set forth, and other good and valuable consideration, which is hereby
acknowledged and receipted for, the Purchaser and Seller agree as follows:

PROPERTY AND PURCHASE PRICE

1. Purchaser hereby agrees to purchase, and Seller agrees to sell, on the terms and
conditions set forth in this Contract, the following described real property and interests in real
estate, hereinafter collectively referred to as the "Property", located in the County of Boulder, City
of Louisville, Colorado, and situated in Section 8, T1S, R69W, 6" P.M., to wit:

A tract of land more particularly described in Exhibit A, attached hereto and
incorporated herein by this reference, together with all easements and other
appurtenances thereto; all oil, gas, and other minerals owned by Seller and
appurtenant thereto; and all improvements, fixtures and structures thereon at the
time of delivery of possession to Purchaser.

2. Within five (5) days of the parties’ mutual execution of this Contract, Seller shall
provide copies of any engineering and/or survey work for the Property in possession of Seller.
Purchaser may at its sole expense contract for an ALTA engineering survey of the Property,
sufficient to satisfy the requirements of the Title Company to delete the standard pre-printed
exceptions from the Purchaser's title policy, as set forth in Paragraphs 5 and 6, below. The survey
shall be certified by the surveyor to the Purchaser and the Title Company.  The survey must be
acceptable to the Purchaser in its sole discretion. If Purchaser does not notify Seller in writing at
least thirty (30) days prior to closing that the survey is unacceptable to Purchaser, then the survey
shall be deemed acceptable to Purchaser. The surveyed legal descriptions for the Property shall be
appended to this Agreement once prepared. Purchaser may require that Seller at closing convey the
Property by either or both of the legal descriptions contained in the title commitment or in the final
survey.

3. The total purchase price of the Property shall be Three Hundred Eighty-Five
Thousand Dollars ($385,000.00). The purchase price shall be payable by Purchaser in cash,
certified funds, wire transfer, or City check (if acceptable as “good funds” under Colorado law) as
follows:

a. Upon execution of this Contract, Fifty Thousand Dollars ($50,000.00) as earnest
money deposit and part payment of the purchase price, payable to and held by Land Title
Guarantee Company, 2595 Canyon Blvd., #340, Boulder, Colorado 80302 (“Title
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Company”) and to be held by the Title Company in escrow and applied to the total purchase
price.

b. Three Hundred Thirty-Five Dollars ($335,000.00) to be paid to Seller at closing.

ASSIGNMENT; SUCCESSORS AND ASSIGNS

4. The provisions of this Agreement shall bind and inure to the benefit of the parties
hereto and their respective heirs, personal representatives, successors, and assigns. If either Buyer
or Seller shall assign, sell, or convey their interest in the Agreement, they shall immediately deliver
written notice thereof to the other party hereto, which notice shall provide the residence or business
address of the new party thereto.

TITLE, RESERVATIONS, AND CLOSING

5. Within five (5) days of mutual execution of this Contract:

a. Seller shall furnish to Purchaser, at Seller's expense, a current ALTA form title
insurance commitment insuring the Purchaser's ownership of a fee simple interest in the
Property. The commitment shall be issued by the Title Company or other title insurance
company which maintains an office in Boulder County and which is authorized to do
business in the State of Colorado, to insure the Purchaser's ownership of the Property in an
amount of $385,000.00. The title insurance commitment shall be on a form acceptable to
Purchaser and shall include copies of all documents identified in the schedule of exceptions.
Seller shall have a title insurance policy delivered to Purchaser as soon as practicable after
closing, and Seller shall pay the premium at closing.

b. Seller shall furnish to Purchaser, at Seller's expense, true copies of all leases,
surveys, inspection results or other reports in Seller's possession pertaining to the Property,
and shall disclose in writing to Purchaser all easements, liens, leases, licenses, or other
matters not shown by the public records pertaining to the Property known by or to Seller.

6. Title to the Property shall be merchantable in the Seller.

Seller shall execute an affidavit concerning mechanic's liens. Seller, at no more than nominal
expense, and subject to Purchaser being responsible for all costs of surveys, shall take all other
steps necessary to obtain the deletion of the standard pre-printed exceptions found in the title
commitment.

7. Purchaser shall have the right to inspect the Title Documents and the information
provided by the Seller pursuant to Paragraph 5, and to conduct such other reviews as it deems
necessary to determine the state of title to the Property. Should title not be merchantable as
aforesaid, or should the title commitment include any exceptions which are not acceptable to
Purchaser (even though such additional exceptions would not make the title unmerchantable), a
written notice of the defects shall be given to the Seller by the Purchaser at least thirty (30) days
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prior to closing and Seller shall use reasonable efforts at no more than nominal expense to correct
said defects prior to the date of closing. If Seller fails to correct any or all such defects prior to
closing, the Purchaser, at its option, may complete the transaction notwithstanding the uncorrected
defects or may, upon written notice to Seller, declare this Contract terminated, whereupon all
earnest money and other things of value received hereunder shall be immediately returned to
Purchaser, and both parties shall be released herefrom.

8. The date and time of closing shall be 10:00 a.m., Friday, July 31, 2015, or such
earlier date and time as may be set by mutual written agreement of the parties. In addition, the date
of closing may be extended to no later than November 16, 2015 solely if necessary (i) to facilitate a
1031 exchange, in accordance with the provisions of Section 36, below; or (ii) to facilitate
satisfaction of the condition precedent to closing set forth in Paragraph 32, below. The place of
closing shall be the offices of the Title Company or such other place as may be designated by
mutual agreement of the parties.

9. Purchaser and Seller shall sign and complete all customary or required documents at
or before closing. Settlement sheets for the closing shall be furnished by the Title Company to the
Purchaser and Seller at least three (3) working days before the date set for closing. Costs and fees
for real estate closing and settlement services shall be paid at closing fifty percent by Seller and fifty
percent by Purchaser.

10. Any encumbrance required to be paid by Seller shall be paid at or before the time of
closing from the proceeds of this transaction or from any other source. All real property taxes levied
against the Property, all water, sewer and other utility charges, and all other regular expenses, if any,
affecting the Property shall be paid or shall be prorated as of 11:59 p.m. on the day preceding the
closing based upon the most recent assessments and mill levy and shall be final. For purposes of
calculating prorations, Purchaser shall be deemed to be in title to the Property and therefore entitled
to the income and responsible for the taxes, charges and expenses, for the entire day upon which the
Closing occurs. Except as expressly provided herein, all proration adjustments shall be final as of
the date of closing. Any apportionments which are not expressly provided for herein shall be made
in accordance with customary practice in Boulder, Colorado.

11. At the time of closing and upon Purchaser's compliance with the terms and
provisions of this Contract, Seller shall deliver:

a. A good and sufficient general warranty deed in a form acceptable to Purchaser,
properly executed and acknowledged, conveying the Property free and clear of all liens,
tenancies, and encumbrances except those set forth in Paragraphs 6.a. and b. above;

b. All instruments, certificates, affidavits, and other documents necessary to satisfy the
requirements listed on Schedule B-1 of the title commitment;

C. An update of the title commitment, at Seller's expense, showing title to the Property
to be subject only to the permitted exceptions determined by Paragraphs 5-7, above.
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d. A certification that the representations and warranties of Seller pursuant to
Paragraph 15 continue to be true and correct as of the date of closing;

e. Seller's closing costs and any other documents required by this Contract to be
delivered by Seller to the Title Company or reasonably required by Purchaser or the Title
Company in connection herewith.

12. At the time of closing and, upon Seller's compliance with the terms and provisions
of this Contract, Purchaser shall deliver:

a. The purchase price;

b. Purchaser's closing costs and any other documents required by this Contract to be
delivered by Purchaser to the Title Company or reasonably required by Seller or the Title
Company in connection herewith.

13. Possession of the Property shall be delivered to Purchaser on the date and time of
closing. Prior to the date of delivery of possession, Seller shall at its expense remove from the
Property any items of personal property owned by Seller.

14.  Time is of the essence hereof. Accordingly:

a. If Purchaser should fail to perform according to the terms and conditions of this
Contract, Seller may in writing declare this Contract terminated, in which event it shall be
entitled to demand and receive Purchaser's earnest money deposit as liquidated damages. It
is agreed that Seller's receipt of the earnest money deposit are liquidated damages and are
Seller's sole and only remedy for Purchaser's failure to perform the obligations of this
Contract. Seller expressly waives the remedies of specific performance and additional
damages.

b. If Seller is in default, Purchaser may elect to treat this Contract as terminated, in
which case all earnest money and other things of value received hereunder shall be
immediately returned to Purchaser, or Purchaser may elect to treat this Contract as being in
full force and effect and Purchaser shall have the right to an action for specific performance
or damages, or both. Anything to the contrary notwithstanding, in the event of any litigation
or arbitration arising out of this Contract, the court may award to the prevailing party all
reasonable costs and expenses, including reasonable attorneys' fees.

REPRESENTATIONS AND WARRANTIES

15. Seller, Petra Properties, L.L.C., hereby represents to the City of Louisville,
Colorado, Purchaser, that as of the date of the signing of this Contract:
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a. Seller has received no actual notice of, and has no other knowledge of, any
litigation, claim or proceeding, pending or currently threatened, which in any manner affects
the Property;

b. Seller has received no actual notice, and has no other knowledge of, any current,
existing violations of any federal, state or local law, code, ordinance, rule, regulation, or
requirement affecting the Property;

C. Seller has the full right, power and authority to transfer and convey the Property to
the Purchaser as provided in this Contract and to carry out the Seller's obligations under this
Contract;

d. To the best of Seller's knowledge, each and every document, schedule, item and
other information delivered or to be delivered by the Seller to the Purchaser hereunder, or
made available to the Purchaser for inspection hereunder, shall be true, accurate and correct;

e. To the best of Seller's knowledge, Seller has not entered into any agreements with
any private persons or entity or with any governmental or quasi-governmental entity with
respect to the Property that may result in liability or expenses to Purchaser upon the
Purchaser's acquisition of all or any portion of the Property;

f. Seller has received no actual notice of any special assessments proposed as to the
Property;
g. To the best of Seller's knowledge, the execution and delivery of this Contract and

the performance of all of the obligations of the Seller thereunder will not result in a breach
of or constitute a default under any agreement entered into by the Seller or under any
covenant or restriction affecting the Property;

h. To the best of Seller's knowledge, Seller has not granted or created, and has no
knowledge of any third parties who may have the right to claim or assert, any easement,
right-of-way or claim of possession not shown by record, whether by grant, prescription,
adverse possession or otherwise, as to any part of the Property except those roadways, if
any, which are in place as of the date of execution hereof;

I. To the best of Seller's knowledge, no part of the Property has ever been used as a
landfill, and no materials, including without limitation, asbestos, PCB's or other hazardous
substances have ever been stored or deposited upon the Property which would under any
applicable governmental law or regulation require that the Property be treated or materials
removed from the Property prior to the use of the Property for any purpose which would be
permitted by law but for the existence of said materials on the Property;
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J. To the best of Seller's knowledge, no underground storage tank, as that term is
defined by federal statute or Colorado statute, is located on the Property which under
applicable governmental law or regulation is required to be upgraded, modified, replaced,
closed or removed;

k. Seller has received no actual notice from any oil company or related business, of any
intention to conduct operations for the drilling of any oil or gas well on the Property,
whether such notice is in the form of a "thirty day notice” under the rules of the Oil and Gas
Conservation Commission of the State of Colorado, a notice to commence earthwork for
drilling operations, a notice for the location of access roads, or any other notice of any kind
related to the conduct of operations for such drilling;

l. Except as provided in Section 22, there are no leases, tenancies or rental or storage
agreements relating to the Property or any part thereof which cannot be terminated by Seller
on or prior to the date of closing; and

m. To the best of Seller’s knowledge, the Property is not subject to any prior or
preemptive rights of purchase, any rights of first refusal or any similar rights; and

n. Seller is not a foreign person and is an entity registers with the State of Colorado.
Therefore, withholding of Federal Income Tax and Colorado Income Tax from the amount
realized will not be made by Purchaser. At closing, Seller shall execute and deliver a
Certification prepared in conformance with IRS regulations under Section 1445 of the
Internal Revenue Code and an Affirmation prepared in conformance with C.R.S. Section
39-22-604.5, if required by the Title Company.

16. Seller shall at the time of closing certify in writing to the Purchaser that the above
and foregoing representations and warranties remain true and correct as of the date of closing, or the
above-referenced Seller shall certify which representations and warranties no longer remain true
and correct. In the event Seller shall assign sell, or convey any interest in the Agreement, such
successor or assign shall at the time of closing further deliver to Purchaser a statement making the
foregoing representations and warranties directly to Purchaser.

INSPECTION

17. Purchaser, at all times during the term of this Contract, shall have access to the
Property for the purpose of conducting tests, studies, and surveys thereon, including without
limitation, soil and subsoil tests. Purchaser may have performed at its option and/or expense the
following inspections:

a. Soil and percolation tests;
b. Inspections of the Property including the land and the interior/exterior of all

structures and improvements, and inspection for asbestos, PCB's, underground tanks, or
other hazardous substances; and
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C. Any other tests and/or studies deemed necessary by Purchaser which do not
materially damage the Property, including but not limited to an environmental assessment.

d. Purchaser shall be responsible for all claims and liability for damages, loss or
expenses caused by, or any injury or death to any person or damage to property, including to
the Property itself, which is connected with or results from the entry upon the Property by
Purchaser its employees, contractors or agents, for the inspections permitted herein, unless
caused by the sole negligence of Seller.

The environmental assessment and other inspections of the Property must be satisfactory to the
Purchaser in its sole discretion. If such an assessment or inspection is not satisfactory to the
Purchaser, a written notice of inspection defects shall be given to the Seller by the Purchaser at least
thirty (30) days prior to closing and Seller shall use reasonable efforts at no more than nominal
expense to correct said defects at Seller's expense prior to the date of closing. If Seller fails to
correct any or all such defects prior to closing, the Purchaser, at its option, may complete the
transaction notwithstanding the uncorrected defects or may terminate this Contract as provided in
Paragraph 19.

18. Purchaser shall promptly provide to Seller copies of the reports and results of all
such tests, inspections, and studies following the receipt of same by Purchaser. Any inspections
conducted by Purchaser shall not mitigate or otherwise affect Seller's representations and
warranties, as set forth herein.

19. In addition to all other rights and remedies of the Purchaser and the Seller as set
forth and provided for in this Contract, the Seller agrees that the Purchaser shall have the right to
terminate this Contract and to make the same of no further force and effect:

a. If the representations and warranties of the Seller as set forth and provided for in
Paragraph 15 above are not true and correct as of the date of the closing of this transaction;
or

b. If Purchaser determines, in its sole discretion, that the cost to manage, treat, abate, or

remove any hazardous substances found on the Property is uneconomical as a result of any
conditions disclosed by inspections conducted hereunder; or

C. If any part of the Property is condemned, or if proceedings for such condemnation
are commenced or notice of condemnation is received by Seller from a condemning
authority other than Purchaser prior to the date of closing on the Property; or

d. If Purchaser determines in its sole discretion, and based on any inspections

conducted pursuant to Paragraph 17, that there exists a unsatisfactory physical condition of
the Property; or
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e. In the event any action whatsoever is commenced to defeat or enjoin the Purchaser's
performance under this Contract (except that such action cannot be commenced by
Purchaser); or

20. If Purchaser elects to terminate the Contract pursuant to Paragraph 19, Purchaser
shall provide written notice to Seller declaring this Contract terminated, whereupon all earnest
money and other things of value received hereunder shall be immediately returned to Purchaser, and
both parties shall be released herefrom. Purchaser shall exercise its rights to terminate under
Paragraphs 19.b and 19.d, if at all, at least twenty (20) days prior to closing. Purchase may exercise
its rights to terminate under Paragraphs 19.a, 19.c and 19.e at any time prior to closing.

REAL ESTATE COMMISSION

21. Neither party has engaged the services of any real estate agent or broker, and no
commission is owed by either party in this transaction.

PROPERTY SUBJECT TO LEASE

22. Seller represents that the Property is currently subject to one Residential Lease,
between the Seller and Karl Reihmann, Elizabeth Leonard, and Amanda Fiorino (“Tenants”), dated
March 24, 2015 and the subsequent Renewals of Apartment Lease between some or all of the same
parties, which lease has a term that expires on March 31, 2016. Seller represents no other
agreements or amendments respecting such lease of the Property exist, other than the seven page
Residential Lease with the Tenants. The Seller represents such lease is transferrable to Purchaser.
The Seller shall deliver to Purchaser no later than three (3) days before closing an estoppel
certificate signed by the Tenants on a form required by Purchaser and dated effective as of the
closing, and Seller at closing will deliver to the Purchaser the Tenants’ security deposits assigned
from Seller to Purchaser.

NO DEVELOPMENT

23. Seller agrees that during the term of this Contract and through the date of delivery of
possession of the Property to Purchaser, Seller shall not develop the Property in any manner,
including without limitation, constructing any additional improvements or structures on the
Property, leasing mineral rights for the Property, or disturbing the surface of the Property except for
routine maintenance. In no event shall this prohibition to develop continue beyond the earlier of:
a) the termination of this Contract by either party; b) the date of closing as provided for in
paragraph 8 hereof; or ¢) November 16, 2015.

TAX CONSEQUENCES

24. Seller acknowledges that neither the Purchaser, nor any of its agents or attorneys
have made any representations as to the tax treatment to be accorded to this Contract or to any
proceeds thereof by the Internal Revenue Service under the Internal Revenue Code or by the tax
officials of the State of Colorado under Colorado tax law.

8
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AGREEMENT TO SURVIVE CLOSING

25.  The parties hereto agree that, except for such of the terms, conditions, covenants,
and agreements hereof which are, by their very nature fully and completely performed upon the
closing of the purchase-sale transaction herein provided for, all of the terms, conditions,
representations, warranties, covenants, and agreements herein set forth and contained, shall survive
the closing of any purchase-sale transaction herein provided for and shall continue after said closing
to be binding upon and inure to the benefit of the parties hereto, their successors and assigns.

NOTICE

26. Whenever notice is required to be given hereunder, it shall be in writing and
delivered to the party entitled thereto or mailed to the party entitled thereto, by hand delivery,
facsimile transmission, e-mail or certified mail, return receipt requested. If delivered, said notice
shall be effective and complete upon delivery. If e-mailed or faxed, said notice shall be effective
upon receipt as evidenced by sender’s transmission receipt. If mailed, said notice shall be effective
and complete three (3) days after mailing. Until changed by notice in writing, notice shall be given
as follows:

To the Purchaser: City Manager
City of Louisville
749 Main Street
Louisville, CO 80027
e-mail: malcolmf@Iouisvilleco.gov
fax: 303-335-4550

To the Seller: Petra Properties, L.L.C.
Attn: Patrick Dee & Michael Dee
P.O. Box 871
Lafayette, CO 80026
e-mail: pdee57@gmail.com
dee.enterprises@comcast.net
fax: 303-465-3187

MISCELLANEOUS

27. There is attached hereto as Exhibit B and incorporated into this Agreement a lead-
based paint disclosure executed by Purchaser and Seller.

28. This Contract, and Exhibits A and B to this Contract, constitute the entire
understanding between the Seller and the Purchaser with respect to the subject matter, may be
amended only in writing by all parties, and are binding upon the agents, personal representatives,
heirs, lessees, assigns, and all other successors in interest to the parties.
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29. If any provision of this Contract is held to be illegal, invalid, or unenforceable under
present or future laws, such provision shall be fully severable.

30.  This Agreement may be executed in any number of counterparts, each of which
shall be deemed an original and all of which shall constitute one and the same agreement.

31. The validity and effect of this Agreement shall be determined in accordance with the
laws of the State of Colorado.

32. Purchaser’s obligations hereunder are expressly conditioned upon adoption by the
City Council of the City of Louisville of an ordinance authorizing the purchase of the Property. In
the event such ordinance is adopted and effective prior to July 31, 2015 but Purchaser by such date,
though no fault of Seller, has not closed on the Property, then Purchaser shall pay to Seller for each
day that this Contract remains in effect after July 31, 2015 until the date of closing or termination of
this Contract a penalty in an amount of $50/day. In the event such ordinance is not adopted and
effective prior to July 31, 2015, Purchaser may, at its option, terminate this Contract by written
notice to Seller on or prior to such date and in such case this Contract shall terminate, all earnest
money shall be returned to Purchaser, and both parties shall be released from all liability and further
obligations hereunder. In the event Purchaser does not exercise such right of termination, then
upon written request of Purchaser, Seller agrees to extend the date of closing to no later than
November 16, 2015 to facilitate satisfaction of the foregoing condition precedent. The parties agree
the foregoing penalty shall not be paid by Purchaser in the event a delay in closing beyond July 31,
2015 is due to a Seller request for extension of the closing, whether pursuant to Paragraph 36 or
otherwise; any fault of Seller; or filing or pendency of any initiative, referendum or other
proceeding relating to such ordinance.

33. The undersigned signatory of Seller represents and warrants that it has been duly
authorized to execute this Agreement on behalf of Seller and has full power and authority to bind
Seller to the provisions hereof.

34. This Agreement shall be governed by and construed in accordance with the laws of
the State of Colorado. The parties agree that venue for any action concerning or relating to this
Agreement shall be the Boulder County District Court.

35. Special Taxing Districts Disclosure. SPECIAL TAXING DISTRICTS MAY BE
SUBJECT TO GENERAL OBLIGATION INDEBTEDNESS THAT IS PAID BY
REVENUES PRODUCED FROM ANNUAL TAX LEVIES ON THE TAXABLE
PROPERTY WITHIN SUCH DISTRICTS. PROPERTY OWNERS IN SUCH DISTRICTS
MAY BE PLACED AT RISK FOR INCREASED MILL LEVIES AND EXCESSIVE TAX
BURDENS TO SUPPORT THE SERVICING OF SUCH DEBT WHERE
CIRCUMSTANCES ARISE RESULTING IN THE INABILITY OF SUCH A DISTRICT
TO DISCHARGE SUCH INDEBTEDNESS WITHOUT SUCH AN INCREASE IN MILL
LEVIES. PURCHASER SHOULD INVESTIGATE THE DEBT FINANCING
REQUIREMENTS OF THE AUTHORIZED GENERAL OBLIGATION INDEBTEDNESS
OF SUCH DISTRICTS, EXISTING MILL LEVIES OF SUCH DISTRICT SERVICING
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SUCH INDEBTEDNESS, AND THE POTENTIAL FOR AN INCREASE IN SUCH MILL
LEVIES.

36. 1031 Exchange. Seller or Purchaser may consummate the sale of the Property as
part of a so-called like kind exchange (the “Exchange”) pursuant to § 1031 of the Internal Revenue
Code of 1986, as amended (the “Code™), provided that: (a) except as permitted under this Section,
the Closing shall not be delayed or affected by reason of the Exchange nor shall the consummation
or accomplishment of the Exchange be a condition precedent or condition subsequent to the
exchanging party’s obligations under this Agreement, (b) the exchanging party shall effect the
Exchange through an assignment of this Agreement, or its rights under this Agreement, to a
qualified intermediary; and (c) the exchanging party shall pay any additional costs that would not
otherwise have been incurred by Purchaser or Seller had the exchanging party not consummated its
purchase through the Exchange. The non-exchanging party shall not by this Agreement or
acquiescence to the Exchange (i) have its rights under this Agreement affected or diminished in any
manner or (ii) be responsible for compliance with or be deemed to have warranted to the
exchanging party that the Exchange in fact complies with § 1031 of the Code, nor (iii) be required
to take title to any real or personal property other than the Property. Upon written request of Seller,
Purchaser agrees to extend the date of closing to no later than November 16, 2015 solely if
necessary to facilitate Seller’s Exchange. Seller shall with such a request provide written
affirmation that such extension is needed solely for such purpose, and shall allow Purchaser access
to information of Seller or the qualified intermediary to confirm Seller is pursuing an Exchange.

IN WITNESS WHEREOF, Seller and Purchaser have executed this Contract on the dates
stated in their respective acknowledgements intending that this Contract be effective as of the day
and year first above set forth.

PURCHASER:
CITY OF LOUISVILLE, COLORADO,
a Colorado Home Rule Municipal Corporation

By:
ATTEST: Robert P. Muckle, Mayor

Nancy Varra, City Clerk

Acknowledgment

STATE OF COLORADO )
)ss
COUNTY OF BOULDER )
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The foregoing instrument was acknowledged before me this day of
, 2015, by Robert P. Muckle, Mayor of the City of Louisville.

Witness my hand and official seal.

My commission expires on:

Notary Public

Address
(SEAL)
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SELLER:
PETRA PROPERTIES, L.L.C.

By:

Michael Dee, Manager

Acknowledgment

STATE OF COLORADO )
)ss
COUNTY OF BOULDER )
The foregoing instrument was acknowledged before me this day of

, 2015, by Michael Dee, as Manager of Petra Properties, L.L.C.

Witness my hand and official seal.

My commission expires on:

Notary Public

Address

(SEAL)

13
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EXHIBIT A

Legal Description — 1125 Pine Street, Louisville, Colorado

Assessor’s Parcel No. 157508400009 (approx. 14,251 sg. feet), being Tract 699-A & Tract 2578
A, Section 8, Township 1 South, Range 69 West of the 6™ P.M.

and

Assessor’s Parcel No. 157508400005 (approx. 2,464 sq. feet), being Tract 2578 Less A & B,
Section 8, Township 1 South, Range 69 West of the 6 P.M.

Note: Final legal descriptions are subject to adjustment based on survey and title commitment.
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Appraisal Consultants, Inc. INVOICE 01/13/2014 al30771d

2975 Valmont Road, Suite 210 DATE FILE NUMBER CASE NUMBER
Bouider, CO 80301
303-443-6221
840927529
CGlient: CITY OF LOUSIVILLE
749 Main Street
Louisville, CG
20027

Attention: Aaron De Jong

Item Tota}

APPRAISAL FEE FOR SERVICES RENDERED $ 425.00

tntended User: CITY OF LOUVISVILLE

1125 PINE ST

LOUISVILLE, CO BO027

TR £99-A & TR 2578 A B-15-69 PER REC 694422 06-17-85 BCR SEE 1D 19570

Total 3 4235.00
Please detach and inciude the battom paortion with your payment... Thank You!l
Inv Date | Insp Date Appraiser Client Case # File # Client Phone #
03/13/2014 | a1/08/2014 William J. DelaCroix at30771d
FROM: PROPERTY:
CITY OF LOUSIVILLE Intended User: CITY OF LOUISVILLE Amount
749 Main Street 1125 PINE ST Due
Louisville, CO LOUISVILLE, CO 80027
%0027 $ 42500
TO:
Attention:
Amount
Appraisal Consultants, Inc. Enclosed
2975 Valmont Road, Suite 210
Boulder, CO 80301 $
Balance 6'188n receipt of Invoice
Please return this porion with your payment, Thank Youl

Anmrical Manewltante Ine
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Summary Appraisal Report

Propedy Rights Appraised FeaSimge | |Leasenold | | Other idescribe)

intended Use:  TO DETERMINE MARKET VALUE FOR THE POSSIBLE SALFE OF THE PROPERTY. SEE ADDITIONAL COMMENTS......
Client CITY OF LOUSIVILLE Address 749 Main Street, Louisville, CO 86027

Uniform Residential Appraisal Report File# a130771d
‘Tne pumpese of this summary apprisal report is to provide the clieat with an accerate, and adequately supported, opinion of the market value of the subject propery.
| Property Adaress 1125 PINE ST ciy LOUISVILLE State CO Zip Code 80077
8 Owmer PETRA PROPERTIES LLC Interded User  (CITY OF LOLHSVILLE County BOULDER,
[ tcgal Descripion TR 699-A & TR 2578 A 8-15-69 PER REC 694422 (6-17-85 BCR SEE 1D 19570
[} Assessors Parcel #157508400009 TaxYear 2012 R E Taxes$] 743
u ighborhood Name OLD LOUISVILLE Map Reference Census Tradt £30.05
? occupant || owner [ 3 | Tenant [ | vacant Special Assessments 5 [ o soas [ Joeryear | Jpermonmn
E
[«
T

's the subject property cumenlly offered for sale or has it been offered for sale [n the twelve months prior to the effective date of the appraisal? [::]Ye: Ne

Repot data sourca(s) wsed, offeing picofs). and datofs).

1 did did not analyze the contract for sale for the subject purchasa trnsaclion, Explain the resuls of the analysis of the contract for sale or why the analys’s was net

0 performed.

(B Coniract Fiice $ Oate of Conlract Is the property selles the owner of public recont? | [Yes | |No DotaSourcefs)

R ts there any financial assistance (oan chames, sale i gift or dowmy t assistance, eftc) to be paid by any paty on beha! of the cient? DY& DND
é ff Yes, report the total dellar amount and describe tha items to be paid;

T

--- Note: Race and the racial composition of the neighborhood are not appraisal factors.

: Neighberh Ch teristics One-Unit Housing Trends One-Unit Housing Peroent Land Use %
g Location Urban Y burban Rurat Property Values "i’m i | Stabls 7Dedfning PRICE AGE Cne-Unit 80.0 %
HE BuitUp | X |Over 75% 25-715% Under25%] Demand/Supply | X | Shertage \nBajance] | OverSupply 1 ${000) () | 24 Unit %
_G Gigwih Fapid X Stable Slow Marketing Time | X | Under 3 mihs 36 mths Over6 mihs 1260 Low 3| Multi-Famiy 10.0 3%
g Nelghborhood Boundaries  95th ST TO EAST, SQUTH BOULDER ROAD TO NORTH 1,000 High 125} Commercial 10.0 %
IMCKINNLEY ST 7O WEST & CHERRY ST TO SOUTH 150 Pred. 75| Cther %
:E Neighborhood Description.  SYIBJECT NEIGHBORHGOD I8 LOCATED IN OLD TOWN LOUISVILLE, IT CONSISTS OF OLDER HOMES

MIBUILT IN THE EARLY §900'S, THERE 18 VERY GOOD ACCESS TO DOWNTOWN FOR LOCAL SHOPPING, RESTAURANTS &

g ENTERTAINMENT. *** See Additional Comments ***

o] Market Conditions dnchuding support for the above conclusionsy QVERALL REAL ESTATE MARKET IN LOUISVILLE HAS BEEN VERY
B ACTIVE THE LAST 2 YEARS. DEMAND HAS BEEN STRONG, SUPPLY HAS BEEN LIMITED AND PRICES HAVE BEEN INCREASING,
B *** See Additional Commenss ***

i Dimensions 5{ X 385 APPROX Ared 142528F PER CNTY  Shape RECTANGLE View OTHER HOMES
Spedific Zoning Classification CC Zoning D ion LIMITED RETAIL, COMMERCIAL & RESIDENTIAL
Zoring Compliance | X [Legal || Legalh ing Use) [ INozaing | | lega@escribe)
Y s the highest and best use of the subject property as Imp {or a5 proposed per plans and specifications) the present use? BY& No I No, tescibe
S THE SUBJECT IS CURRENTLY ZONED CC WHICH 18 COMMUNITY COMMERCIAL. *** See Additional Comments ***
WHilitics Public Cther (describe} Public Other ({describe) Off-site Improvements—-Type Public Private
Elacticity x Water X Sheet ASPHALT X
i Gas [ ] Sanitary Sswer | X Alley
f FEMA Special Flood Hazard Area E:Em Nn FEMA Flood Zone X FEMA Map No. D8013C0582] FEMA Map Date 12/] 82012
Are the lifiies and offsite improvements typical far the market arca? Yr:s mNa. If Mo, describe
; Ame there any adverse site conditions or exiemal fadors ents, anvir conditions, land uses, etc)? DY& No if Yes, describe

._';.: SUBJECT IS ON A SITE THAT IS APPROXIMATELY TWICE THE SIZE OF A TYPICAL CITY SITE. *** See Additional
[ Comments ***

. Ganeral Descriptien Foundation Extarlor Descriptl I ditian| Intatiar materialsicondition

B Uois [ Jone || One with Accessory Unit Concrnte Stab | X |crewiSpace | Foundation Walls  CONC-A Floors WD, CRPT, CER-A
R vosoies 100 Full Partial B Exterinrwalis  METAL SIDING-A Walls DRYWALL-A
B Type [ X Dot | JAtL | SDaVERIUSK Avea 50.% | RoofSurfce  COMP-A TrimyFinish WOOD-G
Bt Evisting]__ | Proposed| | Under Const] Fitish % | Guiters & Dowrspouts ~ GALV MET-A | Bath Eloor CER-G

Design iStyley  RANCH | lowsiceEmymdt_ | |surppump | WincowType WOOD HUNG/ALUM-A | BathWiinscol __ FRRGLS-A

‘Year Built 930 Evigence of {::1 3 Stomn Sash PARTIAL-A Car Storaga D None

Effective Age {Yrs) 3 D Campness r——] Settlement Screens YES-A Drveway #ofCars 2

Altic X I None Heating | X |PAA | |HABB | | Radiant| Amenities WoodSlovelsit | Driveway Suface CONCRETE
o Drop Stair Stairs er ] Futi N GAS Fireplace(s) # O X [Fence PARTIAL Garage #of Cars
X [ IFioor st Goaing | X | Central Alr Gendlitioning X | patioeck REAR |1 X |Porsh FRONT Capot  #ofCars
; Finishad Heated E  indvicuat [T Totmer NONE Poc, Other At | loe. | |Buikia
(4}, Appliances DRcﬁgeMur mRangerOven ml" i X EDismsaI{ | Microvave | W““‘- /Dryer | {other {desciibe)
\0’ Finshed srea above grmde  contains: (6 Roors 3 Bedmoms I Bathis) 1,226 Square Feet of Grmoss Living Area Above Grade
E

Addiienat featwies {specizl energy efficient itews. eic) THE SUBJECT 1S A TYPICAL OLDER HOME IN THIS AREA. [T WAS UPDATED
E SEVERAL YEARS AGO ON THE INTERICR. IT HAS NEWER DOORS & TRIM THOUGH OQUT, *** See Additional Comments ***
Describe #e condiion of the properly (including nzeded rapairs, deterioration, ing. elc). OVERALL THE SUBJECT 18 IN

BRAVERAGE CONDITION FOR IT'S AGE AND LOCATION,
]

Are there any physical deficiencies or adverse condiions that affect the lvalifity, soundness, or structural imsgrity of the property? DYE Ncl IF'Yes, describe

gl Does the propedy generally conform io  the neighborhood  (functionad uhity, styls, condiion, use. i gte)? Yw [jNOlfNo,d!sG’ibe

RMPF Form 1004 May 2007 Page 1 of 6

Appraisal Consuitants, Inc.



Summary Appraisal Report

Uniform Residential Appraisal Report

File# a130771d

There are 2 comparable properties currently offered for sale in the subject neighbarhood ranging in price from $ 450.000.00 o § 650000
Theresre 17 comparable sales in fhe subject nalghborhood within tha past twalve months ranging in safe prica fom § 193 .000.00 o § 55¢.000.00
FEATURE SUBJECT COMPARABLE SALE # 1 COMPARABLE SALE # 2 COMPARABLE SALE # 3
1125 PINE §T 1417 CANNON ST 724 JOHNSON ST 825 LA FARGE AVE
Address LOUISVILLE LOUISVILLE, CO 80027 EOUISVILLE, CO 80027 LOUISVILLE, CO 80027
Preximity to Subjedt 0.43 miles N 0.46 miles SW 0.23 miles W
Sale Price 5 5 289.000 S 370600 5 310.600
Sale PricaiGross Liv, Area IS 25628 sa . IS 256.2] sq. $ 37298sq.0 5 307,54 sq.&
Bata Source(s) IRES#684743 IRES#697361 IRES#694949
Verification Scurce{s} CNTY RCRDS CNTY RCRDS CNTY RCRDS
VALUE AQJUSTMENTS DESCRIPTION DESCRIPTICN +(-}5 Ad DESCRIPTION +H-15 Adj DESCRIPTION +H-1% Ad
Sale of Financing DTO=238 DTO=12 DTO=19
Cancessions CONY NQ PTS CASH SALE CONV NOPTS
Date of SaleTime 03/26/2013 +5% +14,500102/26/2013 +3% +18.500i1/16/2013  +35% +15.500
Location JLD TOWNE QLD TOWN. E OLD TOWN-W +55,500/0L.D TOWN-W 46,500
LeaseholdFee Simple Fee Simple Fee Simple Fee Simple Fee Simple
Site 142538F/AVE 731 8SFAVE +34.700112894SF/AVE +6.800:7579SF/AVE +33.400
Miew HOMES HOMES HOMES QTHER HOMES
Design (Style) RANCH RANCH RANCH RANCH
Quality ef Construction AVE AVE AVE AVE
Actual Age 84 113 74 66
Condition AVE GO0 -12.000:G00 -9.200:FAIR +10.100
Above Grade Total lerrns. Baths { Tots! Bdimsi Baths Tota! {Bdims.| Baths Total iBdrme. Baths
Room Count 6 | 3 i 6| 3 1 6 | 2 1 412 ]
Gross Living Area 1,226 sq.f. 1,128 sq. & +7.400 992 sq.ft. +17.600 1,008 2.t +16,400
Basement & Finished NONE NONE 4328F BSMT “4,320{NONE
Rogrmes Below Grade NONE NONE NONE INONE
Fupctional Lty AVE AVE AVE AVE
2y Haating/Cacling GFWA/CEN AC __IGFWAJCEN AC GFWA/ NO AC +2.500iGFWA/ NO AC
Energy Efficient items BASIC INS BASIC INS BASIC INS BASIC INS
a Garage/Carport NONE/SHED 1CAR -2.500{t CAR -2.50012 CAR -7,500
dd PorchPatioDeck PORCH/PATIO  PORCHPATIO PORCH/PATIO PORCH/PATIO
KIT/BATH KIT/BATH KIT/BATH KIT/BATH
NG E/P NO F/P NO F/P NO F/P
0 BSMT BATH 0 BSMT BATH O BIMT BATH 0 BSMT BATH O
et Adjustment (Ttal) [xI-T T s 42100 . s oegzo] el - s 21400
Adiusted Sale Price Net Adj. 14.57 % Net Ad). 706 % Net Adj. 690 %
of Comparables CGross A, 24 60 % 1S 331,100{ Gress Adj. 31.60 %13 3438801 GressAdj, 41.74 %S 321,400
LX) dd did not research the sale or fransfer history of the subject property and comparable sales. If not, expiain

My research D did il ot reveal nny prior sales or transfers of the subject propery for the [hvae years prior to the effactive dale of his appraisal.

Data Source(s) CNTY RCRDS

My research m did did not reveat any pricr sales or transfers of the sales for the prior year to the date of sale of the comp sale.

Data Source(s) CNTY RCRDS

Report the mesults of the research and analysis of the pror sale or transfer history of the subject property and comparable sales {repert additional prior sales on page 3).
ITEM SURIECT COMPARABLE SALE #1 COMPARABLE SALE #2 COMPARABLE SALE #3

Date of Prior Sale/Transfer

Price of Prier Saie/Transfer

Data Seurce(s) IRES MLS/CNTY RCRDS IRES MLS/ACNTY RCRDS [IRES MLS/ONTY RCRDS IRES MLS/ACNTY RCRDS

Effective Date of Data Source(s) 01/80/2014 05/10/2014 1/10/2014 01/1022014

Analysis of pior sale or fransfer history of the subject property and compamable sales

Surnrmary of Safes Compurison Approach THERE HAVE BEEN NO RECENT SALES OF OLDER HOMES ON SITES SIMILAR TO THE

SUBJECTS IN SIZE IN THE LAST YEAR. COMP 1, WHILE ON A SMALLER SITE, IS THE ONLY SALE IN THE SUBIECTS
NEIGHBORHOOD EAST OF THE RR TRACKS, IT 18 VERY SIMILAR IN SF, DESIGN, AGE & APPEAL. BUT I8 IN SUPERIOR
CONDITION. COMP 2 IS AN EXCELLENT COMP AS IT IS ALSO ON A LARGER THAN AVERAGE SITE.
THAT IS ALSO SUPERIOR TN CONDITION. COMP 3 25 A SALE OF A SMALLER, OLDER HOME THAT WAS INFERIOR [N
CONDITION. IT TOO IS ON A SMALLER SITE. BOTH OF THESE ARE IN A SUPERIOR LOCATION WEST OF THE RR TRACKS IN
QLD TOWN LOUSIVILLE IN A MUCH HIGHER DEMAND AREA FOR SFR HOMES EOCATION ADRJUSTMENT IS ESTIMATED TG

1T 18 A SMALLER HOME

BE _13% OF SALES PRICE

Indicated Value by Sales C

h $335,060

P

o

R Value by: Sales Comparison Approach $335 000

Cost Appro:

h (If developed) SN/A

Income Approach {if di

foped} $IN/A

THE MARKET APPROACH IS GEVEN ALL WEIGHT WITH EQUAL WEIGHT T0O ALL COMPS. THE INCOME APPROACH IS NOT

*** See Additional Comments **#

APPLICABLE FOR THIS OWNER OCCUPIED NEIGHBORHOOD WHERE HOMES ARE TYPICALLY SOLD TO OWNER/OCCUPANTS.

This appraisel s made *

requined inspection based on the inary it

*asis” D subjedt to completion per plans and specificafions on the basis of a hypothetical condiion that the improvements have been
completed, D subjact to the following repairs or zlierations on the basis of a hypothetical condition that the repairs or alterations have beern completed, or D subject to the
y that the condifon or deficiency dees not require allerstion or repar

kR See

sdAdditional Comments ***

Based en a complete vizwal inspection of the interior and exterier areas of the subject property, defined scope of work, statement of assumptions and limiting
] conditiens, and appralsers capification, my (owr} opinien &f the markat vale, as defined, of the real property that is the subject of this seport s
L350l 010872614

$ 335000

. which Is the effective date of this appraisal.

RMPF Form 1004 May 2007
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File No.

“ADDITIONAL COMPARABLE

al30771d

Inlended User

CITY OF LOUISVILLE

Propeity Address

1125 PINE 8T

City LOUISVILLE

County BOULDER

ste  CO

ZipCode  E0{27

Client CITY OF LOUSIVILLE
FEATURE SUBJECT COMPARABLE SALE NO. 4 COMPARABLE SALE NO. § COMPARABLE SALE NO. 6
1125 PINE 8T 1300 LINCOLN AVE 1036 WALNUT 8T 1101 SPRUCE 8T
Address LOUISVILLE LOUISVILLE, CO_80027 LOUISVILLE, CO 80027 LOUISVILLE, CO 80027
Praxieity to Subject 0.35 miles NW 0.09 miles N 0.03 miles N
Sale Price s S 340.000 s 285.000 S 294,000
Sale Price/Gross Liv. Area|$ 256,28 so.ft {$ 33597 sq.ft 5 31808 sq.8 $_ 26630 sa. 1
Data Souca(s) [RES MLS#706981 IRES#663912 [RES #679199
Verification Source(s) CNTY RCRDS CNTY RCRDS CNTY RCRDS
VALUE ADJUSTMENTS DESCRIPTION DESCRIPTION +(-)5 Adjustment DESCRIPTION +{-}§ Adjustment DESCRIPTION +[-)8 Adjustment
Sale or Flnancing DT0=4 DTO=169 DTO=50
Concestions CONV NO PTS CONY NO PTS CONV NO PTS
Date of Sale/Time 06/28/2013 +3% +10.200{07/20/2612 +15% +42 750/07/16/2012 +15% +44.100
Location OLD TOWNE OLD TOWN-W =SE000I0LD TOWNE OLD TOWN E
L ee Simple Fee Simple Fee Simple Fee Simple Fee Simpie
Site 143538F/AVE 163 16SF/AVE +39.700115250SF/AVE, -5,000/662TSF/AVE +38,100
View HOMES HOMES HOMES HOMES
Design (Style) RANCH RANCH RANCH RANCH
Quality of Construction AVE AVE AVE AVE
Actual Age 184 105 103 88
Condition AVE AVE AVE GOOD =11.000
Above Grade Total [Bdrms.; Baths | Total [Bdrms.| Baths Total Bdrms.| Baths Teta! Bdrms, [ Beths
Reom Coust 6 3 i 1 3 1 3 2 1 5 2 2 -16.000
Gross Living Area 1.226 sq.f 1,012 sq. 1, +16,100 895 sq.f. +24.800 1,104 sq.n +9.200
Basemont & Finished NONE 3635F BSMT -3,630[350SF BSMT -3,500|1 [04SF BSMT -11,040
Rooms Below Grade NONE NONE INONE LODGSE FIN =15.000
Functiona! Uility AVE AVE AVE AVE
Heating/Coaling GFWA/CEN AC __|GFWA/NO AC +2.500|GFWASWAMP +1.500iGFWAS NO AC +2,500
Enery Efficient lems BASIC INS BASIC INS BASIC INS BASIC INS
Garage/Carport NONE/SHED NONE/SHED 2 CARGAR -7.50012 CAR GAR -7.500
PorcivPatio/Deck PORCH/PATIO PORCH/PATIO PORCH/PATIO PORCH/PATIO
KIT/ABATH KIT/BATH KIT/BATH KIT/BATH
NO F/P NG F/P NO F/P NO F/P
BSMT BATH O BSMTBATH 1 -3.000IBSMT BATH O BSMT BATH 1 -5,000
Net Adjustment (Tota) - s £.870 - s 53080 L1 s 34360
Adjusted Sale Price NetAdj. 261 % et Adj. {861 % Netadj. 11.69 %
of Conparables Gross Adj. 3769 %$1$ 348 870 Gross Adj. 29.84 %% 338,050 Gross Adj. 52.19 % |$ 328.360
ITEM SUBJECT COMPARABLE SALE W4 COMPARABLE SALE  #5 COMPARABLE  SALE #5
{ate of Pror Sale/Transfer
Price of Pricr Sale/Transfer
Data Sourcefs) IRES MLS/CNTY RCRDS JIRES MLS/CNTY RCRDS IRES MLS/CNTY RCRDS NRES MLS/CNTY RCRDS
Effactive Date of Dala Source(s) 01/10/2034 0171072054 01/10/2014 01/10/2084

Comment on Safes Com parlson

COMP 415 ANOTHER SALE ON THE WEST SIDE OF OLD TOWN LAFAYETTE.

ITIS ALSO ON A

MUCH SMALLER SITE 1T 1S ONE OF THE MORE RECENT SALES OF A SIMILAR SMALL, GLDER HOME IN OLD TOWN. COMPS 4

& 3. WHILE MUCH OLDER SALES, ARE THE NEXT MOST RECENT SALES iN THE SUBJECTS SECTION OF OLD TOWN EAST OF

THE RR TRACKS. COMP 5 I8 AN EXCELLENT COMP AS [T 1S ACTUALLY ON A LARGER SITE THAN THE SUBEJCT.

ITIS A

MLICH SMALLER HOME OVERALL. COMP 6 18 ALSO A SALES EAST OF THE RR TRACKS, 18 A MUCH SMALLER SITE. THIS

HOME WAS SUPERIOR IN CONDITION AND ALSO HAD A FULL FINISHED BASEMENT. THE REAL ESTATE MARKET HAS BEEN

VERY ACTIVE THE LAST YEAR IN OLD TOWN AND PRICES HAVE BEEN ON THE INCREASE,




File No. al38771d

Intended Liser CITY OF LOUISVILLE
Propery Address 1125 PINE ST
Cty LOUISVILLE County BOULDER State 0 ZipCode 30027
Client CITY OF LOUSIVILLE

INTENDED USE

THIS APPRAISAL IS TO BE USED BY THE OWNERS AND THE CITY OF LOUISVILLE FOR THE POSSIBLE SALE OF THE
PROPERTY TO THE CITY. IT IS NOT TO BE USED} OR RELIED UPON BY ANY OTHER INDIVIDUAL OTHER THAN THE
OWNER AND CLIENT LISTED ON PAGE 1. MARKET VALUE FOR THIS APPRAISAL IS BASED ON THE HYPOTHETICAL
CONDITION THAT THE SUBJECTS HIGHEST AND BEST USE i§ A SINGLE FAMILY HOME ON 1 OVERSIZED
RESIDENTIAL LOT. THIS IS REGARDLESS OF CURRENT ZONING AND POSSIBLE ALLOWED OTHER USES WITH ITS
CURRENT ZONING. VALUE BASED ON IT'S CURRENT ZONING MAY OR MAY NOT BE FAR DIFFERENT THAN THE
VALUE REPORTED IN THIS REPORT.

NEIGHBORHOOD DESCRIPTION

SCHOOLS ARE LOCATED IN THE IMMEDIATE AREA. THE AREA HAS BEEN BUILT OUT FOR MANY YEARS AND IS IN
DEMAND. BECAUSE OF THIS MANY OF THE OLDER HOMES HAVE BEEN EXTENSIVELY REMODELED AND
EXPANDED, OR JUST TORN TOWN TO HAVE A NEW HOME BUILT,

MARKET CONIMTIONS

IT'S REAL ESTATE MARKET IS MOST LIKELY THE STRONGEST IN ALL OF BOULDER COUNTY. UNLIKE MANY
AREAS OF COLORADO, LOVISVILLE HAS HAD VERY FEW FORECLOSURES, A LIMITED SUPPLY OF HOMES ON THE
MARKET AND A CONSISTENT DEMAND. IN OLD TOWN DEMAND HAS REMAINED STRONG. IN THE LAST YEAR
THERE HAVE BEEN 17 SALES OF HOMES IN OLD TOWN BUILT BEFORE 1945. THESE RANGED IN PRICE FROM
£193,000 TQ $550,000. THESE HAD AN AVERAGE PRICE OF $355,908 AND A MEDIAN PRICE OF $365,000. THE PRIOR
YEAR FROM 1/2012 TO 1/2013 THERE WERE 26 SALES RANGING FROM $182,000 TO $537,500. THESE HAD AN AVERAGE
PRICE OF $325,338 AND A MEDIAN OF $314,500. THIS 1S A 9% TO 16% INCREASE OVER THE PRICR YEAR. AT PRESENT
THERE ARE ONLY 2 LISTINGS AT $39%,000 AND $450,006, MONEY MAGAZINE HAS RATED LOUISVILLE AS ONE OF
THE TOP SMALL TOWNS N THE U.S TO LIVE. LOUISVILLE 18 FOR ALL PRACTICAL PURPOSES “BUILT QUT" WITH
VERY LITTLE VACANT GROUND FOR NEW DEVELOPMENT

HIGHEST AND BEST USE
THE APPRAISAL 1S BASED ON THE HYPOTHETICAL CONDITION THE HIGHEST AND BEST USE OF THE PROPERTY 1S
AS A SINGLE FAMILY HOME ON | OVER SIZED CITY LOT.

ADVERSE SITE CONDITIONS AND/OR EXTERNAL FACTORS

THE ADDITIONAL SIZE IS QFFSET 8Y THE SUBJECT BEING ON PINE STREET WHICH IS A BUSY STREET

ACCESSING DOWNTOWN, BEING ACROSS THE STREET FROM COMMERCIAL USES AND LESS THAN 1 BLOCK FROM
AND ACTIVE RAIL LINE. THE SUBJECT IS ON A VERY DEEP & NARROW SITE. IT AS A CONCRETE DRIVE IN FRONT
FOR 2 CARS AND A 12 X 20 STORAGE SHED.

ADDITIONAL FEATURES

THERE ARE OAK FLOORS IN THE LR/DEN, CARPET IN THE BEDROOMS, TILE IN THE BATH & KITCHEN, IT HAS GAS
FORCED AIR HEAT WITH THE FURNACE IN THE ATTIC AND CENTRAL A/C. THE KITCHEN HAS OLDER WHITE
PAINTED CABINETS & FORMICA COUNTERS. THE BATH HAS A NEWER SINK/VANITY AND A FIBERGLASS SHOWER
STALL. THE EXTERIOR HAS OLDER METAL SIDING, COMP ROOF AND A COMBINATION OF BOTH WOOD HUNG AND
ALUMINUM SLIDING WINDOWS. THE CONDITION OF THE ROOF 18 NOT KNOWN., [T APPEARS ROOF 15 LEAKING
BETWEEN THE FRONT OF HOME AND WHERE THE COVERED FRONT PORCH ATTACHES TO 1T AND ALSO BEHIND
THE GUTTERS ON THE NE CORNER OF THE HOMES . THIS IS BASED ON ICE FREEZING/ MELTING AND BUILDING UP
ON STEEL SIDING BY THE EVES IN THESE AREAS, .

RECONCILIATION
THE COST APPROACH 1S NOT INCLUDED INCLUDED DUE TO AGE OF PROPERTY AND DIFFICULTY IN DETERMINING
ACTUAL DEPRECIATION ALONG WITH A LACK OF VACANT LAND SALES IN THE AREA,

CONDITIONS OF APPRAISAL

*APPRAISAL IS BASED ON THE HYPOTHETICAL CONDITION THAT THE HIGHEST AND BEST USE OF THE SUBJECT IS
A SINGLE FAMILY HOME ON AN OVERSIZED RESIDENTIAL LOT REGARDLESS OF [T'S CURRENT ZONING OR
ALLOWED USES UNDER THAT ZONING.




Summary Appraisat Report

Uniform Residential Appraisal Report File®# 2130771d
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COStT AFPROACH 10 VALUE

LCTOF0OXTOE. -0

Support for the opinion of site value (summary of comy land safes or other methods for eslimating site vafue)
N N/A

ESTIMATED mREPRDDUCTIONOR REPLACEMENT COST NEW CPINION OF SITE VALUE =5

Source of cost data Dwalling 1,226 Sq.FL.@%

Quality rating from cost senvice Effective date of cost data BSMT 5.7t @8

Comments on Cost Approach (gross living atea i d iation, etc.}
Gamge/Capor S0. 7L @3 [——
Total Esti of Cost-New [T .
Less Physicai  Functional  Extemal
o sation =5
Depreciated  Cost of Imp =g
"Ass’ Value of Sile |mprovement =5

Estimated Remalning Economic Life HUD and VA on! 03 Years | Indicited Value By Cost Approach =$

INCOME APPROACH 70 VALUE
Morthly Market Rent $ X Cross Remt Multipli =5 n/a_ Indi Value by lncome Approach

of Income Approach {including support for mmarket rent and GRM)

PROJECT INEORMATION FOR FUDs [if applicable)

Is_the developerbulldar in_control of the Homeowners' Association (HOM)? | lYes Mo Unittypels) | | Detached | ] Atached

Provide the foliowing information for PUDS ONLY if the developenbuilder is In coplral of the HOA and the subject propedy f5 an aiached dweling unil.

Legal name of project

“Total number of phases Total nurnber of units Total number of units soid

Total numbsr of units rented Total number of units for sale Data Source(s)

Was the project created by the conversion of existing buiing(s) Into @ PUO? | [Yes | |No IfYes, date of canversion

Ooes the projed corfaln any multidiwelling units? Yeu Mo Data Source{s)

Are the units, common e} and fon_facifies_complete? Yes | |Mo_INo. descibe the status of complotion.

Are the common elements leased to or by the H " fati m Yes No i Yes, dasciiba the reptal iems and options,

Bl Cescrioe common and i facilifes

RMPF Form 1004 May 2007 Page 3 of 6
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Intended Usar CITY OF LOWNSVILLE

Property Addiess 1125 PINE ST
Ciy LOUISVILLE County BOULDER stae  CO Zip Code  §0027
Glient CITY OF LOUSIVILLE
275
Bedroom LAUNDRY
BATH 128
Kitehan To.5"
I Dinetle Bedroom
Living Room
225
BDEN Bedroom
Foyer
38
s AREA CALCULATION DETAILS
Living Auea First Floor
First Floor 1226 148 275 X 3B0= 80,0
105 X 225= 238.2
Total 1226.2

SHETCHIT 1-500-522:0872
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Summary Appraisal Report

Uniform Residential Appraisal Report File # a130771d

This report form is designed to report an appraisal of a cne-unit property or a one-unit property with an accessory unit;
including a unit in a planned unit development (FPUD). This report form is not designed to report an appraisal of a
manufactured home or a unit in @ condominium or cooperative project.

This appraisal report is subject to the scope of work, intended use, intended user, definition of market vatue, statement of assumptions
and limiting conditions, and cerifications. The Appraiser may expand the scope of work to inciude any additional research or analysis
necessary based on the complexity of this appraisal assignment.

SCOPE OF WORK: The scope of work for this appraisal is defined by the complexity of this appraisal assignment and the
reporting requirements of this apprajsal report form, inciuding the following definition of market value, statement of
assumptions and [imiting conditions, and certifications. The appraiser must, at a minimum: (i) perfform a visual
inspection of the subject property, (2) inspect the neighborhood, {3) inspect each of the comparable sales from at least the street,
(4) research, verify, and analyze data from reliable public and/or private scurces, and (5) report his or her analysis, opinions, and
conclusions in this appraisal report.

DEFINITION OF MARKET VALUE: The most probable price which a property shoulg bring in a competitiva and open
market under all conditions requisite to a fair sale, the buyer and seiller, each acting prudently, knowledgeably and assuming
the price is not affected by undue stimilus. Impticit in this definition is the consummaticn of a sale as of a specified date and
the passing of tille from seller to buyer under conditions whereby: (1) buyer and seller are typically motivated; (2) both parties
are weil informed or well advised, and each acting in what he or she considers his or her own best interest; (3) a reasonable
time is allowed for exposure in the open market, (4) payment is made in terms of cash in U. 5. dollars or in tesms of financial
arrangements comparable therete; and (5) the price represents the normal consideration for the property sold unaffected by
special or crealive financing or sales concessions® granted by anyone associated with the sale.

*Adjustments to the comparables must be made for special or creative financing or sales concessions. No adjustments are
necessary for those costs which are normally paid by sellers as a result of tradition or law in a market area; these costs are
readily identifiable since the seller pays these costs in virtually all sales transactions. Special or creative financing
adjustmenis can be made to the comparable property by comparisons to financing terms offered by a third party institutional
lender that is not already involved in the properly or transaciion. Any adfustment should not be calculated on a mechanical
dollar for dollar cost of the financing or concession but the dollar amount of any adjustment should approximate the market's
reaction to the financing or concessions based on the appraisars judgment,

STATEMENT OF ASSUMPTIONS AND LIMITING CONDITIONS: The appraiser’s certification in this report is

subject to the following assumptions and limiting conditions:

1. The appraiser will not e responsible for matters of a legal nature that affect either the properly being appraisad or the title
to it, except for information that he or she became aware of during the research involved in performing this appraisal. The
appraiser assumes that the title is good and marketable and will not render any opinions about the title,

2. The appraiser has provided a sketch in this appraisal report to show the approximate dimensions of the improvements.
The sketch is included only io assist the reader in visualizing the property and understanding the appraiser's determination
of its size.

3. The appraiser has examined the available flood maps that are provided by the Federal Emergency Management Agency
(or other data sources) and has noted in this appraisal report whether any portion of the subject site is located in an
identified Special Flood Hazard Area. Because the appraiser is not a surveyor, he or she makes no guaraniees, express or
implied, regarding this determination.

4. The appraiser will not give testimony or appear in court because he or she made an appraisal of the property in guastion,
uniess specific arrangements to do so have been made beforehand, or as otherwise required by law.

5. The appraiser has noted in this appraisal report any adverse conditions (such as needed repairs, deterioratiocn, the
presence of hazardous wastes, foxic substances, etc.} observed during the inspection of the subject property or that he or
she became aware of during the research involved in performing this appraisal. Unless otherwise stated in this appraisal
reperi, the appraiser has no knowledge of any hidden or unapparent physical deficiencies or adverse conditions of the
property (such as, but not limited to, needed repairs, deterioration, the presence of hazardous wastes, toxic substances,
adverse environmental conditions, etc.) that would make the property less valuable, and has assumed that there are no such
conditions and makes no guarantees or warranties, express or implied. The appraiser will not be responsible for any such
conditions that do exist or for any engineering or testing that might be required to discover whether such conditions exist.
Because the appraiser is not an expert in the field of environmental hazards, this appraisal report must not be considered as
an environmantal assessment of the property.

6. The appraiser has based his or her appraisal report and valuation conclusion for an appraisal that is subject {0 satisfactory
completion, repairs, or alteraticns on the assumption that the completion, repairs, or alterations of the subject property will
be performed in a professional manner.

RMPF Form 1004 May 2007 Pzgoécf G
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Summary Appraisal Report

Uniform Residential Appraisal Report File# a]30771d

APPRAISER’S CERTIFICATION: ‘The Appraiser certifies and agrees that:

1. 1 have, at a minimum, developed and reported this appraisal in accordance with the scope of work requirements stated in
this appraisal report.

2. | pedormed a visua! inspection of the interior and exterior areas of the subject property. | reported the condition
of the improvements in factual, specific terms. | identiffed and reported the physical deficiencies that could affect the
livability, soundness, or structural integrity of the property.

3. | performed this appraisal in accordance with the requirements of the Unifermy Standards of Professional Appraisal
Practice that were adopted and promulgated by the Appraisal Standards Board of The Appraisal Foundation and that were in
place at the time this appraisai report was prepared.

4. | develocped my opinion of the market valua of the real preperty that is the subject of this report based on the sales
comparsison approach to value. | have adequate comparable market data to develop a reliable sales comparison approach
for this appraisal assignment, | further cerify that | considered the cest and income approaches to value but did not develep
them, unless otherwise indicated in this report.

§. | researched, verified, anafyzed, and reported on any current agreement for sale for the subject property, any offering for
sale of the subject property in the twelve months prier to the effective date of this appraisal, and the prior sales of the subject
property for a minimum of three years prior to the effective date of this appraisal, unless otherwise indicated in this repor.

§. | researched, verified, analyzed, and reported on the prior sales of the comparable sales for a minimum of one year priar
to the date of sale of the comparable sale, unless otherwise indicated in this report

7. | selected and used comparable sales that are locationalty, physically, and functionally the mast similar to the subject property,

8, | have not used cemparable sales that were the result of combining a land sale with the contract purchase price of a home that
has been built or wili be buili on the fand.

9. | have reported adjustments to the comparable sales that reflect the market's reaction to the differences between the subject
property ang the comparable sales.

10. 1 verified, from a disinterested source, all information in this report that was provided by parties whe have a financial interest in
the sale or financing of the subject property.

11, | have knowledge and experience in appraising this type of property in this market area,

12. | am aware of, and have access 1o, the necessary and appropriate public and private data sources, such as multiple listing
services, tax assessment records, public land records and otner such data sources for the area in which the properly is located.

13, | obtained the information, estimates, and opinions fumished by other parties and expressed in this appraisal repart from
reliable sources that [ believe to be true and correct.

14. 1 have taken inte consideratiocn the factors that have an impact on value with respect to the subject neighborhood, subject
property, and the proximity of the subject property to adverse influences in the development of my opinion of market value. |
have nected in this appraisal report any adverse conditions (such as, but not fimited to, needed repairs, detericration, the
presence of hazardous wastes, toxic substances, adverse environmental conditions, eic.) observed during the inspection of the
subject property or that | became aware of during the research involved in performing this appraisal. | have considered these
adverse conditions in my analysis of the property value, and have reported on the effect of the conditions on the value and
marketability of the subject property.

15, | have not knowingly withheld any significant information from this appraisal report and, to the best of my knowledge, af
statements and information in this appraisal report are true and correct

16. ¢ stated in this appraisal report my own perscnal, unbiased, and professional analysis, opinions, and conclusions, which
are subject only to the assumptions and limiting conditions in this appraisal report,

17. | have no present or prospective interest in the property that is the subject of this report, and | have no present or
prospective personal interest or bias with respect to the participants in the transaction. | did not base, either partially or
completely, my analysis and/or opinicn of markat value in this appraisal report on the race, color, religion, sex, age, marital
status, handicap, familial status, or national origin of either the prospective cwners or accupanis of the subject property or of the
present owners or occupants of the properies in the vicinity of the subject property or on any ather basis prohibited by law.

18. My empleyment and/or compensation for performing this appraisal or any future or anticipated appraisals was not conditioned
an any agreement or understanding, written or otherwise, that | would report (or present analysis supporting) a predetermined specific
value, a predetermined minimum value, a range or direction in value, a value that favors the cause of any party, or the attainment of a
specific result or asccurrence of a specific subseguent event.

19. | parsonally prepared ail conclusions and opinions about the real estate that were set forth in this appraisal repord. If | relied on
significant real property appraisal assistance from aay individeal or individuals .in the performance of this appraisal or the
preparation of this appraisal reponrt, | have named such individual(s) and disclosed the specific tasks performed in this appraisal report.
| certify that any individual so named is qualified to pedform the tasks. | have not autherized anyone to make a change fo any iteam
in this appraisal report; therefore, any change made to this appraisal is unauthorized and | will take no responsibility for it.

D00
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Harbinger Appraisal
P.O. Box 545, Boulder, CO 80306

File No. 14281X
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File Number: 14281X 11/24/2014

Aaron M. DeJong

City of Louisville & Petra Properties LLC
749 Main St.

Louisville, CO 80027

Invoice # : 14281X
Order Date : 09/24/2014
Reference/Case # :

PO Number :

GPAR

1125 Pine St
Louisville, CO 80027-1430

GPAR report $ 400.00

$
Invoice Total $ 400.00
State Sales Tax @ $ 0.00
Deposit ($ 0.00 )
Deposit ($ )
Amount Due $ 400.00

Terms: COD

Please Make Check Payable To:
Harbinger Appraisal

P.O. Box 545

Bouder, CO 80306

Fed. I.D. #: 522-17-8965

Thanks!!

(303)444-8189ffx1303)444-4139




Restricted Appraisal Report

Residential Appraisal Report File No. 14281X
The purpose of this appraisal report is to provide the client with a credible opinion of the defined value of the subject property, given the intended use of the appraisal.
Client Name/intended User City of Louisville & Petra Properties LLC E-mail aarond@louisvilleco.gov
Client Address 749 Main St. city Louisville state CO Zip 80027

Additional Intended User(s) Client(s) to distribute as necessary.

PURPOSE

intended Use City of Louisville purchase; was inspected 11/24/14 for the purposes of this report.

Property Address 1125 Pine St city Louisville state CO zip 80027-1430
g Cvner of Public Record Petra Properties LLC County Boulder
M| Legal Description See Attached Addendum and EXTRAORDINARY ASSUMPTIONS
&Y Assessor's Parcel # 157508400009 (excludes 157508400005) Tax Year 2013 R.E. Taxes$ 1,759
B Neighborhood Name East Lousiville/Mixed Use Zone District Overlay area  Map Reference Google Census Tract 0130.05

Property Rights Appraised Fee Simple D Leasehold D Other (describe)

My research D did did not reveal any prior sales or transfers of the subject property for the three years prior to the effective date of this appraisal.

Prior Sale/Transfer.  Date 06/22/2004 Price 0 source(s) MLS/County records

Analysis of prior sale or transfer history of the subject property (and comparable sales, if applicable) ~ There were no previous sales within 3 years to analyze; last prior sale
mentioned above was LLC quit claim. The subject has no recent listing history. There were no previous sales of the comparables within the prior 12
months discovered other than mentioned on the sales comparison grid.

SALES HISTORY

Offerings, options and contracts as of the effective date of the appraisal  None have been disclosed to the appraiser.

Neighborhood Characteristics One-UnitHousing Trends One-Unit Housing Present Land Use %
Location Urban XJ Suburban Rural Property Values |X] Increasing Stable Declining PRICE AGE | One-Unit 50 %
Built-Up X Over 75% : 25-75% : Under 25% | Demand/Supply : Shortage XJIn Balance : Over Supply | $(000) (yrs) 2-4 Unit 5%
Growth |__JRapid (XJStable [ JSlow Marketing Time  (XJUnder3mths | J3-6mths | JOver 6 mths 232 Low 0 | Multi-Family 0 %
Neighborhood Boundaries See Attached Addendum. 1375 High 120 | Commercial H %
523 pred. 50 |other Park 10 %

Neighborhood Description See Attached Addendum.

Market Conditions (including support for the above conclusions) See Attached Addendum.

a
o
o
I
x
o
@
I
o
w
z

Dimensions 51' X 291" x 89' x 225' Approximately Area 14252 sf per county Shape Irreqular view N;Res;
Specific Zoning Classification CC Zoning Description Commercial Community

Zoning Compliance Legal ] Legal Nonconforming (Grandfathered Use) [ INo Zoning (] lllegal (describe) See EXTRAORDINARY ASSUMPTIONS
Is the highest and best use of the subject property as improved (or as proposed per plans and specifications) the present use? Yes D No  If No, describe.

Utilities Public  Other (describe) Public  Other (describe) Off-site Improvements—Type Public  Private
Electricity X : Water X] [ ] Street Asphalt X :
Gas X L Sanitary Sewer X] Alley Asphlt Lee & Spruce X L
Site Comments ~ See Attached Addendum.
GENERAL DESCRIPTION FOUNDATION EXTERIOR DESCRIPTION materials INTERIOR materials

Units one [ Jonewiacc.unit [ J [X] concrete Slab (X crawi Space Foundation Walls Cncrt/Avg Floors Wd/Tile/Cpt/Gd/Av
#of Stories 1 [ JrulBasement [ JPartial Basement | Exterior Walls AlmSdg/Avg Walls Drywall/Avg
Type Det. [ JAt [ Js-Det/End Unit |Basement Area 0.0000 sq. ft. | Roof Surface CompShngl/Avg Trim/Finish  PntWd/Avg
Existing () Proposed | JUnder Const. | Basement Finish % | Gutters & Downspouts PntdMtl/Avg BathFloor  Tile/Avg
Design (Style) Ranch [ Joutside Entry/Exit () Sump Pump | Window Type MxdSé&DbIPn/Avg | Bath wainscot Tile/Avg
Year Built 1930 Storm Sash/Insulated  Some/Avg Car Storage [ JNone
Effective Age (Yrs) 25 Screens Screens/Avg Driveway #ofCars 2
Attic None Heating FWA |D HW | D Radiant| Amenities WoodStove(s) #0 | Driveway Surface Concrete
() Drop Stair [ ) stairs [ Jother | Fuel Nat Gas (] Fireplace(s)# 0 [XJ Fence Partial () Garage  #ofCars 0
:] Floor X] Scuttle Cooling Central Air Conditioning X] Patio/Deck Back X] Porch Front :] Carport  #ofCars 0

Finished Heated [ Jindividual |(_JotherNone Pool None other None At [ Joet. [ Jpuitin
Appliances @ Refrigerator Range/Oven (X Dishwasher Disposal @ Microwave @ \Washer/Dryer D Other (describe)
Finished area above grade contains: 6 Rooms 3 Bedrooms 1.0 Bath(s) 1,253 Square Feet of Gross Living Area Above Grade

Additional Features See below

Comments on the Improvements ~ Overall average quality and condition. Ranch style with back patio as well as front porch. Aluminun siding exterior, comp
shingle roof and mixed windows. 3 bedrooms, den and an updated 3/4 bath. Some tile & wood floors. Overall average quality and condition. Small
storage shed of nominal contribution - essentially personal property. Attic FWA. Scuttle attic and crawlspace openings at back of property.

IMPROVEMENTS

™ Produced using ACI software, 800.234.8727 www.aciweb.com This form Copyright © 2005-2010 ACI Division of ISO Claims Services, Inc., All Rights Reserved.
p Page 1 of 4 (gPAR™) General Purpose Appraisal Report 05/2010
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Restricted Appraisal Report
Residential Appraisal Report

File No. 14281X

FEATURE | SUBJECT COMPARABLE SALE NO. 1 COMPARABLE SALE NO. 2 COMPARABLE SALE NO. 3
1125 Pine St 1428 Cannon St 360 County Rd 1611 Sunset Dr
Address _Louisville, CO 80027 Louisville, CO 80027 Louisville, CO 80027 Louisville, CO 80027
Proximity to Subject 0.48 miles NW 0.53 miles SE 0.77 miles NW
Sale Price $ $ 232,000 $ 232,500 $ 295,000
Sale Price/Gross Liv. Area | $ 0.00 sq.ft. [$ 217.23 sq.ft. $  222.70 sq.ft. $  274.42 sq.tt.
Data Source(s) IRES MLS #735017;DOM 24 IRES MLS #739565;DOM 70 IRES MLS #732745;DOM 57
Verification Source(s) Boulder Assessor/Broker Boulder Assessor/Broker Boulder Assessor/Broker
VALUE ADJUSTMENTS DESCRIPTION DESCRIPTION +() $ Adjustment DESCRIPTION +() $ Adjustment DESCRIPTION +() $ Adjustment
Sale or Financing ArmLth ArmLth ArmLth
Concessions Cash;0 Conv;0 Conv;0
Date of Sale/Time 506/14;c06/14 s08/14;c07/14 s06/14;c05/14
Location A;Res;BsyRd N;Res; -20,000 | A;:RR;BsyRd 20,000 | N;Res; -20,000
Leasehold/Fee Simple | Fee Simple Fee Simple Fee Simple Fee Simple
Site 14252 sf 7362 sf 04238 sf 07586 sf 0
View N:Res; N:Res; N:Res; N:Res;
R Design (Style) Ranch Ranch Ranch Ranch
g Quality of Construction | Average Similar Similar Similar
i Actual Age A:84 114 0]66 0]44 0
54 Condition Average Inferior 10,000 | Similar Superior -10,000
% Above Grade Total |Bdrms, Baths Total |Bdrms, Baths Total |Bdrms| Baths Total |Bdrms, Baths
%] Room Count 6] 3 10| 5| 2 1.0 6] 3 1.0 6] 2 2.0 -5,000
% Gross Living Areab0 1,253 sq. ft. 1,068 sq.ft. 9,300 1,044 sq. . 10,500 1,075 sq.ft. 8,900
B4 Basement & Finished 0Osf 0Osf 0Osf 0| Osf 0
8 Rooms Below Grade
@ Functional Utility Average Similar 0 | Average Similar 0
B4 Heating/Cooling FWA C/Air FWA None 1,000 | FWA None 1,000 | FWA None 1,000
Energy Efficient Items MxdPnWndws Similar 0| Similar 0| Similar 0
Garage/Carport 2 Car Driveway Similar 0|1 Car Driveway 0| Similar 0
Porch/Patio/Deck Patio/Porch Similar 0| Similar 0| Similar 0
Prior sale date N/A 8/14/2013 05/01/2012 REO N/A
Prior sale price N/A 225000 157000 N/A
Net Adjustment (Total) X+ (- s 300 + - [s 31500 (J+ (X)- s 25,100
Adjusted Sale Price NetAd. 0% % Net Adj. 13.55 % NetAdj. -8.5 %
of Comparables GrossAd. 17% % | $ 232,300 | Gross Adj. 13.55 % | $ 264,000 | GrossAdj. 15.2 % | $ 269,900
Summary of Sales Comparison Approach  See Attached Addendum.
COSTAPPROACHTO VALUE
Site Value Comments  See scope of work.
M -STIMATED [ JREPRODUCTIONOR () REPLACEMENT COST NEW OPINION OF SITEVALUE . ..o tivieiiiiiiiiceeiiiieaii 58 0
2 Source of cost data Dwelling 1,253 sq.Ft.@$ 0.00...........= % 0
8 Quality rating from cost service Effective date of cost data Sq.F.@$% .= 8§ 0
§ Comments on Cost Approach (gross living area calculations, depreciation, etc.) 0
b Garage/Carport 0 Sq.FL.@$ 0.00...........= % 0
8 Total Estimate of Cost-New .= 8 0
Less 75 Physical | Functional | External
Depreciation $0 $0 $0 = $( 0)
Depreciated Cost of Improvements .. .. .....uieiiiiiiiaiiainaans = 0
"As-is" Value of Site Improvements. ...........ciiiiiiiiiiiiii L = 0
INDICATED VALUE BY COST APPROACH . .. ..iiivivie =8 0

INCOME APPROACH TO VALUE
Estimated Monthly Market Rent $ 1,750 X Gross Rent Multiplier 186 =% 325,500 Indicated Value by Income Approach
Summary of Income Approach (including support for market rent and GRM)  See Attached Addendum.

INCOME

Indicated Value by: Sales Comparison Approach $270,000 Cost Approach (if developed) $ 0 Income Approach (if developed) $ 325,500

Most emphasis was placed on the Sales Comparison Approach to Value. The Cost Approach was not generated under this scope of work. The
Income (GRM) Approach was considered, but deemed less reliable for this type of property as values are driven by owner occupancy demand in this
marketing area at this time, as well as lack of 1-4 unit income property sales data in Louisville.

This appraisal is made "asis," D subject to completion per plans and specifications on the basis of a hypothetical condition that the improvements have been completed,

D subject to the following repairs or alterations on the basis of a hypothetical condition that the repairs or alterations have been completed D subject to the following:

There are no conditions. The subject was fully inspected 10/6/14 but revisited 11/24/2014 in order to utilize the most current data for the MC, listing
status, and comparables.

Based on the scope of work, assumptions, limiting conditions and appraiser's certification, my (our) opinion of the defined value of the real property

that is the subject of this reportis$ 270,000 asof 11/24/2014 , which is the effective date of this appraisal.

par

RECONCILIATION

Produced using ACI software, 800.234.8727 www.aciweb.com
Page 2 of 4
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Restricted Appraisal Report

Residential Appraisal Report File No. 14281X
FEATURE | SUBJECT COMPARABLE SALE NO. 4 COMPARABLE SALE NO. 5 COMPARABLE SALE NO. 6
1125 Pine St 1435 Front St 556 Lincoln Ave 1009 Harper St
Address _Louisville, CO 80027 Louisville, CO 80027 Louisville, CO 80027 Louisville, CO 80027
Proximity to Subject 0.51 miles NW 0.41 miles SW 0.53 miles NW
Sale Price $ $ 383,000 $ 399,900 $ 400,000
Sale Price/Gross Liv. Area | $ 0.00 sq.ft. [$ 160.92 sq.ft. $  459.66 sq.ft. $  306.51 sq.ft.
Data Source(s) MetroMLS #1769916;DOM 63 IRES MLS #750004;DOM 28 IRES MLS #750087;DOM 26
Verification Source(s) Boulder Assessor/Broker Boulder Assessor/Broker Boulder Assessor/Broker
VALUE ADJUSTMENTS DESCRIPTION DESCRIPTION +() $ Adjustment DESCRIPTION +() $ Adjustment DESCRIPTION +() $ Adjustment
Sale or Financing ArmLth Listing Listing
Concessions Conv;8000 -8,000 | :0 :0
Date of Sale/Time s07/14;c06/14 c10/14 c11/14
Location A;Res;BsyRd A:RR;BsyRd 20,000 | N;Res; -20,000| N;Res; -20,000
Leasehold/Fee Simple | Fee Simple Fee Simple Fee Simple Fee Simple
Site 14252 sf 4998 sf 05986 sf 010454 sf 0
View N:Res; N:Res; N:Res; N:Res;
Design (Style) Ranch Bi-level Ranch Rsd Ranch
Quality of Construction | Average Similar Similar Similar
Actual Age A:84 30 0194 0127 0
Condition Average Similar Similar Similar
Above Grade Total |Bdrms, Baths Total |Bdrms, Baths Total |Bdrms| Baths Total |Bdrms, Baths
Room Count 6] 3 10| 9] 6 2.0 -5,000( 5| 2 1.0 613 2.0 -5,000
Gross Living Areab0 1,253 sq. ft. 2,380 sq.ft. -56,400 870 sq. ft. 19,200 1,305 sq. ft. 0
Basement & Finished Osf Osf 0 | Osf 0 1305sf1305sfin -13,100
Rooms Below Grade 1rr2brl.0ba0o -5,000
Functional Utility Average Average Similar 0| Similar 0
Heating/Cooling FWA C/Air FWA Evap 0] FWA None 1,000| FWA C/Air
Energy Efficient Items MxdPnWndws Similar Similar 0| Similar 0
Garage/Carport 2 Car Driveway 2 Car Garage -20,000 | Similar 02 Car Garage -20,000
Porch/Patio/Deck Patio/Porch Similar Similar 0| Similar 0
Prior sale date N/A N/A 11/18/2013 N/A
Prior sale price N/A N/A 405000 N/A
e Net Adjustment (Total) (J+ [XJ- s 69,400 + [ Is 200 (J+ (XJ- [s 63,100
2 Adjusted Sale Price NetAdj. -18.1 % NetAdi, 0% % NetAdj. -15.8%
g of Comparables Gross Adj. 28.56 % | $ 313,600 | GrossAd. 10% % | $ 400,100 | GrossAdj.  15.8% | $ 336,900
% Summary of Sales Comparison Approach
©
s
s
S
(%)
4
&
Produced using ACI software, 800.234.8727 www.aciweb.com This form Copyright © 2005-2010 ACI Division of ISO Claims Services, Inc., All Rights Reserved.
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Restricted Appraisal Report
Residential Appraisal Report File No. 14281X

Scope of Work, Assumptions and Limiting Conditions

Scope of work is defined in the Uniform Standards of Professional Appraisal Practice as " the type and extent of research and analyses in an
assignment.” In short, scope of work is simply what the appraiser did and did not do during the course of the assignment. Itincludes, butis not
limited to: the extent to which the property is identified and inspected, the type and extent of data researched, the type and extent of analyses applied
to arrive at opinions or conclusions.

The scope of this appraisal and ensuing discussion in this report are specific to the needs of the client, other identified intended users and to the
intended use of the report. This report was prepared for the sole and exclusive use of the client and other identified intended users for the identified
intended use and its use by any other parties is prohibited. The appraiser is not responsible for unauthorized use of the report.

The appraiser's certification appearing in this appraisal report is subject to the following conditions and to such other specific conditions as are
set forth by the appraiser in the report. All extraordinary assumptions and hypothetical conditions are stated in the report and might have affected the
assignment results.

1. The appraiser assumes no responsibility for matters of a legal nature affecting the property appraised or title thereto, nor does the appraiser render any opinion as to the title, which is
assumed to be good and marketable. The property is appraised as though under responsible ownership.

2. Any sketch in this report may show approximate dimensions and is included only to assist the reader in visualizing the property. The appraiser has made no survey of the property.

3. The appraiser is not required to give testimony or appear in court because of having made the appraisal with reference to the property in question, unless arrangements have been
previously made thereto.

4. Neither all, nor any part of the content of this report, copy or other media thereof (including conclusions as to the property value, the identity of the appraiser, professional designations,
or the firm with which the appraiser is connected), shall be used for any purposes by anyone but the client and other intended users as identified in this report, nor shall it be conveyed by
anyone to the public through advertising, public relations, news, sales, or other media, without the written consent of the appraiser.

5. The appraiser will not disclose the contents of this appraisal report unless required by applicable law or as specified in the Uniform Standards of Professional Appraisal Practice.

6. Information, estimates, and opinions furnished to the appraiser, and contained in the report, were obtained from sources considered reliable and believed to be true and correct.
However, no responsibility for accuracy of such items furnished to the appraiser is assumed by the appraiser.

7. The appraiser assumes that there are no hidden or unapparent conditions of the property, subsoil, or structures, which would render it more or less valuable. The appraiser assumes
no responsibility for such conditions, or for engineering or testing, which might be required to discover such factors. This appraisal is not an environmental assessment of the property and
should not be considered as such.

8. The appraiser specializes in the valuation of real property and is not a home inspector, building contractor, structural engineer, or similar expert, unless otherwise noted. The appraiser
did not conduct the intensive type of field observations of the kind intended to seek and discover property defects. The viewing of the property and any improvements is for purposes of
developing an opinion of the defined value of the property, given the intended use of this assignment. Statements regarding condition are based on surface observations only. The
appraiser claims no special expertise regarding issues including, but not limited to: foundation settlement, basement moisture problems, wood destroying (or other) insects, pest infestation,
radon gas, lead based paint, mold or environmental issues. Unless otherwise indicated, mechanical systems were not activated or tested.

This appraisal report should not be used to disclose the condition of the property as it relates to the presence/absence of defects. The client is invited and encouraged to employ qualified
experts to inspect and address areas of concern. If negative conditions are discovered, the opinion of value may be affected.

Unless otherwise noted, the appraiser assumes the components that constitute the subject property improvement(s) are fundamentally sound and in
working order.

Any viewing of the property by the appraiser was limited to readily observable areas. Unless otherwise noted, attics and crawl space areas were not accessed. The appraiser did not move
furniture, floor coverings or other items that may restrict the viewing of the property.

9. Appraisals involving hypothetical conditions related to completion of new construction, repairs or alteration are based on the assumption that such completion, alteration or repairs will
be competently performed.

10. Unless the intended use of this appraisal specifically includes issues of property insurance coverage, this appraisal should not be used for such purposes. Reproduction or
Replacement cost figures used in the cost approach are for valuation purposes only, given the intended use of the assignment. The Definition of Value used in this assignment is unlikely
to be consistent with the definition of Insurable Value for property insurance coverage/use.

11. The ACI General Purpose Appraisal Report (GPAR™) is not intended for use in transactions that require a Fannie Mae 1004/Freddie Mac 70 form,
also known as the Uniform Residential Appraisal Report (URAR).

Additional Comments Related To Scope Of Work, Assumptions and Limiting Conditions
12. This appraisal is NOT a home inspection. It is recommended the owner have the home "pre-inspected" prior to offering for sale and for any
potential buyers to have their own professional home inspection performed at their expense.

13. Given the age of this home it is likely to have lead-based paint, building materials with asbestos components and/or other materials requiring
specialized handling for removal/remediation during remodel/expansion, but this appraisal has not inspected for, nor identified such materials and
valuation is based on the absence of detrimental materials.

SCOPE OF WORK: This appraisal is of the existing subject property & improvements "as is-where is" under its current use as a single family
residential rental property (See EXTRAORDINARY ASSUMPTIONS). In order to serve the client(s)' purposes negotiating a potential sale of the
subject property this SCOPE OF WORK outlines that the appraiser, with the client(s) agreement, deems the Sales Comparison and Income
Approaches to valuation most appropriate, and that the Cost Approach is NOT developed, being deemed less reliable due to estimate of
depreciation, remaining economic life and complex site valuation with potentially conflicting highest & best use(s) scenarios for this transitional
area. Any valuation or feasibility analysis of other uses, legally permissible now, or with variation, is NOT included herein.

Produced using ACI software, 800.234.8727 www.aciweb.com This form Copyright © 2005-2010 ACI Division of ISO Claims Services, Inc., All Rights Reserved.

par w Page 3 of 4 (gPAR™) General Purpose Appraisal Report 05/2010
GPAR1004_10 05262010

215



Restricted Appraisal Report
Residential Appraisal Report File No. 14281X

Appraiser's Certification
The appraiser(s) certifies that, to the best of the appraiser's knowledge and belief:
1. The statements of fact contained in this report are true and correct.

2. The reported analyses, opinions, and conclusions are limited only by the reported assumptions and limiting conditions and are the appraiser's personal, impartial, and unbiased
professional analyses, opinions, and conclusions.

3. Unless otherwise stated, the appraiser has no present or prospective interest in the property that is the subject of this report and has no personal interest with respect to the parties
involved.

4. The appraiser has no bias with respect to the property that is the subject of this report or to the parties involved with this assignment.
5. The appraiser's engagement in this assignment was not contingent upon developing or reporting predetermined results.

6. The appraiser's compensation for completing this assignment is not contingent upon the development or reporting of a predetermined value or direction in value that favors the cause of
the client, the amount of the value opinion, the attainment of a stipulated result, or the occurrence of a subsequent event directly related to the intended use of this appraisal.

7. The appraiser's analyses, opinions, and conclusions were developed, and this report has been prepared, in conformity with the Uniform Standards of Professional Appraisal Practice.
8. Unless otherwise noted, the appraiser has made a personal inspection of the property that is the subject of this report.

9. Unless noted below, no one provided significant real property appraisal assistance to the appraiser signing this certification. Significant real property appraisal assistance provided by:

Additional Certifications:

10. This appraisal is NOT a home inspection. It is recommended the client(s) have the home "pre-inspected" prior to any transaction and for any
potential buyers to have their own professional home inspection performed at their expense.

11. The appraiser has no present or prior ownership interest in the subject property.

12. The appraiser has not paid any fee or commission for this assignment.

13. The appraiser has appraised the subject property without bias with regards to the subject property or the parties involved in the transaction.
14. The appraiser has not appraised, nor performed any other prior services, on the subject property of this report in the last 3 years.

Definition of Value: Market Value D Other Value:

Source of Definition: From the OCC's Final Rule, 12 CFR Part 34, Subpart C-Appraisals, Section 34.42(f), effective August 24, 1990

"Market Value" is the most probable price which a property should bring in a competitive and open market under all conditions requisite to a fair
sale, the buyer and seller each acting prudently and knowledgeably, and assuming the price is affected by undue stimulus. Implicit in this definition
are the consummation of a sale as of a specified date and the passing of title from seller to buyer under conditions whereby: 1.)buyer and seller are
typically motivated; 2.) both parties are well informed or well advised, and acting in what they consider their own best interests; 3.) a reasonable
time is allowed for exposure in the open market; 4.) payment is made in terms of cash in U.S. dollars or in terms of financial arrangements
comparable thereto; 5.) the price represents the normal consideration for the property sold unaffected by special or creative financing or sales
concessions granted by anyone associated with the sale.

ADDRESS OF THE PROPERTY APPRAISED:

1125 Pine St

Louisville, CO 80027-1430

EFFECTIVE DATE OF THE APPRAISAL: 11/24/2014
APPRAISED VALUE OF THE SUBJECT PROPERTY $ 270,000

APPRAISER SUPERVISORY APPRAISER
Signature: { Signature:

Name: Michael J. ®urkhardt Name:

State Certification # CR1318162 State Certification #

or License # or License #

or Other (describe): State #: State:

state: CO Expiration Date of Certification or License:

Expiration Date of Certification or License: 12/31/2014

Date of Signature:

Date of Signature and Report:  11/24/2014 Date of Property Viewing:
Date of Property Viewing: 11/24/2014 Degree of property viewing:
Degree of property viewing: D Interior and Exterior D Exterior Only D Did not personally view
Interior and Exterior D Exterior Only D Did not personally view
Produced using ACI software, 800.234.8727 www.aciweb.com This form Copyright © 2005-2010 ACI Division of ISO Claims Services, Inc., All Rights Reserved.
Page 4 of 4 (gPAR™) General Purpose Appraisal Report 05/2010

par’

GPAR1004_10 05262010

216



ADDENDUM

Client: City of Louisville & Petra Properties LLC File No.: 14281X
Property Address: 1125 Pine St Case No.:
City: Louisville State: CO Zip: 80027-1430

Legal Description
Tract 669-A & Tract 2578 A S8-T1S-R69 per rec 694422 06/17/1985 BCR See ID 19570

NOTE: Per Boulder County Assessor records 1125 Pine also address for parcel ID 157508400005 (R0019570) owned by Jimmy Dean Channel, which is a 2465sf vacant
triangular lot adjacent to northwest of the subject property appraised herein. This 2nd parcel is NOT included in this analysis.

EXTRAORDINARY ASSUMPTIONS:

1. The subject is appraised under the EXTRAORDINARY ASSUMPTION that the only parcel included in the valuation is that of the subject, 157508400009, and no
others, owned or not, by Petra Properties LLC, and therefore no valuation nor feasibility analysis of any existing or potential uses/redevelopment of said parcel(s) are
included under this SCOPE of WORK.

2. The subject is appraised under the EXTRAORDINARY ASSUMPTION that the present use of the subject (single family residential income property) is the highest &
best use of the subject property and that this present use is conforming to current zoning, and therefore no alternative valuation nor feasibility analysis of any existing or
potential redevelopment Highest & Best Uses, nor zoning variances are included under this SCOPE of WORK.

3. This appraisal is made under the EXTRAORDINARY ASSUMPTION that the subject property highest & best use is its current use “as is - where is" for the client(s)'
purposes and therefore no study of feasibility of razing, expansion and/or remodeling for higher density development of additional units, nor any assemblage, nor any
study of continued use without hindrance of unknown historical designations, architectural significance limitations, or other unknown limitations to the stipulated rights
available under the present zoning and permitted use are included under this SCOPE of WORK.

Neighborhood Boundaries
Overall the subject neighborhood is known as East Louisville, which is generally east of the railroad tracks that traverse generally North/South through Old Town Louisville.
The area is specifically outlined by the City of Louisville Mixed Use Zone District Overlay:

96th St. - east, RR tracks -west & S. Boulder Rd. - north & Pine St - south.
Marketing area includes all of Louisville, but particularly east of RR & "Old Town" Louisville.

Neighborhood Description

East Louisville mix of single family homes, as well as light industrial uses, ball fields, office & retail properties and higher density residential uses. Linkages to schools,
employment, shopping & entertainment are good. Amenities are typical; good in Louisville overall. Traffic noise is above average as a transitional area between major
thoroughfares and commercial/residential areas. Numerous restaurants & other services nearby in "Old Town" add appeal to area. Louisville has been selected as a "best
place to live" by various publications numerous times in recent years. Pine Street serves as a major access point to Louisville off of 96th St. aka Highway 42.

Regularly used RR tracks traverse area generally north/south through this neighborhood. Future development of a FasTracks light rail station for the proposed light rail
system serving the metro areas along these rails is planned in this neighborhood, with complete redevelopment, future densities and future uses being outlined as well as
possible by municipal planners.

A joint study known as "42 Gateway Alternative Analysis Report" by CDOT, RTD and City of Louisville etc has been completed and is available for public review. The
subject is within the area of this study and this report thoroughly describes the area and its existing and potential transportation needs. This study also specifically
recommends a "Lee Street Connection" on page 34, which per the map on page 33 of the report, appears to be proposed across the subject property.
(www.louisvilleco.gov/Portals/0/Planning/Hwy%2042/gatewayplanapprovedjune2013.pdf)

Neighborhood Market Conditions

The market in this area is good with the demand in the area strong. The relative strength of the economy in Louisville and Boulder County
continues to attract people to the area. Points typically range between 0-3. No unusual market conditions were noted at the time of
inspection.

Datum herein is for all of Louisville, single family residential : 14 of 35 listings under contract; avg DOM:47; Avg list price:sale price:100%.
Increasing values: The overall average sales price on 11/24/2014 increased from $479634 to $523157 in the last 12 months. However, that

gross increase figure must be tempered somewhat due to some seasonality, interest rate trough and possibly "over-weight" pockets of data
that skew the mean. Time adjustments were not deemed warranted for sales under 12 months old.

Addendum Page 1 of 2
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ADDENDUM

Client: City of Louisville & Petra Properties LLC File No.: 14281X
Property Address: 1125 Pine St Case No.:
City: Louisville State: CO Zip: 80027-1430

Site Comments
See EXTRAORDINARY ASSUMPTIONS about Highest & Best Use as well as current zoning compliance.

Subject generally level lot with typical views of residential and light industrial properties in the immediate area.

Landscape includes native grasses, lawn area, trees, shrubs and partial fencing of mixed quality. There is access to site for storage and off street parking from the north
and 2 cars concrete parking from Pine on the south. Porch on the front of the house, a small shed of average/fair quality behind house and small patio off back of house
are existing improvements. Overall site is typical for the area.

Floodplain certification by others. According to the appraiser's sources the subject is in FEMA Flood Zone X #08013C-0582 J dated 12/18/2012. Boulder County was
impacted by significant flooding +/-9/14/13 and declared by FEMA a flood disaster area. This particular area was not as impacted by flooding and the subject appeared
undamaged.

The subject is only a short distance off of 96th St/Highway 42, close to the major intersection of 96th & Pine, and Pine serves significant traffic to downtown Louisville and
commercial properties nearby n East Louisville. This proximity results in above average traffic noise at the subject property. Any adverse influence of the traffic noise has

been reflected in the approaches to value as well as possible. Similarly, existing railroad tracks nearby to the west pose adverse noise influence and this is reflected in the
approaches to value as well as possible.

Comments on Sales Comparison

These 6 comparables are from the subject's marketing area. They attempt to stratify the subject characteristics; all are smaller, older homes nearby impacted by similar
external factors as well as possible. GLA was adjusted at $50/sf. No site size adjustment deemed warranted, as appraisal made without any consideration for
redevelopment. Location and condition adjustments made qualitatively using paired sale analysis. Comp #1 is a sale from East Louisville inferior in improvements. Comp
#2 is from south of the subject on the RR and inferior in improvements, but overall a good indication of value due to its external factors. Comp #3 is a similar property in a
superior location 1 house off of a busy road; it had a new kitchen. Comp #4 is an inferior location and larger size home, but a like Comp #2 a good indication of values with
similar influences such as location and a transitional area. Comps #5 & #6 are the 2 most similar listings available. The lowest priced home currently available is $359,000.
Should the subject be listed at the value conclusion it would be the least expensive SFR available; logical for its location and condition. Extensive consideration was given
each comparable, but the value conclusion was made toward the middle of the adjusted value range of the sold data points, with the most weight on Comp #3, coupled
with Comp #2. This conclusion is bolstered by the lack of alternative properties available and brisk market conditions at present.

Income Approach Comments

Market rent determined on the attached addendum and/or the current rental agreement. The GRM is based on market data in the appraiser's file derived from income
property sales as nearby as possible: no 2-4 unit data sales/listings available from Louisville (1 SFR scraper discovered = 341 GRM not considered valid); 3 data points in
Lafayette, 1 from Broomfield & 17 from Boulder utilized in GRM analysis.

Addendum Page 2 of 2
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SINGLE FAMILY COMPARABLE RENT SCHEDULE

This form is intended to provide the appraiser with a familiar format to estimate the market rent of the subject property.
Adjustments should be made only for items of significant difference between the comparables and the subject property.

Restricted Appraisal Report FieNo.  14281X
ITEM | SUBJECT COMPARABLE NO. 1 COMPARABLE NO. 2 COMPARABLE NO. 3
Address 1125 Pine St 917 Lafarge Ave 1687 Washington Ave 720 Owl
Louisville, CO 80027 Louisville, CO 80027 Louisville, CO 80027 Louisville, CO 80027
. . 0.26 miles NW 1.50 miles NW 1.31 miles SW
Proximity to Subject
Date Lease Begins 1 year lease 1 year lease 1 year lease 1 year lease
Date Lease Expires 1 year lease 1 year lease 1 year lease 1 year lease
Monthly Rental If Currently
Rented: $ 1,750 (3 2,000 [$ 2,395|$ 1,950
Less: Utilities $ 0|$ 0($ 0% 0
Furniture $ $ $ $
Adjusted
Monthly Rent $ 1,750 (% 2,000 [$ 2,395|$ 1,950
b Owner CraigsList CraigsList CraigsList
ata Source
Tenant County . County . County .
RENT ADJUSTMENTS DESCRIPTION DESCRIPTION ! +()$ Adjustment DESCRIPTION ! +()$ Adjustment DESCRIPTION ! +()$ Adjustment
Rent E E E
M Concessions ' | :
g LocationView A;Res:BsyRd N:Res; -200 | A;Res;BsyRd N:Res; -100
u N:Res; N:Res; i N:Res; i N:Res; i
8 Design and Appeal Ranch R.an.c h E R.an.c h E 2.St.0ry E 0
E Average S!m!lar S!m!lar S!m!lar
i Age/Condition A:84 Similar ! Similar ! Similar !
L Avera}ge ' Superior ' -50 [ Similar ' Similar '
2 Above Grade Total E Bdrms . Baths Total Bdrms B&: Total Bdrms B&: 300 Total Bdrms B&:
T Room Count 6! 3: 1.00 6 3| 2.00: -25 5 2| 1.00! 6 3| 2.10 -75
< Gross Living Area 1,253 sq.Ft. 1,200 sq.F. 0]1,050 Sq.Ft. | 011,800 Sq.Ft. | 0
e] Other (e.g., basement, | Osf 0sf ! 1050sf ! -500 | Osf !
etc.) i 2Bd1ba i -100 ;
Other: Offstreet Offstreet i 1 Car Garage i -100 | 2 Car Garage i -200
- N/A E E E
Net Adj. (total) (J+ X)- s 275 )+ (x)- s 400 ([ )+ X)- b 375
Indicated Monthly 13.8 41.8 19.2
Market Rent -138 $ 1,725 -16.7 $ 1,995 -19.2 $ 1,575

Comments on market data, including the range of rents for single family properties, an estimate of vacancy for single family rental properties, the general trend
of rents and vacancy, and support for the above adjustments. (Rent concessions should be adjusted to the market, not to the subject property.)
Market for rental properties in this area is good. Rents are stable to increasing. Vacancy rates have remained stable below 10%.

Final Reconciliation of Market Rent: It could expect to remain rented for $1750/month.

I (WE) ESTIMATE THE MONTHLY MARKET RENT OF THE SUBJECTASOF  11/24/2014 TOBES$ 1,750

RECONCILIATION

APPRAISER: SUPERVISORY APPRAISER (ONLY IF REQUIRED):

Signature { Signature
Name  Michae™. Burkhardt Name

Date Report Signed  11/24/2014 Date Report Signed

State Certification # CR1318162 State CO State Certification # State

Or State License # State Or State License # State

Date Property Inspected 11/24/2014 Date Property Inspected

CO Certified Residential Appraiser #CR01318162 exp 12/31/2014
DDid DDid Not Inspect Property

Freddie Mac Form 1000 (8/88) Produced using ACI software, 800.234.8727 www.aciweb.com Fannie Mae Form 1007 (8/88)
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MARKET RESEARCH & ANALYSIS

CONDO / CO-OP PROJECTS

APPRAISER

Restricted Appraisal Report

Market Conditions Addendum to the Appraisal Report  FieNo. 14281X

The purpose of this addendum is to provide the lender/client with a clear and accurate understanding of the market trends and conditions prevalent in the subject neighborhood. This is a required
addendum for all appraisal reports with an effective date on or after April 1, 2009.

Property Address 1125 Pine St city Louisville State CO  Zip Code 80027-1430

Borrower N/A

Instructions: The appraiser must use the information required on this form as the basis for his/her conclusions, and must provide support for those conclusions, regarding housing trends and
overall market conditions as reported in the Neighborhood section of the appraisal report form. The appraiser must fill in all the information to the extent it is available and reliable and must provide
analysis as indicated below. If any required data is unavailable or is considered unreliable, the appraiser must provide an explanation. It is recognized that not all data sources will be able to
provide data for the shaded areas below; if it is available, however, the appraiser must include the data in the analysis. If data sources provide the required information as an average instead of the
median, the appraiser should report the available figure and identify it as an average. Sales and listings must be properties that compete with the subject property, determined by applying the criteria

that would be used by a prospective buyer of the subject property. The appraiser must explain any anomalies in the data, such as seasonal markets, new construction, foreclosures, etc.
Inventory Analysis Prior 7-12 Months | Prior 4-6 Months | Current - 3 Months Overall Trend

Total # of Comparable Sales (Settled) 84 86 47 Increasing X/ Stable Declining
Absorption Rate (Total Sales/Months) 14.00 28.67 15.67 L Increasing (XJ Stable | Declining
Total # of Comparable Active Listings 47 25 28 Declining X| Stable Increasing
Months of Housing Supply (Total Listings/Ab.Rate) 3.36 0.87 1.79 Declining X Stable Increasing
Median Sale & List Price, DOM, Sale/List % Prior 7-12 Months | Prior 4-6 Months | Current - 3 Months Overall Trend

Median Comparable Sale Price 483,500 490,000 513,250 X/ Increasing Stable Declining
Median Comparable Sales Days on Market 36 37 42 Declining Stable X/ Increasing
Median Comparable List Price 525,000 497,700 618,000 |_J Increasing X Stable |_J Declining
Median Comparable Listings Days on Market N/A N/A 58 Declining X/ Stable Increasing
Median Sale Price as % of List Price 100.00% 100.00% 99.00% Increasing Stable X Declining
Seller-(developer, builder, etc.)paid financial assistance prevalent? D Yes | XJNo Declining X/ Stable Increasing

Explain in detail the seller concessions trends for the past 12 months (e.g., seller contributions increased from 3% to 5%, increasing use of buydowns, closing costs, condo fees, options, etc.).
Generally seller concessions are nominal in this market at this time, with points and/or closing costs typically 0-3%.

Are foreclosure sales (REO sales) a factor in the market? D Yes No  Ifyes, explain (including the trends in listings and sales of foreclosed properties).
Foreclosures do NOT appear to be a significant influence on prices in this market at this time. Statistics for closed sales, as well as currently

available listings from within the subject's market area are provided above. Of these, 1 found to be REO/foreclosure sales which equates to 0.3% of

all sales. Of the listings 0 found to be REO/foreclosure listings or 0% of all listings. This indicates REO/foreclosure activity is NOT considered

prevalent at this time.

Cite data sources for above information. IRES multiple listing services serving the Boulder Area Board of Realtors; Realist county records database; Metrolist
multiple listing services serving the Denver Board of Realtors, covering the northern Colorado front range.

Summarize the above information as support for your conclusions in the Neighborhood section of the appraisal report form. If you used any additional information, such as an analysis of
pending sales and/or expired and withdrawn listings, to formulate your conclusions, provide both an explanation and support for your conclusions.
Overall the market in this area is fairly stable, with properly priced properties selling within a reasonable time period and inventories balancing out

after a period of short supply. The trend in market data tabled above indicates generally stable marketing time and balance in supply & demand. A

decline in some statistics due to seasonality is expected. Average Comparable Listings Days on Market utilized above. Average Sale Price to List

Price ratio utilized above.

If the subject is a unitin a condominium or cooperative project, complete the following: Project Name:

Subject Project Data Prior 7-12 Months | Prior 4-6 Months | Current - 3 Months Overall Trend

Total # of Comparable Sales (Settled) Increasing Stable Declining
Absorption Rate (Total Sales/Months) Increasing Stable Declining
Total # of Active Comparable Listings Declining Stable Increasing
Months of Unit Supply (Total Listings/Ab. Rate) Declining Stable Increasing

Are foreclosure sales (REO sales) a factor in the project? D Yes D No Ifyes, indicate the number of REO listings and explain the trends in listings and sales of foreclosed properties.

Summarize the above trends and address the impact on the subject unit and project.

APPRAISER SUPERVISORY APPRAISER (ONLY IF REQUIRED)
Signature { Signature

Name Michael J. ®urkhardt Name

Company Name Harbinger Appraisal Company Name

Company Address P.O. Box 545, Boulder, CO 80306 Company Address

Boulder, CO 80306

State License/Certification # CR1318162 State CO State License/Certification # State
Email Address mike@harbingerappraisal.com Email Address

Freddie Mac Form 71 March 2009 Produced using ACI soﬂware§%727 www.aciweb.com Fannie Mae Form 1004MC March 2009
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Restricted Appraisal Report

USPAP ADDENDUM File No. 14281X

Borrower: N/A

Property Address: 1125 Pine St

City: Louisville County: Boulder State: CO Zip Code: 80027-1430
Lender:  City of Louisville & Petra Properties LLC

APPRAISAL AND REPORT IDENTIFICATION
This report was prepared under the following USPAP reporting option:

U Appraisal Report A written report prepared under Standards Rule 2-2(a).
Restricted Appraisal Report A written report prepared under Standards Rule 2-2(b).
See below and EXTRAORDINARY ASSUMPTIONS addendum

Reasonable Exposure Time
My opinion of a reasonable exposure time for the subject property at the market value stated in this report is; 120

Additional Certifications

I have performed NO services, as an appraiser or in any other capacity, regarding the property that is the subject of this report within the three-year
period immediately preceding acceptance of this assignment.

(]I HAVE performed services, as an appraiser or in another capacity, regarding the property that is the subject of this report within the three-year
period immediately preceding acceptance of this assignment. Those services are described in the comments below.

The appraiser has no present or prior ownership interest in the subject property.
The appraiser has not paid any fee or commission for this assignment.
The appraiser has appraised the subject property without bias with regards to the subject property or the parties involved in the transaction.

Additional Comments

RESTRICTED REPORT: DUE TO THE LIMITED SCOPE OF WORK AND THE LIMITED NATURE OF REPORTING THE CLIENT IS HEREBY
NOTIFIED THAT UTILIZING THIS FORMAT RESULTS IN A RESTRICTED APPRAISAL REPORT FOR THE CLIENT(S)' TRANSFER
CONSIDERATION, LIMITS USE OF THE REPORT TO THE CLIENT, AND WARNS THAT RATIONALE FOR HOW THE APPRAISER ARRIVED AT
THE OPINIONS AND CONCLUSIONS SET FORTH IN THIS REPORT MAY NOT BE UNDERSTOOD PROPERLY WITHOUT ADDITIONAL
INFORMATION IN THE APPRAISER'S WORKFILE.

INTENDED USE:

The Intended User of this appraisal report is the Client. The Intended Use is to evaluate the property for potential transfer of the property between the
clients. Subject to the stated Scope of Work, purpose of the appraisal, extraordinary assumptions, reporting requirements of this appraisal report form,
and Definition of Market Value. No additional Intended Users are identified by the appraiser.

APPRAISER: SUPERVISORY APPRAISER (only if required):

Signature: { Signature:

Name: Michael J.®urkhardt Name:

Date Signed: 11/24/2014 Date Signed:

State Certification # CR1318162 State Certification #:

or State License #: or State License #:

or Other (describe): State #: State:

State: CO Expiration Date of Certification or License:

Expiration Date of Certification or License: 12/31/2014 Supervisory Appraiser inspection of Subject Property:

Effective Date of Appraisal; 11/24/2014 (J pidNot () Exterior-only from street (] Interior and Exterior

Produced using ACI software, 800.234.8727 www.aciweb.com USPAP_14 01072014
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FLOORPLAN SKETCH

Client: City of Louisville & Petra Properties LLC

File No.: 14281X

Property Address: 1125 Pine St

Case No.:

City: Louisville

State: CO

Zip: 80027-1430

First Floor Area

Sketch by Apex IV™

Shed

Bedroom

3/4 Bath

Kitchen

Bedroom

Eating area
Dining area
22.8'

Den

Living Room

Entrf™\

Bedroom

Porch

Offstreet parking

Comments:
AREA CALCULATIONS SUMMARY LIVING AREA BREAKDOWN
Code Description Net Size Net Totals Breakdown Subtotals
GAL First Floor 1253.1 1253.1 First Floor
27.8 X 36.3 1009. 1
10.7 X 22.8 244.0
Net LIVABLE Area (Rounded) 1253 2 Items (Rounded) 1253
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SUBJECT PROPERTY PHOTO ADDENDUM

Client: City of Louisville & Petra Properties LLC File No.: 14281X
Property Address: 1125 Pine St Case No.:
City: Louisville State: CO Zip: 80027-1430

FRONT VIEW OF
SUBJECT PROPERTY

Appraised Date: November 24, 2014
Appraised Value: $ 270,000

REAR VIEW OF
SUBJECT PROPERTY

STREET SCENE
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Subject photos 10/6/2014

Client: City of Louisville & Petra Properties LLC

File No.:

14281X

Property Address: 1125 Pine St

Case No.:

City: Louisville State: CO Zip: 80027-1430
another street view another frront view back yard looking north
back view another back view from Spruce Street
Spruce strret looking east Spruce street looking west and parcel excluded  side view of subject
as well as RR behind
laundry utility room Living room
Dining area Bedroom Den

Produced using ACI software, 800.234.8727 www.aciweb.com
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additional photos 10/6/2014

Client: City of Louisville & Petra Properties LLC

File No.: 14281X

Property Address: 1125 Pine St Case No.:

City: Louisville State: CO Zip: 80027-1430
Bedroom another kitchen view Kitchen

another front view 3/4 bath Bedroom

another back view at patio storage shed another street view

excluded parcel excluded parcel excluded parcel

culvert at north end at street damaged culvert at north end at street

Produced using ACI software, 800.234@727 www.aciweb.com
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COMPARABLE PROPERTY PHOTO ADDENDUM

Client: City of Louisville & Petra Properties LLC File No.: 14281X

Property Address: 1125 Pine St Case No.:

City: Louisville State: CO Zip: 80027-1430
COMPARABLE SALE #1
1428 Cannon St

Louisville, CO 80027
Sale Date: s06/14;c06/14
Sale Price: $ 232,000

COMPARABLE SALE #2

360 County Rd

Louisville, CO 80027
Sale Date: s08/14;c07/14
Sale Price: $ 232,500

COMPARABLE SALE #3

1611 Sunset Dr
Louisville, CO 80027
Sale Date: s06/14;c05/14
Sale Price: $ 295,000
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COMPARABLE PROPERTY PHOTO ADDENDUM

Client: City of Louisville & Petra Properties LLC File No.: 14281X

Property Address: 1125 Pine St Case No.:

City: Louisville State: CO Zip: 80027-1430
COMPARABLE SALE #4
1435 Front St

Louisville, CO 80027
Sale Date: s07/14;c06/14
Sale Price: $ 383,000

COMPARABLE SALE #5

556 Lincoln Ave
Louisville, CO 80027
Sale Date: ¢10/14
Sale Price: $ 399,900

COMPARABLE SALE #6

1009 Harper St
Louisville, CO 80027
Sale Date: c11/14
Sale Price: $ 400,000
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LOCATION MAP

Client: City of Louisville & Petra Properties LLC

File No.:

14281X

Property Address: 1125 Pine St

Case No.:

City: Louisville

State: CO

Zip: 80027-1430
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AERIAL MAP

Client: City of Louisville & Petra Properties LLC

File No.:

14281X

Property Address: 1125 Pine St

Case No.:

City: Louisville

State: CO

Zip: 80027-1430

229




PLAT MAP

Client: City of Louisville & Petra Properties LLC

File No.:

14281X

Property Address: 1125 Pine St

Case No.:

City: Louisville

State: CO

Zip: 80027-1430
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Zoning Map

Client: City of Louisville & Petra Properties LLC

File No.:

14281X

Property Address: 1125 Pine St

Case No.:

City: Louisville

State: CO

Zip: 80027-1430
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Client: City of Louisville & Petra Properties LLC

File No.:

14281X

Property Address: 1125 Pine St

Case No.:

City: Louisville

State: CO

Zip: 80027-1430
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Public Notice

Pursuant to Section 2.92.010 of the Louisville Municipal Code, notice is hereby given that at its
June 2, 2015 regular meeting, the Louisville City Council will make a final determination as to the
purchase of fee title to a parcel of land totaling .39 acres, more or less, commonly referred to as
1125 Pine Street, which property is identified as Boulder County Assessor’s Parcel Nos.
157508400009 and 157508400005 and further described as Tract 699-A & Tract 2578 A, Section
8, Township 1 South, Range 69 West of the 6th P.M. and Tract 2578 Less A & B, Section 8,
Township 1 South, Range 69 West of the 6th P.M., City of Louisville, Boulder County, Colorado
(the “Property”). The Property is being acquired as a general asset of the City and for a future road
connection on the Property, and all or portions of the Property may subsequently be sold without
necessity of election as such Property is not being acquired for any park, open space or
governmental purposes. The April 21, 2015 regular meeting will begin at 7:00 p.m. in Council
Chambers, Louisville City Hall, 749 Main Street, Louisville, CO, 80027. Any questions regarding
the foregoing matter may be directed to the Office of the City Manager, (303) 335-4533.

Published in the Daily Camera: May 22, 2015.
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CITY COUNCIL COMMUNICATION
AGENDA ITEM 8E

SUBJECT: GRAIN ELEVATOR

1. RESOLUTION NO. 29, SERIES 2015 - A RESOLUTION
APPROVING A FINAL PLAT, FINAL PLANNED UNIT
DEVELOPMENT (PUD) PLAN, AND SPECIAL REVIEW USE
(SRU) TO ALLOW FOR THE CONSTRUCTION OF A NEW
BUILDING AND ADDITIONS TO TWO EXISTING BUILDINGS
TOTALING 27,000 SQUARE FEET AND ALLOW OUTDOOR
SALES AND ACTIVITIES AT THE GRAIN ELEVATOR SITE,
500-544 COUNTY ROAD

2. RESOLUTION NO. 30, SERIES 2015 - A RESOLUTION
DESIGNATING THE LOUISVILLE GRAIN ELEVATOR AT
540 COUNTY ROAD A HISTORIC LANDMARK

DATE: MAY 19, 2015

PRESENTED BY: SCOTT ROBINSON, AICP, PLANNING AND BUILDING SAFETY

SUMMARY:

The applicant, Louisville Mill Site LLC, is requesting approval of a final plat, planned unit
development (PUD), special review use (SRU), and landmark for the Grain Elevator site
at 500-544 County Road. The proposed plat and PUD would allow the construction of
additions to the Grain Elevator building and the warehouse building to the south of the
Grain Elevator, and the construction of a new building to the north of the Grain Elevator.
The SRU would allow outdoor sales and seating for restaurants or other potential
businesses. The landmark designation would allow the City to preserve the Grain
Elevator structure and transfer the property to Louisville Mill Site LLC in accordance
with the City’s purchase and sale agreement.

REQUEST:

The applicant, Louisville Mill Site, has submitted a plan to redevelop the Grain Elevator
site at 500-544 County Road. The site consists of two tracts which have never been
platted in the City. The property to the south is 0.4 acres and is owned by RCC LTD. It
has a 10,000 square foot warehouse building that currently hosts Jump’n’Rope. The
property to the north is 1.2 acres and is owned by the City. There are three buildings on
the property: the 4,000 square foot historic Grain Elevator, a 3,400 square foot retail
building, which currently hosts the Tilt Arcade, and a small metal storage shed. The
City has an agreement to sell the north property to Louisville Mill Site after a
development plan has been approved and the Grain Elevator has been landmarked.

The proposal includes a 6,500 square foot addition to the south warehouse building, a
1,500 square foot addition to the Grain Elevator, and the demolition of the north retail
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SUBJECT: RESOLUTION NO. 29, SERIES 2015; RESOLUTION NO. 30, SERIES 2015

DATE: MAY 19, 2015 PAGE 2 OF 19

building and the shed and the construction of a new 19,000 square foot
commercial/office building. The two properties, if the plan is approved, would also be
re-subdivided into three new lots and an outlot.

The property is located in the Commercial Business (CB) zone district and within the
area of town formally referred to as Downtown Louisville. All development in the CB
zone district requires the establishment of a Planned Unit Development (PUD), and all
PUD’s in Downtown Louisville must comply with the development regulations
established in the Louisville Municipal Code (LMC) and the design standards outlined in
the Downtown Design Handbook. The floor area and height of structures in Downtown
are further regulated by the Downtown Framework Plan. Signage is regulated by the
Downtown Sign Manual. A preliminary plat and preliminary PUD were approved by
Planning Commission and City Council in 2014.

The property to the north is zoned Commercial Community (CC) and contains a single-
family residence. Immediately to the east is the BNSF railroad. Further east, as well as
to the south and west, is zoned Residential Medium-density (RM).
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Final Plat

The proposed final plat would divide the properties into three lots and one outlot, which
matches the approved preliminary plat. Each of the three buildings would sit on its own
lot, and the outlot to the west of the Grain Elevator would be reserved as a no-build area
to protect the view to the structure. The three lots would all exceed the minimum lot
size in the CB zone district of 7,000 square feet and the minimum lot width of 50 feet.
There is no maximum lot size requirement.

The site has access from County Road, so no new streets are proposed. Access
easements would be provided on lots 1 and 3 to allow for shared circulation within the
site and access to Lot 2. RCC LTD currently leases land from the BNSF railroad that is
proposed for parking and access as part of the development. The applicant has
provided proof of the long-term lease and staff recommends including the land in the
development proposal. The applicant is also pursuing a lease of additional land from
BNSF, but because the lease has not been acquired yet, the proposal must function
adequately without it.

Section 16.16.060 of the Louisville Municipal Code (LMC) requires a dedication of 12
percent of the land area for public use during the subdivision process. Under the City’'s
purchase agreement with Louisville Mill Site, City Council has agreed to waive the
public land dedication requirement (Resolution 44, Series 2013). Therefore, no public
land dedication is proposed as part of the plat. Otherwise, the proposed plat complies
with the requirements of Chapter 16 of the LMC.
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SUBJECT: RESOLUTION NO. 29, SERIES 2015;

RESOLUTION NO. 30, SERIES 2015
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Final PUD

As mentioned above, the proposed development must comply with the regulations

established in the LMC, the Downtown Design Handbook, the Downtown Framework
Plan, and the Downtown Sign Manual, as well as the approved preliminary PUD. Under
the Downtown Framework and Design Handbook, the project is in the “Transition Area”
of Downtown. The Transition Area of the Downtown Framework Plan is designed to
provide a transitional buffer between the core commercial development of Downtown

Louisville and the existing residential area in the adjacent Old Town Neighborhood. The
buffer zone requires a lower building height (35 maximum in the Transition Area as
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opposed to 45’ in the core area) and floor area (1.3 floor area ratio permitted in the
Transition Area as opposed to 2.0 in the core area).

Site Plan

The applicant proposes keeping two of the three existing buildings on the site and
replacing the third with a new building in approximately the same location. The site
would maintain its current three access drives off of County Road, with circulation being
provided by drive isles looping around the east sides of the Grain Elevator and the new
building. The sidewalk along County Road would be extended the length of the site,
and pedestrian access to the buildings would be provided by plazas and walkways. The
parking area on the north side of the project would be screened from the adjacent
residential property by a fence. The applicant also proposes to add a small shed, no
larger than 120 square feet, to Outlot A. The Louisville Fire Protection District has
reviewed the site and access plans and found no issues.
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Bulk and Dimension Standards

Lot 3 New Building:
19,000 SF proposed

Lot 2 Grain Elevator:
4,000 SF existing +
1,500 SF proposed

Lot 1 Warehouse Building:
10,000 SF existing +
6,500 SF proposed

The yard and bulk requirements are given by the LMC, the Downtown Framework, and
the Design Handbook. Section 17.28.110 of the LMC allows for waivers from the
standards if additional public benefit is provided or the waivers are warranted by the
design and adequate public space is provided.

Requirement | Lot 1 Lot 2 Lot 3 Combined
Floor Area Ratio | 1.3 0.66 0.61 0.73 0.69
Lot Coverage 40% 52% 43% 33% 38%
Front Setback 5 14’ 13’ 5 n/a

CITY COUNCIL COMMUNICATION
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Rear Setback 20° 0’ (existing) | 1.33 20’ n/a
Side Setbacks 0’, except 10° 10° 30’ n/a

along south

of lot 1: 5
Height 35’ 38’ 50’ 41.5 n/a

(existing)

Floors 2 3 3 3 n/a

The applicant is requesting a waiver from the rear yard setback for Lots 1 and 2:

1. On Lot 1, the existing building is built to the rear lot line, and no part of the
addition would be within the rear setback.

2. On Lot 2, the existing structure currently sits approximately eight feet from the
rear lot line. The proposed addition would go to within 1°4” of the lot line. The
applicant is requesting this to allow a connection between the two most useable
portions of the structure without obscuring the front of the historic structure.
There is no interior connection between the southern and northern ends of the
Grain Elevator structure, and no way to construct one internally without
compromising the historic value of the structure. The rear addition would
connect the two ends, allowing a single tenant to occupy both. Because of the
lease from BNSF, the addition would still be approximately 30 feet from the edge
of the leased property, on the west side of the railroad.

The proposal complies with the floor area ratio limits set by the Downtown Framework,
but Lots 1 and 2 would exceed the maximum lot coverage allowed under the LMC.
However, when the PUD is taken as a whole, including Outlot A, the overall lot
coverage is 38 percent. The maximum allowed lot coverage is 40 percent. These two
Commercial Business (CB) Zone District properties are the only two in Downtown
Louisville that have a maximum allowed lot coverage. The rest of Downtown is zoned
Commercial Community (CC) and has no maximum allowed lot coverage.

Building Height

The LMC allows a maximum building height in the Transition Area of 35 feet, including
rooftop screening and mechanical equipment. The code also limits buildings to a
maximum of two stories. The Grain Elevator is approximately 50 feet tall and more than
two stories; however, the proposed addition to that structure would be one story and
approximately 15 feet tall, complying with the code.

The addition on Lot 1 and the new building on Lot 3 are both requested to be 36.5 feet
tall with an allowance for rooftop screening and architectural projections to extend to 38
feet on Lot 1 and 41.5 feet on Lot 3. The applicant is also requesting three stories
instead of two. Three story buildings would allow the applicant to construct the same
amount of floor space with smaller building footprints and a less bulky appearance. The
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preliminary PUD was approved with a 35 foot maximum height, but the subsequent
floodplain development permit required the first floor to be raised 1.5 feet, resulting in
the current request for 36.5 feet.

For the proposed structure on Lot 3, the property to the north could redevelop to 35 feet
in height, and the structures across County Road to the west are 30 feet tall. For the
proposed addition on Lot 1, the properties to the south and across County Road to the
west have a 27 foot maximum height.

45 Feet

35 Feet
30 Feet -
Project area

27 Feet

The applicant is also providing a public access easement over the green space on
Outlot A, to create a public gathering space on the south end of Downtown. The
preliminary PUD approval for the height waiver was conditional on the design of Outlot
A and design improvement to the building on Lot 1. Staff believes these conditions can
be met with further conditions described below and therefore recommends approval of
the waivers with conditions.
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20 spaces
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9 potential
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9 spaces

22 spaces =
(5 small car)

Parking
Section 17.20 of the LMC requires one parking space for every 500 square feet of

leasable area in the Downtown area, regardless of use. The proposal includes 32,454
square feet of leasable area, the first 999 square feet of which do not require parking.
The code therefore requires 63 spaces. The applicant is proposing 64 spaces,
including nine on the leased BNSF area.

Eighteen of the spaces would be “small car’ spaces, measuring 8 by 15’ instead of the
City standard of 9’ by 19’. Although the “small car” spaces and the drive aisle proposed
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by the applicant are smaller than what the City requires, they do meet the minimum
standards of the Institute of Transportation Engineers. Further justification suggested
by the applicant is that twenty-eight percent of the proposed spaces would be
designated “small car”, while currently approximately 40 percent of US vehicles are
small cars, according to a recent Wall Street Journal article.

Agreements and easements would be in place to ensure the parking would be shared
between the users. The applicant has included an option for up to five spaces to be
added as tuck-under parking at the rear of the new building. If the applicant is able to
lease additional land from BNSF, the applicant would also add an additional 12 spaces.

The applicant has also included an alternative proposal with more parking on Outlot A,
which would yield an additional nine spaces. The resolution approving the preliminary
plat and PUD included a condition stating “the easement and design of Outlot A as a
green space/plaza with surface parking to be added only at the City’s request if
evidence demonstrates a need for such.” At this time, staff believes the additional
parking is not needed, but it is included in the PUD so if future uses of the site require
the additional parking it can be added at the City’s direction. If all additional parking is
provided, the total would be 81 spaces.

Architecture

Architecture is governed by the Design Handbook for Downtown Louisville, which calls
for new building and additions that are compatible with the historic structures of
Downtown, but are clearly of their own time. The applicant is proposing an architectural
style that echoes the historic agricultural and mining structures of Louisville. The
Historic Preservation Commission (HPC) and staff have some concerns that the new
buildings may mimic the historic style too closely, creating confusion about the age of
the structures. However, staff believes the mix of materials and amount of glazing
should provide adequate differentiation for the new structures.
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The addition on Lot 1 would include corten or weathering steel siding and roofing, open
wood slat siding, and elements of the existing fagade including concrete and painted
corrugated metal siding. The roof would have a gable form with shed dormers. The
remainder of the existing building would keep its existing materials but would be painted
to match the new portion. As part of the preliminary PUD approval, the yard and bulk
waivers were approved based in part on the following condition:

1. Building architecture on Lot 1, and the extent to which the pedestrian scale and
architecture of the existing building is improved to make those portions of the
building visible from Front Street more consistent with the design standards and
guidelines in the Design Handbook for Downtown Louisville

As the result of a condition placed on Planning Commission’s recommendation of
approval, the applicant has redesigned the southwest fagcade of the building, and staff
now believes the condition has been met.

The additions on Lot 2 are proposed in the front and rear of the Grain Elevator. The
front addition would recreate the original porte-cochere on the grain elevator with
additional floor area provided by a glass enclosure. The rear addition would look like a
rail car, in reference to the rail spur which originally ran behind the Grain Elevator. The
proposed additions have been reviewed and approved by the Historic Preservation
Commission.
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The Lot 3 building would have corten roofing and siding and open wood slats on the
south and west elevations, while the north and east elevations would have more
concrete siding with wood and corten accents. The roof would incorporate gable and
shed elements and the south elevation would feature a tower element housing the
stairwell. The west and south elevations would also feature significant glazing,
particularly on the first floor. Staff believes the design of the Lot 3 building complies
with the Design Handbook for Downtown Louisville.
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The proposed small shed on Outlot A would be an existing shed moved from a nearby
farm. Its appearance would be compatible with the other proposed buildings on the site.

Signage

The proposed building mounted signs would comply with the Downtown Sign Manual
and potentially include wall signs, awning signs, and projecting signs. The applicant is
also requesting freestanding signs to identify the project at the two main drive aisles,
which would also comply with the Downtown Sign Manual.

Landscaping
The proposed landscape plan includes trees along County Road, as well as elsewhere

in the site. The area in front of the Lot 1 building and Outlot A would include grass,
planting beds, and hardscape areas. The area in front of the Lot 3 building would be
mostly hardscape, with tree grates and small planting areas. The Design Handbook for
Downtown Louisville does not include detailed landscaping requirements, but does
recommend using landscaping to screen parking and buildings, which the proposed
landscape plan does.

Lighting and Ultilities

The proposed lighting plan would provide adequate illumination for the site using
fixtures that are appropriate for Downtown Louisville and architecturally compatible with
the proposed buildings.

Under section 16.20.040 of the LMC, during a subdivision process, the subdivider is
required to place existing utility lines underground and make other improvements found
necessary by the Public Works department. Public Works has asked the applicant to
replace the existing street lights along with undergrounding the utilities. This would
require the applicant to move the lines that currently run across County Road under the
street. The applicant has requested this requirement be waived. These requirements
are standard for development in the City of Louisville, and required by the LMC, so staff
does not believe a waiver is justified.

Site Drainage and Floodplain

The property is not required by the Louisville Municipal Code (LMC) to provide full storm
water detention. The amount of imperious surface proposed is not increasing over what
is currently occurring on the site and therefore is not required additional storm water
detention. The site will provide water quality detention to meet City requirements. The
drainage and utility plan has been reviewed by the Public Works Department, which
found no issues. The property is also in the 100 year flood zone, and has received a
Floodplain Development Permit from the Board of Adjustment.

Special Review Use
The applicant is requesting a special review use to allow outdoor gathering, outdoor
sales of food and beverages, and municipal uses including interpretive historic sites on
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the property. Louisville Municipal Code § 17.40.100.A lists five criteria to be considered
by City Council in reviewing a Special Review Use application, which follow. City
Council is authorized to place conditions on their recommendation of approval, if they
believe those are necessary to comply with all of the criteria.

1. That the proposed use/development is consistent in all respects with the spirit
and intent of the comprehensive plan and of this chapter, and that it would not be
contrary to the general welfare and economic prosperity of the city or the
immediate neighborhood;

Many other businesses in Downtown Louisville have outdoor dining and activities. The
outdoor dining would make restaurant uses more viable at the site, benefiting the
economic prosperity of the City and neighborhood. The 2013 Comprehensive Plan
update calls for improving the health of Downtown by encouraging new businesses.
The proposed municipal historic uses are consistent with the Comprehensive Plan’s
recommendation to recognize historic buildings’ importance and would draw additional
visitors to the site. Staff finds this criterion has been met.

2. That such use/development will lend economic stability, compatible with the
character of any surrounding established areas;

The outdoor dining and activities would make the site more attractive to potential
businesses, lending economic stability. However, the site is adjacent to residential
uses, so staff recommends a condition limiting outdoor uses to between 8 am and
midnight. The proposed historic uses would draw additional visitors to the site. Staff
finds this criterion has been met.

3. That the use/development is adequate for the internal efficiency of the proposal,
considering the functions of residents, recreation, public access, safety and such
factors including storm drainage facilities, sewage and water facilities, grades,
dust control and such other factors directly related to public health and
convenience;

The proposal complies with the City’s standards for development, as described in the
PUD evaluation above. The site will have adequate public access and utilities. Staff
finds this criterion has been met.

4. That external effects of the proposal are controlled, considering compatibility of
land use; movement or congestion of traffic, services, including arrangement of
signs and lighting devices as to prevent the occurrence of nuisances;
landscaping and other similar features to prevent the littering or accumulation of
trash, together with other factors deemed to affect public health, welfare, safety
and convenience;
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The proposal complies with the City’s standards for development, as described in the
PUD evaluation above. The anticipated traffic from the requested special review uses
will be no worse than that expected from uses allowed by right. Staff finds this criterion
has been met.

5. That an adequate amount and proper location of pedestrian walks, malls and
landscaped spaces to prevent pedestrian use of vehicular ways and parking
spaces and to separate pedestrian walks, malls and public transportation loading
places from general vehicular circulation facilities.

Walks are provided from County Road to the uses, and adequate landscape and
hardscape areas are provided. Staff finds this criterion has been met.

Staff has found all five criteria have been met with one condition, limiting the hours of
outdoor use, and recommends approval of the SRU.

Landmark
The applicant is requesting to landmark the Grain Elevator located on “Lot 2” of the
proposed subdivision plat.

Historical Background

Information from Historian Bridget Bacon

The Louisville Grain Elevator was constructed between 1904 and 1906. This building is
one of the Front Range area’s last remaining wooden grain elevators. It was placed on
the National Register of Historic Places in 1986 and is also listed on the Colorado
Register of Historic Places. Its stacked plank construction style is rare.

This building was constructed by John K. Mullen, an Irish immigrant who built and
operated a number of grain elevators in Colorado in his capacity as President of the
Colorado Milling & Elevator Co. Besides being associated with John K. Mullen, the
building was also associated with the Moore and Thomas families. The elevator was
managed for about 35 years by Louisville resident Howard A. Moore and then his son,
Donald Moore. In 1957, it was purchased by Louisville residents Charles Thomas and
Quentin Thomas. Charles Thomas was the brother-in-law of Donald Moore.

This building is connected with not only Boulder County’s agricultural heritage, but is
also connected with the area’s railroad history, mining history, and the history of the
Irish in Colorado. It was owned by an outsider before it became a locally owned
Louisville business several decades later. It is located in Louisville’s historic downtown
area.

Architectural Integrity
The Grain Elevator, constructed in 1904-06 is one of the State’s last remaining wooden
grain elevators. Placed on the National Register of Historic Places in 1986 as a part of
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the Louisville Multiple Resource Nomination, the elevator is “historically and visually the
most significant structure associated with the agricultural history of the community.” The
Grain Elevator’s character defining feature is cribbed, or stacked plank, construction of
the six bins.

The building has been vacant since the Grain Elevator closed in the late 1960s. The
City, in partnership with the Louisville Mill Site, LLC, is stabilizing the building and plans
to rehabilitate the structure for a commercial use. The proposed work on the building
will restore its architectural integrity and ensure its status as a significant structure both
locally and nationally.

Historical Significance and Criteria For Listing as Local Landmark:

Landmarks must be at least 50 years old and meet one or more of the criteria for
architectural, social or geographic/environmental significance as described in Louisville
Municipal Code (LMC) Section 15.36.050(A). The City Council may exempt a landmark
from the age standard if it is found to be exceptionally important in other significance
criteria:

1. Historic landmarks shall meet one or more of the following criteria:
a. Architectural.
(1) Exempilifies specific elements of an architectural style or period.
(2) Example of the work of an architect or builder who is recognized for
expertise nationally, statewide, regionally, or locally.
(3) Demonstrates superior craftsmanship or high artistic value.
(4) Represents an innovation in construction, materials or design.
(5) Style particularly associated with the Louisville area.
(6) Represents a built environment of a group of people in an era of
history that is culturally significant to Louisville.
(7) Pattern or grouping of elements representing at least one of the
above criteria.
(8) Significant historic remodel.
b. Social.
(1) Site of historic event that had an effect upon society.
(2) Exempilifies cultural, political, economic or social heritage of the
community.
(3) Association with a notable person or the work of a notable person.
c. Geographic/environmental.
(1) Enhances sense of identity of the community.
(2) An established and familiar natural setting or visual feature that is
culturally significant to the history of Louisville.

2. Prehistoric and historic archaeological sites shall meet one or more of the following:
a. Architectural.
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(1) Exhibits distinctive characteristics of a type, period or manner of
construction.
(2) A unique example of structure.
b. Social.
(1) Potential to make an important contribution to the knowledge of the
area's history or prehistory.
(2) Association with an important event in the area's history.
(3) Association with a notable person(s) or the work of a notable
person(s).
(4) A typical example/association with a particular ethnic group.
(5) A unique example of an event in Louisville's history.
c. Geographic/environmental.
(1) Geographically or regionally important.

3. All properties will be evaluated for physical integrity and shall meet one or more of
the following criteria:
a. Shows character, interest or value as part of the development, heritage or
cultural characteristics of the community, region, state, or nation.
b. Retains original design features, materials and/or character.
¢. Remains in its original location, has the same historic context after having
been moved, or was moved more than 50 years ago.
d. Has been accurately reconstructed or restored based on historic
documentation.

Staff believes this application complies with the above criterion by the following:

Architectural Significance — Exempilifies specific elements of an
architectural style or period.

The Grain Elevator features cribbed, or stacked plank, construction. The
structure is an example early 20" century vernacular industrial
architecture.

Architectural Significance — Example of the work of an architect or builder
who is recognized for expertise nationally, statewide, regionally, or locally.
The Grain Elevator was constructed by John K. Mullen, an Irish immigrant
who built a number of grain elevators in Colorado.

Social Significance - Exemplifies cultural, political, economic or social
heritage of the community.
The Grain Elevator is a reminder of the agricultural heritage of Louisville.

Geographical - Enhances sense of identity of the community.
The Grain Elevator is in a prominent location in the southeast corner of
downtown Louisville and it has become an icon of Louisville’s history.
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The property was put on the National Register of Historic Places in 1986 as a
part of the Louisville Multiple Resource Nomination. According to the Louisville
Municipal Code, any property on the National Register is eligible to be a local
landmark.

Staff recommends that the structure be landmarked and named the Louisville Grain
Elevator.

FISCAL IMPACT:

Under Resolution No. 44, Series 2013, the City entered an agreement with Louisville
Mill Site LLC providing for the sale of the property and grants for the rehabilitation of the
Grain Elevator structure. The construction of 27,000 square feet of retail and office
space should generate additional property tax and additional sales and use tax, and
therefore would have a positive fiscal impact on the City.

HISTORIC PRESERVATION COMMISSION ACTION:

The Historic Preservation Commission reviewed the application at its March 16, 2015
meeting. The HPC unanimously approved the demolition of the existing metal shed
located on the proposed “Outlot A”.

The HPC was generally in favor of the project, and provided comments attached below.
The Commissioners were in favor of the site layout, which would provide unobstructed
views of the Grain Elevator, and the inclusion of the small shed building. The
Commission expressed some concern that the materials of the new buildings could
make them look too similar to the Grain Elevator, causing confusion about the ages of
the various buildings. The Commission was strongly in favor of landmarking the Grain
Elevator, and unanimously recommended approval of the landmark request.

PLANNING COMMISSION ACTION:

Planning Commission reviewed the application at its April 9, 2015 meeting, and
unanimously recommended approval. The Commission had questions about what
drove the increase in the height request and about what exactly was included in the
outdoor sales and activities. Several members of the public spoke, and were generally
in favor of the plan. There was also discussion of the applicant’s request to waive the
requirements for undergrounding utilities and replacing streetlights. The Commission
placed conditions requiring the applicant and staff to clarify and address those
requirements. Overall, Planning Commission expressed strong support for the project.

RECOMMENDATION:

The applicant is requesting the following waivers from the standards of the LMC, the
Downtown Framework Plan, the Downtown Design Handbook, and the Downtown Sign
Manual:

CITY COUNCIL 535(1)MMUNICATION




SUBJECT: RESOLUTION NO. 29, SERIES 2015; RESOLUTION NO. 30, SERIES 2015

DATE: MAY 19, 2015 PAGE 19 OF 19
e Rear setback of zero feet for the existing building on Lot 1 instead of 20 feet.
e Rear setback of 1’4” for the addition on Lot 2 instead of 20 feet.
e Lot coverage of 52% on Lot 1 instead of 40%.
e Lot coverage of 43% on Lot 2 instead of 40%
e Allowance for three stories and allowance for screening to go up to 38 feet on Lot

1.

Maximum height of 50 feet for the existing structure on Lot 2.

e Allowance for three stories and building height of 36.5 feet and screening height
of up to 41.5 feet on Lot 3.

e Allowance of 18 small car spaces.

e No undergrounding of utilities which cross County Road.

e No replacement of existing street lights.

Staff believes most of the waivers are justified under LMC Section 17.28.110 based on
the design and public access provided on Outlot A as a public plaza and improvements
to be made to the southwest fagade of the Lot 1 building. However, staff does not
believe the requests regarding the utilities and street lights are justified. If the applicant
requires financial assistance for the improvements, there are options such as the
Louisville Revitalization Commission available. Staff recommends approval of the
requested final plat, final PUD, SRU, and landmark for the Louisville Mill Site
development to allow for a new building and additions to two existing buildings totaling
27,000 square feet at 500-544 County Road with the following conditions:

1. The use of outdoor areas shall be limited to between the hours of 8 am and
midnight.

2. The developer shall be required to underground utility lines crossing County
Road and replace the street lights per Public Works standards.

ATTACHMENT(S):

Resolution No. 29, Series 2015 (Plat, PUD, SRU)
Planning Commission resolution
Application materials

Plat

Link to PUD

SRU

Referral comments

Planning Commission Minutes

. Resolution No. 30, Series 2015 (Landmark)
10.HPC Resolution

11.Landmark application

12.Social History

13.HPC comments

14.Public comments

15.Presentation
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RESOLUTION NO. 29
SERIES 2015

A RESOLUTION APPROVING A FINAL PLAT, FINAL PLANNED UNIT DEVELOPMENT
(PUD) PLAN, AND SPECIAL REVIEW USE (SRU) TO ALLOW FOR THE
CONSTRUCTION OF A NEW BUILDING AND ADDITIONS TO TWO EXISTING
BUILDINGS TOTALLING 27,000 SQUARE FEET AND ALLOW OUTDOOR SALES AND
ACTIVITIES AT THE GRAIN ELEVATOR SITE, 500-544 COUNTY ROAD

WHEREAS, there has been submitted to the Louisville City Council an application
for a Final Plat, Final Planned Unit Development (PUD), and Special Review Use (SRU) to
allow for the construction of a new building and additions to two existing buildings totaling
27,000 square feet and allow outdoor sales and activities at the Grain Elevator site, 500-
544 County Road; and

WHEREAS, the City Staff has reviewed the information submitted and found it
complies with the Louisville zoning ordinances, subdivision regulations, and related
policies; and

WHEREAS, after a duly noticed public hearing on April 9, 2015, where evidence
and testimony were entered into the record, including the findings in the Louisville Planning
Commission Staff Report dated April 9, 2015, the Planning Commission recommended
approval of said plat, PUD, and SRU to the City Council; and

WHEREAS, City Council has reviewed the application, including the
recommendation of the Planning Commission, and finds that said final plat, final PUD, and
SRU should be approved, subject to the following conditions:

1. The use of outdoor areas shall be limited to between the hours of 8 am and
midnight.

2. The developer shall be required to underground utility lines crossing County Road
and replace the street lights per Public Works standards.

NOW THEREFORE, BE IT RESOLVED that the City Council of the City of Louisville,
Colorado does hereby approve a Final Plat, Final Planned Unit Development, and Special
Review Use to allow for the construction of a new building and additions to two existing
buildings totaling 27,000 square feet and allow outdoor sales and activities at the Grain
Elevator site, 500-544 County Road, with two conditions:

1. The use of outdoor areas shall be limited to between the hours of 8 am and
midnight.

2. The developer shall be required to underground utility lines crossing County Road
and replace the street lights per Public Works standards.

PASSED AND ADOPTED this 19" day of May, 2015.
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By:

Robert P. Muckle, Mayor
City of Louisville, Colorado

Attest:
Nancy Varra, City Clerk
City of Louisville, Colorado
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RESOLUTION NO. 14
SERIES 2015

A RESOLUTION RECOMMENDING APPROVAL OF A FINAL PLAT, FINAL
PLANNED UNIT DEVELOPMENT (PUD) PLAN, AND SPECIAL REVIEW USE (SRU)
TO ALLOW FOR THE CONSTRUCTION OF A NEW BUILDING AND ADDITIONS TO
TWO EXISTING BUILDINGS TOTALLING 27,000 SQUARE FEET AND TO ALLOW
OUTDOOR SALES AND ACTIVITIES AT THE GRAIN ELEVATOR SITE, 500-544
COUNTY ROAD.

WHEREAS, there has been submitted to the Louisville Planning Commission an
application for approval of a Final Plat, Final Planned Unit Development, and Special
Review Use to allow for the construction of a new building and additions to two existing
buildings totaling 27,000 square feet and to allow outdoor sales and activities at the
Grain Elevator site, 500-544 County Road; and

WHEREAS, the City Staff has reviewed the information submitted and found it to
comply with Louisville Municipal Code Chapter 17.28; and

WHEREAS, after a duly noticed public hearing on April 9, 2015, where evidence
and testimony were entered into the record, including the findings in the Louisville
Planning Commission Staff Report dated April 9, 2015, the Planning Commission finds
the Grain Elevator Final Plat, Final PUD Plan, and SRU located at 500-544 County
Road, should be approved with three conditions:

1. The porch at the southwest corner of the Lot 1 building shall be expanded and
columns and wood siding elements shall be added.

2. The proposed monument sign shall be removed and two freestanding signs shall
be allowed, one at each main access drive, with the size, lighting, and detail to
comply with the Downtown Sign Manual.

3. The use of outdoor areas shall be l<ns1:XMLFault xmlns:ns1="http://cxf.apache.org/bindings/xformat"><ns1:faultstring xmlns:ns1="http://cxf.apache.org/bindings/xformat">java.lang.OutOfMemoryError: Java heap space</ns1:faultstring></ns1:XMLFault>