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Tuesday, September 1, 2015
City Hall, Council Chambers
749 Main Street

6:00 pm
SPECIAL MEETING - EXECUTIVE SESSION

1. CALL TO ORDER
2. EXECUTIVE SESSION

REAL PROPERTY DISPOSITION

(Louisville Charter, Section 5-2(c) — Authorized Topics — Consideration of real
property dispositions, 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 Disposition Concerning Property in Louisville

PENDING LITIGATION

(Louisville Charter, Section 5-2(d) — Authorized Topics — Consultation with an
attorney representing the City with respect to pending litigation, and C.R.S. 24-6-
402(4)(b))

City Manager and City Attorney are Requesting the City Council
Convene an Executive Session for the Purpose of Consultation
with Respect to Pending Litigation

Requests for Executive Session

City Clerk Statement

City Attorney Statement of Authority

City Council Action on Motions for Executive Session
Council Convenes Executive Session

Council Reconvene in Open Meeting

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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3. REPORT - DISCUSSION/DIRECTION/ACTION — REAL PROPERTY
DISPOSITION and PENDING LITIGATION

4. ADJOURN TO REGULAR MEETING

Regular Meeting Agenda
7:00 PM

Note: The time frames assigned to agenda items are estimates
for guidance only. Agenda items may be heard earlier or later
than the listed time slot.

CALL TO ORDER
PLEDGE OF ALLEGIANCE
APPROVAL OF AGENDA

W Do

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.

5. 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: August 18, 2015

C. Approval of Resolution No. 60, Series 2015 — A Resolution Approving the
Open Space Advisory Board’s Recommendation to Boulder County Parks
and Open Space Regarding 2016 Property and Trails Request

D. Approval of September 21, 2015 as a Special Meeting

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

7.  CITY MANAGER’S REPORT
8. REGULAR BUSINESS



7:15—7:45 pm

7:45 pm

7:45 —9:00 pm

A.

C.
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RESOLUTION NO. 61, SERIES 2015 — A RESOLUTION
ESTABLISHING A RECREATION/SENIOR CENTER AND
AQUATICS EXPANSION TASK FORCE

e Staff Presentation

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

e Action

A SPECIAL REVIEW USE (SRU) TO ALLOW FOR AN
AGRICULTURAL LAND USE IN THE RESIDENTIAL LOW
DENSITY (RL) ZONE DISTRICT IN ORDER TO DEVELOP A
COMMUNITY GARDEN WITH 45 PLOTS AND TWO 80SF
TOOL SHEDS ON THE NORTHEAST AND NORTHWEST
CORNERS OF GRIFFITH STREET AND LINCOLN AVENUE

APPLICANT REQUESTS CONTINUANCE TO OCTOBER 6,
2015

o Staff Presentation

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

e Action

PUBLIC HEARING - 550 SOUTH MCCASLIN URBAN
RENEWAL PLAN - Continued from 08/18/2015

1. RESOLUTION NO. 58, SERIES 2015 - A RESOLUTION
APPROVING THE 550 SOUTH MCCASLIN URBAN
RENEWAL PLAN, DESIGNATING SUCH AREA AS
APPROPRIATE FOR URBAN RENEWAL PROJECTS
PURSUANT TO THE 550 SOUTH MCCASLIN URBAN
RENEWAL PLAN, AND FINDING THAT THE ACQUISITION,
CLEARANCE, REHABILITATION, CONSERVATION,
DEVELOPMENT, REDEVELOPMENT OR A COMBINATION
THEREOF OF SUCH AREA IS NECESSARY IN THE
INTEREST OF THE PUBLIC HEALTH, SAFETY, MORALS,
AND WELFARE OF THE CITIZENS OF THE CITY OF
LOUISVILLE (PUBLIC HEARING NOTICE PUBLISHED
DAILY CAMERA JULY 14, 2015)

o Staff Presentation

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

e Action



9:00 — 9:30 pm

9:30 — 9:45 pm

9:45 — 10:00 pm

D.

E.

F.
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2. RESOLUTION NO. 59, SERIES 2015 - A RESOLUTION
APPROVING AN AMENDED AND RESTATED
COOPERATION AGREEMENT BETWEEN THE CITY OF
LOUISVILLE AND THE LOUISVILLE REVITALIZATION
COMMISSION

¢ Staff Presentation

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

e Action

DISCUSSION/DIRECTION — BOARD AND COMMISSION
ORGANIZATION

e Staff Presentation

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

e Action

PURCHASING POLICY UPDATE

1. RESOLUTION NO. 62, SERIES 2015 - A RESOLUTION
AMENDING CITY OF LOUISVILLE PURCHASING
POLICIES

Staff Presentation

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

Action

2. ORDINANCE NO. 1701, SERIES 2015 — AN ORDINANCE
AMENDING CERTAIN SECTIONS OF CHAPTER 3.08 OF
THE LOUISVILLE MUNICIPAL CODE PERTAINING TO THE
PROCUREMENT OF GOODS, SERVICES AND
CONTRACTS FOR PUBLIC WORKS - 1°" READING - SET

PUBLIC HEARING 09/15/15

e City Attorney Introduction
e Action

DISCUSSION/DIRECTION/ACTION — EIGHTH AMENDED
EMPLOYMENT AGREEMENT (CITY MANAGER MALCOLM
FLEMING

e Mayor Presentation

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

Additional Public Comments

Action
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10:00-10:05pm G, ORDINANCE NO. 1702, SERIES 2015 — AN ORDINANCE
AMENDING SECTION 17.08.205 OF THE LOUISVILLE
MUNICIPAL CODE TO CLARIFY THE DEFINITION OF GRADE

1°T Reading — Set Public Hearing 10/06/2015

e City Attorney Introduction
e Action

9. CITY ATTORNEY’S REPORT

10. COUNCIL COMMENTS, COMMITTEE REPORTS, AND
IDENTIFICATION OF FUTURE AGENDA ITEMS

11. ADJOURNMENT
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08/13/15 11:34 : e g
Cash Disbursement Edit List USER: DIANEK

ap215_Iv_pg.php/Job No: 23367

Batch: 91399 Period: 08/13/15

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
1115-1 COLONI AL | NSURANCE
0801365 #9711888 AUG 15 EMPLOYEE PREM 08/03/15 09/02/ 15 400. 04 400. 04
4 GAl AM AMERI CAS | NC
072815 REFUND ESTI MATED USE TAX 07/ 28/ 15 08/ 27/ 15 4,199. 95 4,199. 95
11365-1 NATI ONAL METER & AUTOVATI ON | NC

060415CM CREDI T BALANCE 06/ 04/ 15 07/ 04/ 15 151. 16-

S1062181. 002 BADGER METERS & | TRON ERTS 06/ 26/ 15 07/ 26/ 15 1,703.33

S1062181. 004 BADGER METERS & | TRON ERTS 07/ 07/ 15 08/ 06/ 15 1, 230. 36 2,782.53

6009-20 UNI VERSI TY OF COLORADO

080715 RECRUI TI NG TABLE CU- UMC 08/ 07/15 09/06/ 15 200. 00 200. 00
55 ELINOR M LLER

U 00000992 1456/ 145052401: UTILI TY REFUND 08/ 13/ 15 08/ 13/ 15 72.99 72.99
55 LAND TITLE

U 00000993 1503/ 145057911: 545 GRANT AVE 08/13/15 08/13/15 53. 00 53. 00
55 CHERYL M CHELI

U 00000994 15270/ 254039103: UTI LI TY REFUN 08/ 13/15 08/13/15 91. 97 91. 97
55 8Z TITLE

U 00000995 10282/ 273041711: 469 MJ RFI ELD 08/13/15 08/13/15 52.28 52.28

BANK TOTAL PAYMENTS 7,852.76 7,852.76

GRAND TOTAL PAYMENTS 7,852.76 7,852.76




08/20/15 09:37
ap215_Iv_pg.php/Job No: 23827

City of Louisville

Cash Disbursement Edit List

Batch: 91475 Period: 08/20/15

Page 1 of 3
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
11298-1 DELTA DENTAL OF COLORADO
DELTA0915 #007562- 0000 SEP 15 EMPL PREM 08/19/15 09/18/ 15 12, 280. 30 12, 280. 30
5255-1 FAM LY SUPPORT REG STRY
081415 EMPLOYEE GARNI SHVENT PP#17 08/ 14/ 15 09/ 13/ 15 211.50 211.50
6455-1 KAl SER PERVANENTE
0017636184 05920- 01-16 SEP 15 EMPL PREM 08/07/15 09/06/ 15 135, 941. 90 135, 941. 90
14002-1 KANSAS PAYMENT CENTER
081415 EMPLOYEE GARNI SHVENT PP#17 08/ 14/ 15 09/ 13/ 15 270. 46 270. 46
7735-1 LI NCOLN FI NANCI AL GROUP
LI FE0915 000010008469 SEP 15 LI FE/ AD& 09/01/15 10/01/15 5,924. 43
LTD0915 000010008470 SEP 15 LTD PREM 09/01/15 10/01/15 3,092. 55 9,016. 98
11094-1 WESTERN DI SPOSAL SERVI CES
080115RES JUL 15 RESI DENTI AL TRASH SERV 08/ 01/ 15 08/ 31/ 15 117, 948. 99 117, 948. 99
3875-1 XCEL ENERGY
467281504 JUL 15 GROUP ENERGY 08/ 10/15 09/09/15 30, 005. 15
467281504 JUL 15 GROUP ENERGY 08/ 10/15 09/09/15 1, 831. 80
467281504 JUL 15 GROUP ENERGY 08/ 10/ 15 09/ 09/ 15 4, 456. 42
467281504 JUL 15 GROUP ENERGY 08/10/15 09/09/ 15 913. 17
467281504 JUL 15 GROUP ENERGY 08/ 10/15 09/09/15 5, 909. 50
467493240 JUL 15 NWIP ENERGY 08/ 10/15 09/09/ 15 12,383.91 55, 499. 95
11371-1 XCEL ENERGY
466359596 JUL 15 TRAFFI C LI GHTS 08/03/15 09/02/ 15 1, 240. 39
466364383 JUL 15 STREET LI GHTS 08/03/15 09/02/ 15 34, 446. 92
466371338 JUL 15 FLASHERS 08/03/15 09/02/ 15 5. 89 35, 693. 20
BANK TOTAL PAYMENTS 366, 863. 28 366, 863. 28
GRAND TOTAL PAYMENTS 366, 863. 28 366, 863. 28
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_ City of Louisville
Cash Disbursement Edit List

Batch: 91537 Period: 09/01/15

Page 1 of 12
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
13547-1 A G WASSENAAR | NC
253082 GEOTECH TESTI NG SERVI CES 07/27/15 08/26/ 15 5,872.50
253572 GEOTECH TESTI NG SERVI CES 07/31/15 08/30/15 2,383.00
253573 GEOTECH TESTI NG SERVI CES 07/ 31/ 15 08/ 30/ 15 1, 306. 00
253928 GEOTECH TESTI NG SERVI CES 08/ 13/ 15 09/12/ 15 725. 00 10, 286. 50
5369-1 ACCUTEST MOUNTAI N STATES | NC
D7- 65045 LAB ANALYSI S FEES WATP 07/ 21/ 15 08/ 20/ 15 248. 00
D7- 65171 LAB ANALYSI S FEES WATP 07/ 23/ 15 08/ 22/ 15 250. 00
D7- 65249 LAB ANALYSI S FEES WATP 07/ 24/ 15 08/ 23/ 15 125. 00 623. 00
14121-1 ACUSHNET COWVPANY
900849198 GOLF SOCKS/ GLOVES 05/30/15 06/29/15 2,882.18
901146970 GOLF BALLS 07/ 28/ 15 08/27/15 3, 184.57
901147089 GOLF BALLS 07/ 28/ 15 08/ 27/ 15 234. 28
901164308 OUTERWEAR GOLF APPAREL 07/31/15 08/30/ 15 615. 35
901212224 CUSTOM WEDGES 08/11/15 09/10/ 15 318. 00 7,234.38
14150-1 ADAM CHI SZAR
081015 DUMPSTER ENCLOSURE CCGC 08/ 10/ 15 09/ 09/ 15 1, 531.02 1,531.02
1006-1 ALL CURRENT ELECTRIC I NC
3273 SALES TAX OFFI CE REMODEL 08/04/15 09/03/15 1, 200. 00
3275 RTU REPAI R RSC 08/06/15 09/05/15 97.50 1,297.50
9891-1 AMBI ANCE
10176 AUG 15 PLANT MAI NT 08/10/15 09/09/ 15 195. 00 195. 00
14151-1 AMERI CAN GECSERVI CES LLC
285 COYCTE RUN OS EVALUATI ON 08/07/15 09/ 06/ 15 2,280. 00 2, 280. 00
13579-1 ASSA ABLOY ENTRANCE SYSTEMS US | NC
SCl / 00038846 AUTOVATI C DOOR CONT LI B 08/13/15 09/12/15 418. 95 418. 95
14132-1 ATLAS COPCO COVPRESSORS LLC
523694 Al R FI LTERS WATP 08/ 04/15 09/03/15 1, 361. 88 1, 361. 88
14142-1 ATS
141617 STREET FAI RE SHUTTLE SERVI CE 08/ 03/ 15 09/ 02/ 15 4,332.00 4,332.00
13786-15 AVANT DATACOWM SCLUTI ONS | NC
15-3067-01 SURVEI LLANCE CAMERA REPAI R CH 08/ 11/ 15 09/ 10/ 15 1,079.21 1, 079. 21
11286-1 B A LAVWRENCE LLC
BA81715 CENTRI FUGAL MAI NT VWP 08/18/15 09/17/ 15 510. 00 510. 00
7739-1 BOULDER COUNTY
11441 AUG DRUG TASK FORCE FEES 08/ 01/ 15 08/ 31/ 15 257. 00 257. 00
8588-1 BOULDER COUNTY
11328 2ND QTR 2015 HWM PROGRAM 08/ 12/ 15 09/11/ 15 12, 505. 00
11373 WASTE DI SPOSAL FEE WATP 08/12/15 09/11/15 87.78 12,592.78
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City of Louisville

Cash Disbursement Edit List

Batch: 91537 Period: 09/01/15

Page 2 of 12
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
8371-1 BOQULDER VALLEY SCHOOL DI STRI CT

2015- 7206 SUMMER CAMP BUS SERVI CE 06/26/15 07/26/ 15 298. 24

2015-7218 SUMMER CAMP BUS SERVI CE 07/01/15 07/31/15 311. 04

2015- 7226A SUMMER CAMP BUS SERVI CE 07/06/15 08/05/ 15 353. 07

2015-7251 SUMVER CAMP BUS SERVI CE 07/ 23/ 15 08/ 22/ 15 294.53

2015- 7263 SUMVER CAMP BUS SERVI CE 08/ 07/ 15 09/ 06/ 15 510. 94

2015-7277 SUMMER CAMP BUS SERVI CE 08/20/15 09/19/ 15 725. 68 2,493.50

7706-1 BRANNAN SAND & GRAVEL CO LLC

146183 ASPHALT 08/ 03/ 15 09/ 02/ 15 173. 00

146241 ASPHALT 08/ 04/ 15 09/ 03/ 15 214. 05

146252 ASPHALT 08/ 05/15 09/ 04/ 15 145.12

146368 ASPHALT 08/ 06/ 15 09/05/ 15 185. 03

146812 ASPHALT 08/ 11/ 15 09/ 10/ 15 116. 10

147140 ASPHALT 08/ 13/ 15 09/ 12/ 15 87.00

147349 ASPHALT 08/17/15 09/16/ 15 188. 21 1,108.51
12931-1 BRONZE SERVI CES OF LOVELAND | NC

21978 HOT WAX BRONZE SCULPTURES 08/03/15 09/02/ 15 310. 00 310. 00
13344-1 BROM HI LL ENG NEERI NG & CONTROLS LLC

10054 CTC LI FT PROXIM TY SW TCHES 07/31/15 08/30/ 15 1, 018. 00

10149 CTC LI FT STATI ON PUMPS 08/14/15 09/13/15 795. 50 1,813.50
13994-1 BRYAN CONSTRUCTI ON | NC

PP10073115 CI TY SERVI CES FACI LITY 07/ 31/ 15 08/ 30/ 15 262, 190. 33

PP10073115 CI TY SERVI CES FACI LITY 07/ 31/ 15 08/ 30/ 15 262, 190. 33

PP10073115 CI TY SERVI CES FACI LI TY 07/31/15 08/30/ 15 262, 190. 32

PP10073115 CI TY SERVI CES FACI LI TY 07/ 31/ 15 08/ 30/ 15 262, 190. 33 1,048, 761. 31
13995-1 C+B DESIGN LLC

CB601- 03 OPEN SPACE/ TRAI LS WAYFI NDI NG 07/30/15 08/29/15 9, 490. 00 9, 490. 00
10900-1 CAROL CREECH

080515 REI MBURSE NON- RES EXPAND FEES 08/ 05/ 15 09/ 04/ 15 150. 00 150. 00

248-1 CDW GOVERNMENT

W69727 RACK MOUNT GEAR CS 06/03/15 07/03/ 15 749.79

W/07512 SAVMSUNG CONF TV/ STAND ERP TRNG 07/20/15 08/19/ 15 850. 38

W/07512 SAMSUNG CONF TV/ STAND ERP TRNG 07/ 20/ 15 08/ 19/ 15 182. 23

W/07512 SAMSUNG CONF TV/ STAND ERP TRNG 07/ 20/ 15 08/ 19/ 15 182. 23

W24322 HP PRI NTER/ TONER ERP TRNG 07/ 20/ 15 08/ 19/ 15 552. 74

wW24322 HP PRI NTER/ TONER ERP TRNG 07/20/15 08/19/ 15 118. 45

W/24322 HP PRI NTER/ TONER ERP TRNG 07/ 20/ 15 08/ 19/ 15 118. 45

WA24510 TELEPHONE UPGRADE UPS UNI TS 07/ 22/ 15 08/ 21/ 15 816. 26

WA24510 TELEPHONE UPGRADE UPS UNI TS 07/ 22/ 15 08/ 21/ 15 272.09

VWM5769 UPS CS I T ROOM 07/22/15 08/21/15 1, 815. 00
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WAB0407 SW TCH FI BER CABLES 07/ 22/ 15 08/ 21/ 15 179. 50
WK24361 RACK ENCLOSURE NWIP 07/24/15 08/23/ 15 144.63
WK84190 HEATED VEHI CLE STORAGE RACK CS 07/27/15 08/ 26/ 15 302. 67
Wz03556 SW TCH FI BER CABLES 07/ 27/ 15 08/ 26/ 15 57.84
XD39969 CREDI T TAX 08/ 04/ 15 09/ 03/ 15 158. 71-
X@05443 PHONE PATCH CABLES 08/ 06/ 15 09/ 05/ 15 694. 50
XG37542 RACK NWIP 08/07/15 09/06/ 15 302. 67
XK58632 RETURN RACK ENCLOSURE NWIP 08/ 14/ 15 09/ 13/ 15 144. 63- 7,036. 09
935-1 CENTENNI AL PRI NTI NG CO
57817 COURTESY NOTI CES PD 07/ 28/ 15 08/ 27/ 15 88.91 88.91
14036-1 CENTER COPY BOULDER | NC
42852 COURTESY NOTI CES/ COLOR CARDS 08/10/15 09/09/ 15 136.50 136.50
670-1 CENTER FOR RESOURCE CONSERVATI ON
3772 SLOW THE FLOW AUDI T PROGRAM 07/ 31/ 15 08/ 30/ 15 3,684.00 3,684.00
7959-1 CHASE
2015BOX605 SAFE DEP BOX 10/2/15-10/1/16 08/ 06/ 15 09/05/ 15 76. 00
2015BOX640 SAFE DEP BOX 9/29/15-9/28/ 16 08/ 06/ 15 09/05/ 15 56. 00
2015BOX732 SAFE DEP BOX 10/ 2/15-10/1/16 08/ 06/ 15 09/ 05/ 15 76. 00 208. 00
4785-1 CI NTAS CORPORATI ON #66
66339823 UNI FORM RENTAL WATP 06/29/15 07/29/ 15 103. 02
66343328 UNI FORM RENTAL WATP 07/06/ 15 08/05/ 15 292. 63
66346795 UNI FORM RENTAL WATP 07/ 13/ 15 08/ 12/ 15 230. 53
66350350 UNI FORM RENTAL WWATP 07/20/15 08/19/15 108. 32
66353906 UNI FORM RENTAL WATP 07/27/15 08/26/ 15 90. 56
66353907 UNI FORM RENTAL WIP 07/27/15 08/26/ 15 141. 27 966. 33
11508-1 Cl TRON WORK SPACES
13478 COWPUTER DESK I T 07/31/15 08/30/ 15 1, 753. 00 1, 753. 00
11467-1 CLEAR CREEK CONSULTANTS | NC
1704 TELEMETRY GAUGE 08/ 04/ 15 09/03/ 15 2,328.61 2,328.61
13260-1 CLI FTON LARSON ALLEN LLP
1097627 UTI LI TY BI LLI NG SERVI CES 08/ 11/ 15 09/ 10/ 15 4,060. 36
1097627 UTI LI TY BI LLI NG SERVI CES 08/11/15 09/10/ 15 2, 605. 37
1097627 UTI LI TY Bl LLI NG SERVI CES 08/ 11/ 15 09/ 10/ 15 582. 00
1097627 UTI LI TY BI LLI NG SERVI CES 08/ 11/ 15 09/ 10/ 15 873.00 8,120.73
10916-1 COLORADO CODE CONSULTING LLC
6959 PLAN REVI EW 08/12/15 09/11/15 6, 250. 00 6, 250. 00
11264-1 COLORADO DEPT OF PUBLI C HEALTH & ENVI RONMVENT
WJ161012480 | PP PERM T CC00023078 07/ 20/ 15 08/ 19/ 15 94. 00 94. 00
1245-1 COLORADO MOSQUI TO CONTROL | NC
15- 4619 AUG 15 MOSQUI TO CONTROL SERV 08/14/15 09/13/15 1, 280. 56
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15-4619 AUG 15 MOSQUI TO CONTROL SERV 08/ 14/ 15 09/ 13/ 15 236. 69 1,517. 25
14152-1 COLORADO TI RE RECYCLI NG LLC
8629 TI RE RECYCLI NG 08/07/15 09/06/ 15 278. 43
8629 TI RE RECYCLI NG 08/07/15 09/06/ 15 62.76
8629 TI RE RECYCLI NG 08/ 07/ 15 09/ 06/ 15 56. 64
8629 TI RE RECYCLI NG 08/ 07/ 15 09/ 06/ 15 21.42 419. 25
310-1 COLORADO WASH SYSTEMS LLC
080615 CAR WASH CODES PD 08/ 06/ 15 09/05/ 15 150. 00 150. 00
10842-1 COZY CORNER TOW NG
69781 RELCCATE VEH CLE 07/ 10/ 15 08/ 09/ 15 80. 00
69973 TOWUNI T 5316 08/17/15 09/16/ 15 118. 00 198. 00
13370-1 CRIBARI LAWFIRM PC
081515 PROSECUTI NG ATTORNEY 08/ 15/ 15 09/ 14/ 15 2,509. 50 2,509. 50
13392-1 DESI GN MECHANI CAL | NC
4061858 HVAC SERVI CE RSC 08/10/15 09/09/ 15 1,159.21
4061859 HVAC SERVI CE RSC 08/10/15 09/09/ 15 1, 252. 80 2,412.01
1505-1 DPC | NDUSTRI ES | NC
737003403- 15 CHLORI NE WATP 08/ 05/ 15 09/ 04/ 15 225.00 225.00
13790-1 EAGLE-NET ALLI ANCE
160035 AUG 15 | NTERNET SERVI CE 08/03/15 09/02/ 15 870. 20 870. 20
14146-1 EDWARD W W LEY
081415 701 LI NCOLN LANDMARK | NCENTI VE 08/ 14/ 15 09/ 13/ 15 1, 000. 00 1, 000. 00
13963-1 ENSCI CON CORPORATI ON
88389A ENG NEERI NG SERV TOWNSEND 08/11/15 09/10/ 15 284. 60
88389B ENG NEERI NG SERV TOWNSEND 08/11/15 09/10/ 15 56. 92
88389C ENG NEERI NG SERV TONNSEND 08/ 11/ 15 09/ 10/ 15 56. 92
88389D ENG NEERI NG SERV TOANSEND 08/11/15 09/10/ 15 284. 60
88389E ENG NEERI NG SERV TOANSEND 08/11/15 09/10/ 15 170.76
88389F ENG NEERI NG SERV TOWNSEND 08/11/15 09/10/ 15 56. 92
88389G ENG NEERI NG SERV TONNSEND 08/ 11/ 15 09/ 10/ 15 1,195. 32
88389H ENG NEERI NG SERV TOWNSEND 08/11/15 09/10/ 15 113.84
88436 ENG NEERI NG SERV TOWNSEND 08/16/15 09/15/ 15 113. 84
88436A ENG NEERI NG SERV TOANSEND 08/ 16/ 15 09/ 15/ 15 227.68
88436B ENG NEERI NG SERV TOANNSEND 08/ 16/ 15 09/ 15/ 15 256. 14
88436C ENG NEERI NG SERV TOWNSEND 08/16/15 09/15/ 15 1,622.22 4,439.76
1915-1 EXQUI SI TE ENTERPRI SES | NC
522442 FALL FESTI VAL TROPHI ES 08/ 12/ 15 09/11/ 15 533. 35 533.35
1970-1 FEDEX
5-111-41011 OVERNI GHT SHI PMENTS PW 07/ 30/ 15 08/ 29/ 15 33.90
5-111- 41011 OVERNI GHT SHI PMENTS PW 07/30/15 08/29/15 39.57 73. 47
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13916-1 FERGUSON WATERWORKS

828446 METER SETTERS 06/ 24/ 15 07/ 24/ 15 935. 60

828871 METER SETTERS 06/ 24/ 15 07/ 24/ 15 4,210. 22

831206 BALL CORP STOPS 07/ 06/ 15 08/ 05/ 15 433. 39

831206-1 BALL CORP STOPS 07/ 07/ 15 08/ 06/ 15 920. 96

833680 METER PI TS/ BONNETS 07/ 29/ 15 08/ 28/ 15 1, 870. 00 8, 370. 17
14070-1 FORENSI C TRUTH GROUP LLC

080315 PRE- EMPLOYMENT POLYGRAPH 08/ 13/ 15 09/ 12/ 15 140. 00 140. 00
12819-1 FRANCOTYP- POSTALI A | NC

RI 102517080 POSTAGE METER RESETS RSC 08/ 05/ 15 09/ 04/ 15 95. 85 95. 85
13098-1 A4S SECURE SOLUTIONS I NC

7458416 BAI LI FF SERVI CES 8/ 3/ 15 08/ 09/ 15 09/ 08/ 15 110. 00 110. 00
12948-1 GARRETT MUNDELEI N

062015 PARBO S LANDSCAPE CLEANUP 06/ 20/ 15 07/ 20/ 15 696. 00 696. 00

6847-1 GENERAL Al R SERVI CE & SUPPLY

91565832-1 CYLI NDER RENTAL SHOPS 07/ 31/ 15 08/ 30/ 15 73. 80

91565834- 1 CYLI NDER RENTAL WATP 07/ 31/ 15 08/ 30/ 15 54.18 127.98
14147-1 GIMCM LLAN LLC

3 PLANNI NG COVERAGE 08/ 07/ 15 09/ 06/ 15 1,178.75 1,178.75

246-1 GREEN M LL SPORTSMAN CLUB

103 RANGE USE 7/21/15 & 7/30/ 15 08/ 04/ 15 09/ 03/ 15 200. 00 200. 00
11361-1 HARMONY K LARKE

1522194- 4 CONTRACTOR FEES CASTLE QUEST 08/ 12/ 15 09/11/ 15 336. 00 336. 00
13565-1 HATCH MOTT MACDONALD LLC

1V216701 SLUDGE TREATMENT DESI GN 08/ 12/ 15 09/11/15 11, 836. 56 11, 836. 56
14138-1 HORI ZON WEST BUI LDERS

Q6172015 CART STORAGE DRYWALL REPAIR 06/ 17/ 15 07/ 17/ 15 1, 913. 00

Q061720151 SEVER LI NE REPAI R CCGC 06/ 25/ 15 07/ 25/ 15 926. 00

Q061720152 PAI NT DI NI NG ROOM CEI LI NG 06/ 25/ 15 07/ 25/ 15 1, 228. 00

Q61720154 GREASE TRAP EQUI PMENT 06/ 07/ 15 07/ 07/ 15 1, 207. 00 5,274.00

645-1 HUMANE SOCI ETY OF BOULDER VALLEY

061505 2ND QTR ANI MAL | MPOUND FEES 07/ 20/ 15 08/ 19/ 15 1, 800. 00 1, 800. 00
14089-1 | NDI GO WATER GROUP LLC

1558 CONSULTI NG SERVI CES WAMTP 07/ 29/ 15 08/ 28/ 15 5,945. 63 5,945. 63
10772-1 | NTEGRATED SAFETY SERVI CES LLC

15-1962 FI RE SYSTEM | NSPECTI ON PC 07/ 12/ 15 08/ 11/ 15 552. 00 552. 00
11693-1 JAMES G LBERT

072815 YOUTH SPORTS TRAVEL TENNI S 07/ 28/ 15 08/ 27/ 15 189. 47 189. 47
10821-1 JAMMCATTS DJ ENTERTAI NMVENT LLC

081815 FALL FESTI VAL DJ 08/ 18/ 15 09/ 17/ 15 425. 00 425. 00
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2815-1 KENZ & LESLIE DI STRI BUTI NG CO

64807 VEHI CLE FLU DS 08/19/15 09/18/15 135. 07

64807 VEHI CLE FLUI DS 08/19/15 09/18/15 30. 45

64807 VEHI CLE FLUI DS 08/ 19/ 15 09/ 18/ 15 27.48

64807 VEHI CLE FLUI DS 08/ 19/ 15 09/ 18/ 15 10. 40 203. 40
12084-1 KEY RITE SECURITY LOCK & SAFE

602120 DOOR ACCESS | P CH 07/27/15 08/26/ 15 160. 00 160. 00
12861-1 KI RSTEN BEEMER

1522121-4 CONTRACTOR FEES TODDLI NG TWOS 08/ 12/ 15 09/11/ 15 89. 60

1522123-2 CONTRACTOR FEES CREATI VE MOVE 08/ 12/ 15 09/11/ 15 168. 00

1522123-4 CONTRACTOR FEES CREATI VE MOVE 08/10/15 09/09/ 15 140. 00

1522124-2 CONTRACTOR FEES BEG BALLET 08/10/15 09/09/ 15 235. 20

1522125-4 CONTRACTOR FEES HI P HOP 08/11/15 09/10/ 15 268. 80 901. 60
11337-1 KI SSI NGER AND FELLMAN PC

21555 COMCAST/ XCEL TAX AUDI T 07/20/15 08/19/15 184.50 184.50
13828-1 LANDSCAPES UNLIM TED LLC

1406- 007 REGRADE AREAS CCGC 06/29/15 07/29/ 15 9, 954. 00 9, 954. 00

3005-1 LEWAN & ASSOCI ATES | NC

752297 LASERJET PRI NTER RC FRONT DESK 07/31/15 08/30/ 15 295. 00 295. 00
13823-1 MACKENZI E PHILLIPS

081815 YQUTH SPORTS TRAVEL TENNI S 08/ 18/ 15 09/ 17/ 15 242.19 242.19
13525-1 M CHAEL BAKER JR I NC

913496 9TH ST BRI DGE DESI GN 07/28/15 08/27/ 15 75, 802. 23 75, 802. 23
14045-1 M NUTEMAN PRESS BOULDER

114681 FALL NEWSLETTER PRI NTI NG 08/19/15 09/18/ 15 6, 960. 00 6, 960. 00
11061-1 MOUNTAI N PEAK CONTROLS | NC

7599 TROUBLESHOOT PLC WATP 06/18/15 07/18/ 15 1, 030. 00

7668 PROGRAM DRUM THI CKENER WATP 07/31/15 08/30/ 15 575. 00 1, 605. 00

226-1 MOUNTAI N STATES EMPLOYERS COUNCI L

308344 BENEFI T UPDATE CONFERENCE 08/ 03/ 15 09/ 02/ 15 398. 00 398. 00
13597-1 NORTH LINE G S LLC

1176 PREPARE ENERGOV DATA 08/07/15 09/06/ 15 7, 700. 00 7, 700. 00
14090-1 OCX NETWORK CONSULTANTS LLC

7091-3 CI TY W DE TELEPHONE SYSTEM 08/ 20/ 15 09/ 19/ 15 12, 000. 00 12, 000. 00
13086-1 PETERSON PREDI CTI VE NMAI NTENANCE

1409 PREVENTI VE MAI NT NWIP 07/10/15 08/09/ 15 600. 00 600. 00
14144-1 PING I NC

12886268 RENTAL | RON SETS 07/ 01/ 15 07/ 31/ 15 812. 20

12888618 RENTAL WEDGES 07/02/15 08/01/15 128. 03

12891102 ASSORTED DEMO CLUBS 07/06/15 08/05/ 15 1,399.51
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12895007 VEDGES 07/ 08/ 15 08/ 07/ 15 431. 06
12897390 PUTTERS/ VVEDGES 07/09/15 08/08/ 15 584. 37 3, 355. 17
11329-1 POLYDYNE | NC
986469 CE- 879 POLYMER 08/ 05/15 09/ 04/ 15 5, 290. 00 5, 290. 00
3840-1 PREM ER TI RE TERM NAL
1707968 TRAI LER TIRES UNI T 3241 08/ 18/ 15 09/ 17/ 15 278.68
1707969 MOVER TI RES UNI T 5334 08/18/15 09/17/ 15 51. 44 330. 12
14060-1 PRI ME COVMUNI CATI ONS | NC
34395 DATA NETWORK SW TCH 08/ 07/ 15 09/ 06/ 15 4,500. 00 4,500. 00
14027-1 PROFORCE LAW ENFORCEMENT
244757 RETURN TASER RH HOLSTERS 07/ 31/ 15 08/ 30/ 15 30. 85 30. 85
14135-1 QUADNA A DXP COVPANY
8046390 CLARI FI ER PUWP 07/27/15 08/26/ 15 3,764.16
8046393 CLARI FI ER PUWP 07/ 27/ 15 08/ 26/ 15 190. 00 3,954. 16
13893-1 REBECCA TSUI
815 CONTRACTOR FEES TAlI CHI 08/22/15 09/21/ 15 313. 60 313. 60
99 SARAH AUCHI NCLGOSS
904806 ACTI VI TY REFUND 08/ 17/ 15 09/ 16/ 15 59. 00 59. 00
6500-1 RECORDED BOOKS LLC
75190440 CHI LDRENS BOOKS AND MEDI A 08/12/15 09/11/15 27.67 27. 67
13737-1 RNL DESIGN | NC
52517 CONSTRUCTI ON ADM N SERVI CES CS 05/10/ 15 06/ 09/ 15 7,874.55
52517 CONSTRUCTI ON ADM N SERVI CES CS 05/10/15 06/ 09/ 15 7,874.54
52517 CONSTRUCTI ON ADM N SERVI CES CS 05/10/15 06/ 09/ 15 7,874.54
52517 CONSTRUCTI ON ADM N SERVI CES CS 05/ 10/ 15 06/ 09/ 15 7,874.54
52703 CI TY SERVI CES FACI LI TY DESI GN 07/ 07/ 15 08/ 06/ 15 2,894.99
52703 CI TY SERVI CES FACI LI TY DESI GN 07/07/15 08/06/ 15 2,894.99
52703 CI TY SERVI CES FACI LI TY DESI GN 07/07/15 08/06/ 15 2,895.01
52703 CI TY SERVI CES FACI LI TY DESI GN 07/07/15 08/06/ 15 2,895.01
52703A CONSTRUCTI ON ADM N SERVI CES CS 07/ 25/ 15 08/ 24/ 15 5, 105. 00
52703A CONSTRUCTI ON ADM N SERVI CES CS 07/25/15 08/24/ 15 5, 105. 00
52703A CONSTRUCTI ON ADM N SERVI CES CS 07/25/15 08/24/ 15 5, 105. 00
52703A CONSTRUCTI ON ADM N SERVI CES CS 07/25/15 08/24/ 15 5, 105. 00 63, 498. 17
12447-1 ROCKY MOUNTAI N ACCESS CONTRCLS | NC
2015020A- 06 RV DUMP ACCESS CARDS 07/31/15 08/30/ 15 2,295. 00 2,295. 00
4160-1 SAFE SYSTEMS | NC
390041 ALARM SYSTEM LI B 08/03/15 09/02/ 15 213.78 213.78
11306-1 SAFEWARE | NC
3473920 GAS DETECTOR CALI BRATI ON WATP 07/17/15 08/16/ 15 275.00 275. 00
13644-1 SCHULTZ | NDUSTRI ES | NC
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81717 MAY 15 LANDSCAPE MAI NT SERV 05/ 31/ 15 06/ 30/ 15 9, 875. 14
82420 JUL 15 LANDSCAPE MAI NT SERV 07/31/15 08/30/ 15 14, 733.53 24, 608. 67
12843-1 SCL HEALTH SYSTEM
25403 SCREENI NG 08/10/15 09/09/ 15 31.50 31.50
4230-1 SEACREST GROUP
315409. A LAB ANALYSI S FEES WATP 07/ 15/ 15 08/ 14/ 15 39.00
315469. B Bl OMONI TORI NG VWP 08/11/15 09/10/ 15 1, 650. 00 1, 689. 00
5491-1 SHERWN W LLI AMS CO
0528-4 CREDI T TAX 08/ 12/ 15 09/11/ 15 136. 32-
9681- 2 PAI NT 08/ 12/ 15 09/11/ 15 1, 419. 16
9681- 2 PAI NT 08/12/15 09/11/15 258. 39 1,541. 23
13673-1 STERLI NG | NFOSYSTEMS | NC
438213 BACKGROUND CHECKS 07/31/15 08/30/ 15 370. 44 370. 44
14148-1 STORY ARTS MEDI A
080415 CCGC MARKETI NG VI DEO 08/04/15 09/03/ 15 5, 000. 00 5, 000. 00
14139-1 SUN MOUNTAI N SPORTS | NC
270747 RENTAL PULL CARTS 07/ 24/ 15 08/ 23/ 15 1, 750. 00
271696 RENTAL PULL CARTS 07/ 29/ 15 08/ 28/ 15 1, 750. 00 3, 500. 00
1201-1 SUPPLYWORKS
343826038 JANI TORI AL SUPPLI ES CS 08/10/15 09/09/ 15 357.91 357.91
13399-1 SUSTAI NABLE TRAFFI C SOLUTI ONS | NC
080115 PASCHAL/ PI NE ST SI GNAL DESI GN 08/ 01/ 15 08/ 31/ 15 2,166. 30 2,166. 30
4685-1 TOTAL PLUMBI NG | NC
152044 I NSTALL BALL VALVES RSC 08/02/15 09/01/15 703. 80 703. 80
6609-1 TRAVELERS
487055 WORKERS COWP DEDUCTI BLES 07/ 31/ 15 08/ 30/ 15 565. 43 565. 43
11442-1 TRAVI S PAINT & RESTORATI ON | NC
1701 SALES TAX OFFI CE REMODEL 08/11/15 09/10/ 15 2,170. 00 2,170. 00
14065-1 TYLER TECHNOLOG ES | NC
045- 140503 TYLER SOFTWARE 07/ 29/ 15 08/ 28/ 15 4,142. 24
045- 140503 TYLER SOFTWARE 07/29/15 08/28/ 15 887. 62
045- 140503 TYLER SOFTWARE 07/29/15 08/28/ 15 887. 62
045- 140848 TYLER SOFTWARE 08/ 05/15 09/ 04/ 15 3,273.70
045-140848 TYLER SOFTWARE 08/ 05/ 15 09/ 04/ 15 701.51
045-140848 TYLER SOFTWARE 08/ 05/15 09/ 04/ 15 701. 51 10, 594. 20
13426-1 UNI QUE MANAGEMENT SERVI CES | NC
307394 COLLECTI ON SERVI CES 06/01/15 07/01/15 80. 55 80. 55
13241-1 UN TED REPROGRAPHI C SUPPLY | NC
CMB455 COPY USAGE CORRECTI ON 09/17/14 10/17/ 14 318. 36-
IN57771 JUL- DEC OCE PRI NTER MAI NT 07/06/15 08/05/ 15 625. 57
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1 N61649 OCE PRI NTER PAPER 08/ 14/ 15 09/ 13/ 15 85. 25 392. 46
11087-1 UN TED SI TE SERVI CES
114- 3169767 TO LET RENTAL M NERS FI ELD 07/ 31/ 15 08/ 30/ 15 193. 60
114- 3169768 TO LET RENTAL CENTENNI AL PARK 07/ 31/ 15 08/ 30/ 15 193. 60
114- 3169769 TO LET RENTAL CLEO MUDROCK 07/ 31/ 15 08/ 30/ 15 193. 60
114- 3169770 TO LET RENTAL HERI TAGE PARK 07/ 31/ 15 08/ 30/ 15 193. 60
114- 3169771 TO LET RENTAL LES FIELD 07/ 31/ 15 08/ 30/ 15 166. 02
114- 3169772 TO LET RENTAL COTTONWOCD PARK 07/ 31/ 15 08/ 30/ 15 166. 02
114- 3169774 TO LET RENTAL ENRI ETTO FI ELD 07/ 31/ 15 08/ 30/ 15 166. 02
114- 3195192 TO LET RENTAL SKATE PARK 08/ 10/ 15 09/ 09/ 15 188. 65
114- 3202464 TO LET RENTAL MEMORY SQUARE 08/ 12/ 15 09/11/ 15 193. 60
114- 3202466 TO LET RENTAL STEI NBAUGH 08/12/15 09/11/15 193. 60
114- 3202468 TO LET RENTAL Pl RATES PARK 08/ 12/ 15 09/11/ 15 193. 60
114- 3202470 TO LET RENTAL ANNETTE BRAND 08/ 12/ 15 09/11/ 15 193. 60 2,235.51
7532-1 URBAN DRAI NAGE & FLOOD CONTROL
072915 DRAI NAGEWAY A-2 | MPROVEMENTS 07/29/15 08/28/ 15 205, 000. 00 205, 000. 00
6509-1 USA BLUEBOOK
693896 TSS STANDARD WATP 07/ 10/ 15 08/ 09/ 15 166. 53
693936 ROYCE SS METERS WAMP 07/10/15 08/09/ 15 3,952.71
696829 LAB EQUI PMENT WAMTP 07/15/15 08/14/ 15 634. 71
700068 TSS STANDARD WATP 07/17/15 08/16/ 15 146. 95
705524 RETURN ROYCE METER WATP 07/ 24/ 15 08/ 23/ 15 1, 962. 30-
711151 GOGGLES WAMTP 07/30/15 08/29/15 84.91
715957 VARl ABLE Pl PET WATP 08/ 05/15 09/ 04/ 15 551. 81 3,575. 32
13891-1 VERI'S ENVI RONMVENTAL LLC
J001659 Bl OSCOLI DS HAULI NG 07/ 12/ 15 08/ 11/ 15 1, 250. 43
J001717 Bl OSOLI DS HAULI NG 07/ 22/ 15 08/ 21/ 15 1,117.72
J001754 Bl OSOLI DS HAULI NG 07/30/15 08/29/15 1,123.37
J001795 Bl OSOLI DS HAULI NG 07/31/15 08/30/ 15 1,230.78
J001843 Bl OSCOLI DS HAULI NG 08/ 13/ 15 09/ 12/ 15 1,174.79 5,897.09
6210-1 W BRUCE JOSS
082415 AUG 15 MUNI Cl PAL JUDGE SALARY 08/24/15 09/23/ 15 2, 000. 00 2, 000. 00
5115-1 W. CONTRACTORS | NC
25636 TRAFFI C SI GNAL UPGRADES SBR 06/ 10/ 15 07/ 10/ 15 6, 465. 00
25948 JUL 15 FI BER MAI NTENANCE 08/10/15 09/ 09/ 15 100. 00
25949 JUL 15 TRAFFI C SI GNAL NAI NT 08/10/15 09/ 09/ 15 1, 851. 26 8, 416. 26
10884-1 WORD OF MOUTH CATERI NG | NC
2015-19 SR MEAL PROGRAM 8/10-8/18/ 15 08/ 21/ 15 09/ 20/ 15 1, 714.00 1, 714.00
11586-1 XCELI GENT | NC
220871 REAL ESTATE DATABASE 09/01/15 10/01/15 999. 99 999. 99
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13555-1 YOUNG REMBRANDTS - NW DENVER & BOULDER
2116466 CONTRACTOR FEES FASHI ON RUNWAY 08/01/15 08/31/15 373. 80
2116477 CONTRACTOR FEES ANI MAL CARTOON 08/01/15 08/31/15 311. 50
2116481 CONTRACTOR FEES MEDI EVAL CASTL 08/ 01/ 15 08/ 31/ 15 186. 90
2170840 CONTRACTOR FEES UNDERWATER 08/ 23/ 15 09/ 22/ 15 373.80 1, 246. 00
13558-1 ZIONS CREDI T CORP
602341 AUG 15 SOLAR PONER EQUI P LEASE 08/ 21/ 15 09/ 20/ 15 1, 767.62
602341 AUG 15 SOLAR POVER EQUI P LEASE 08/21/15 09/20/ 15 883. 81 2,651. 43
BANK TOTAL PAYMENTS 1,679, 072. 94 1, 679, 072. 94
GRAND TOTAL PAYMENTS 1,679, 072.94 1,679, 072.94
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City Council

Meeting Minutes

August 18, 2015
City Hall, Council Chambers
749 Main Street
7:05 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: Sue Loo, Ashley Stolzmann,
Chris Leh, Jay Keany and Council member Lipton
(arrived at 8:12 p.m.)

Staff Present: Malcolm Fleming, City Manager
Heather Balser, Deputy City Manager
Kevin Watson, Finance Director
Dave Hayes, Police Chief
Kurt Kowar, Public Works Director
Aaron DeJong, Economic Development Director
Troy Russ, Planning & Building Safety Director
Scott Robinson, Planner Il
Lauren Trice, Planner |
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 Stolzmann. All were in favor. Absent:
Council member Lipton.

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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PUBLIC COMMENTS ON ITEMS NOT ON THE AGENDA

John Wilson, Fire Chief, Louisville Fire Protection District, 895 Via Appia, Louisville, CO
reported on the insurance rating for the Fire Protection District. A third party company
evaluates the Fire Department; the City’s Water Department and the Communication
Center. This evaluation occurs every ten years and is based on a scale of 1 — 10, with 1
being the highest rating. The scores are shared with insurance companies, who set
insurance rates based on those scores. The Louisville Fire Protection District rating
went up (better rating) from 4 to 3. He thanked the City’s Water Department for their
assistance and the Louisville Fire Protection District Board for their work on this project.
The next evaluation will be in 5 years.

City Manager Fleming reported the new score could result in a 20% decrease in
insurance premiums.

APPROVAL OF THE CONSENT AGENDA

Council member Leh disclosed he provided legal counsel for Eide Bailly, LLC and
recused himself from the vote on Consent Agenda Item 5F. Mayor Muckle moved
Agenda Item 5F (Eide Bailly LLC Engagement Letter) to the Business Agenda.

MOTION: Mayor Muckle moved to approve the consent agenda items, seconded by
Council member Loo. All were in favor. Absent: Council member Lipton.

A. Approval of Bills

B. Approval of Minutes — July 28, 2015; August 4, 2015

C. Approve Resolution No. 53, Series 2015 — A Resolution Approving an
Intergovernmental Agreement with the Boulder County Clerk and
Recorder for the Conduct and Administration of the 2015 Coordinated
Election to be held November 3, 2015

D. Approve Resolution No. 54, Series 2015 — A Resolution Approving a
Request for a Preliminary Subdivision Plat of Approximately 33.12
Acres into one 30.11 Acre Lot (Lot 1) and One 3.01 Acre Tract (Tract A)

E. Approve Resolution No. 55, Series 2015 — A Resolution Approving an
Intergovernmental Agreement with Boulder County Concerning the
City’s Use of the Boulder County Sheriff's Communication Center

F. Approve Rescheduling of the September 22, 2015 Study Session

MOTION: Mayor Muckle moved to approve the Engagement Letter for Auditing
Services with Eide Bailly, LLC, seconded by Council member Stolzmann. All were in
favor. Council member Leh recused himself from voting. Absent: Council member
Lipton.
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A. Authorize Execution of Engagement Letter for Auditing Services with
Eide Bailly, LLC
COUNCIL INFORMATIONAL ITEMS ON PERTINENT ITEMS NOT ON THE AGENDA

Mayor Muckle reported on Money Magazine, who evaluates cities and the best place to
live. This year Money Magazine ranked Louisville as 4" in the municipalities of 50,000
and under. This is the 6™ time over the past ten years that Louisville has been rated in
the top 5. He congratulated the staff and the citizens for making Louisville such a great
place to live.

City Manager Fleming congratulated the Council and past Councils for creating the
framework and the leadership in concert with the citizens, the advisory boards and staff.

CITY MANAGER’S REPORT

City Manager Fleming expressed this thanks to the Downtown Business Association
(DBA) for their sponsorship of the Street Faire over the past 13 years. The DBA Board
of Directors voted to not sponsor the Street Faire in 2016. He thanked the DBA and
stated they are a tireless volunteer board, which has done an amazing job of sponsoring
and coordinating the Street Faire. It has been a great event for Louisville families and
for those living outside the City. It has also helped the downtown businesses to thrive.

REGULAR BUSINESS

RESOLUTION No. 56, SERIES 2015 - A RESOLUTION APPROVING A
PRESERVATION AND RESTORATION GRANT FOR THE CARANCI HOUSE
LOCATED AT 1145 MAIN STREET

Mayor Muckle requested a staff presentation.

Planner | Trice explained the request is for a $10,134 grant from the Historic
Preservation Fund for 1145 Main Street, in Louisville, known as the Caranci House.
The home was built in 1908 and has maintained its architectural integrity. The home
also has a long social significance associated with the Caranci family.

The preservation and restoration grant is to restore metal casement windows; sill paint
removal; repair and paint the front porch, and repair the ceiling stress fracture at the
Caranci House, 1145 Main Street. In 2011 the property owners received a $5,000
focused grant, and are eligible for a $15,000 flexible grant, with the exception of the
paint on the front porch.

Staff recommended a grant request of $8,445, with an application match of $8,445 and
a contingency of $1,689 (20%), for a total grant request of $10,134. The Historic
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Preservation Commission held a public hearing on the application on July 20, 2015 and
voted 6-0 to recommend the City Council approve the grant application.

Staff Recommendation: Staff recommended approval of Resolution No. 56, Series
2015, approving a Historic Preservation Fund grant of $10,134 for 1145 Main Street.

COUNCIL COMMENTS

Council member Stolzmann commented this is the first time a new owner of a
landmarked property has asked for a grant from the Historic Preservation Fund. She
recommended the Council approve Resolution No. 56, Series 2015. She felt it would be
consistent with the spirit and intent of the Historic Preservation program.

Council member Keany thanked staff for a very detailed report in the City Council
packet and a concise presentation.

Mayor Muckle agreed with Council member Stolzmann, the new owner is planning on
doing more work to preserve her historic property.

MOTION: Council member Stolzmann moved to approve Resolution No. 56, Series
2015, seconded by Council member Keany. Roll call vote was taken. The motion
carried by a vote of 6-0. Absent: Council member Lipton.

RESOLUTION No. 57, SERIES 2015 - A RESOLUTION APPROVING A REPLAT TO
SUBDIVIDE A SINGLE 12,452 SF LOT INTO TWO SEPARATE LOTS IN THE
RESIDENTIAL MEDIUM (RM) ZONE DISTRICT, LOCATED AT 1240 LAFARGE
AVENUE, LOTS 21-24, BLOCK 1 NICOLA DIGIACOMO ADDITION

Mayor Muckle requested a staff presentation.

Planner Il Robinson explained this is a request to subdivide a single lot into two
separate lots in the Residential Medium (RM) Zone District, located on the southeast
corner of LaFarge and Lafayette. Itis a 12,452 SF lot composed of 4 25’ X 125’ lots.
The existing lot contains a 950 SF house and two detached garages totaling 1,000 SF.
The replat would retain all structures on Lot 2 and none on Lot 1. The request received
the Board of Adjustment approval for lot width and lot area variance, however such
approval is not a guarantee on the replat. The City Council must decide whether the
request complies with the criteria in Title 16 of the Louisville Municipal Code.

This 12,452 SF property under the Old Town zoning, would allow three units with
coverage of about 3,736 SF coverage and 4,358 SF floor area. Under the proposal, Lot
2 would allow 2 units with a lot coverage of 2,450 SF and a total floor area of 2,800 SF.
Lot 1 would allow coverage of just over 2,000 SF, 1 unit and approximately 2,400 SF of
floor area. The total amount of development would go up in terms of square footage

21



City Council
Meeting Minutes
August 18, 2015

Page 5 of 18

because of the subdivision of the property however the total of number of units would
not change. Lot 2 would total 7,004 SF and Lot 1 would have 5,448 SF. The
neighboring lots average approximately 6,848 SF. The new lots would be compatible
with the neighborhood. There is no increase in allowed dwelling units. The request
complies with the 2013 Comprehensive Plan for this area.

Section 16.15.050 of the Louisville Municipal Code requires 50 foot frontage and a
maximum length/width ratio of 2.5. Lot 1 would be 44 feet with a 2.84 ratio. The
modifications are allowed for hardship and public good. The Planning Commission
unanimously recommended approval of the minor subdivision request.

Staff Recommendation: Staff recommended approval of Resolution No. 57, Series
2015, with no conditions.

APPLICANT PRESENTATION

Andy Johnson, DAJ Design, 922 A Main Street, Louisville, CO stated they have worked
with the Planning staff over the past few months. He felt the Planning staff did a great
report and presentation. He pointed out the subdivision line was set at 5’ south of the
existing historic house currently on the property. The applicant wishes the house to
remain and although landmarking is not off the table, it is not a part of the plan. He felt
it is appropriate for the corner lot to be lower than 7,000 SF as this is one of the largest
properties on the block. There was discussion in the two prior board meetings about
diversity of lot sizes in Old Town. He noted a four lot property is extremely large for Old
Town. If one home was built, it would be a departure from the urban fabric in the
neighborhood and in Old Town.

Karla Dakin, 1240 LaFarge Avenue, Louisville, explained she has lived on the property
since 1998 and raised her son there. She is a landscape architect and also has a home
office on the property. By subdividing the property she could remain in the house and
design and build her own garden. She asked Council to consider her proposal
favorably.

COUNCIL COMMENTS

Council member Stolzmann asked staff about the floor ratio and the consistency with
the Comprehensive Plan. Although she was not opposed to subdividing the property,
she did not understand how that could increase the floor ratio. She felt it would take
away from the small town feel. Planner Il Robinson explained it was a function of the
Old Town Overlay District Standards. It has different allowable lot coverages and floor
areas based on lot size. The ratios go up as the lots get smaller.
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Council member Stolzmann asked if subdividing is increasing the density of the corner.
Planner Il Robinson stated it is not increasing the density in the sense of number of
units, but it is allowing more floor area.

Council member Stolzmann was uncomfortable with the floor area. She stated the
applicant is trying to preserve the home and that is why the lot line was drawn further to
the south. She questioned why the applicant is not landmarking the property, which
would allow the additional coverage. She was hesitant to increase the floor area ratio
and questioned the approach.

Mayor Muckle inquired whether three units could be built on the lot. Planner | Robinson
confirmed three units could be built.

Mayor Muckle supported landmarking the property, which would control the scale of the
two lots. Planner Il Robinson explained landmarking would allow them to build bigger
houses. Without landmarking they are limited to the standards for Old Town.

MOTION: Mayor Pro Tem Dalton moved to approve Resolution No. 57, Series 2015,
seconded by Council member Loo.

Mayor Muckle stated without the landmarking, he would vote against the resolution.

Council member Stolzmann did not see how the increase in the floor area is consistent
with the Comprehensive Plan. She supported the existing floor area ratio for the
existing home and a 1,515 SF floor area for the second lot. She was not supportive of
the resolution as written.

Council member Loo stated her understanding that the applicant does not want to
landmark her property and desires to leave the property as is. She understood, by right,
the applicant could build more on the property.

Mayor Pro Tem Dalton felt the proposal was consistent with the City’s zoning. Council
member Stolzmann stated the proposal was not consistent with the zoning.

Council member Keany inquired whether there were any variances on the lots. Planner
Il Robinson stated the variances received by the Board of Adjustment were for lot width
of Lot 1 and lot area on both Lots 1 and 2.

Council member Keany inquired about setback variances. Planner Il Robinson stated
there were no setback variances.

Council member Leh voiced his support for the resolution.

VOTE: Roll call vote was taken. The motion carried by a vote of 4-2. Mayor Muckle
and Council member Stolzmann voted no. Absent: Council member Lipton.
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APPROVE CONSTRUCTION SERVICES AGREEMENT WITH CONCRETE
EXPRESS, INC. FOR THE LAFAYETTE-LOUISVILLE BOUNDARY AREA
DRAINAGE IMPROVEMENTS PHASE 1 CONSTRUCTION
Mayor Muckle requested a staff presentation.

Public Works Director Kowar explained before the Council is a contract with Concrete
Express, Inc., in the amount of $3,569,145.87 and a $400,000.00 staff controlled
contingency fund. This contract is with the Urban Drainage and Flood Control District
and the City of Lafayette for drainage improvements, which will ultimately perform flood
plain mitigation for downtown Louisville and areas along the Lafayette — Louisville
Boundary. This is the first phase of the Project, which will build a large channel east of
Highway 42 through the open space to the Coal Creek Area. The channel and
associated drop structures include trail replacement and three bridges and urban flood
control and drainage in the future. The second phase of the project is in the process of
working through easements with property owners. The second phase is only Louisville
improvements from Highway 42 west into the downtown area.

Staff Recommendation: Award the construction agreement to Concrete Express, Inc.,
in the amount of $3,569,145.87 and authorize staff to contract addenda up to
$400,000.00 for additional work and project contingency, as well as authorize the Mayor
and City Clerk to sign and execute contract documents on behalf of the City.

Council member Keany asked if the trails would be hard or soft surface. Public Works
Director Kowar stated they would remain soft surface. He noted the Open Space
Division had reviewed and approved this phase of the plan.

MOTION: Council member Keany moved to approve the Construction Services
Agreement with Concrete Express, Inc., in the amount of $3,569.145.87, seconded by
Council member Loo. Roll call vote was taken. The motion carried by a vote of 6-0.
Absent: Council member Lipton.

PUBLIC HEARING - 550 SOUTH MCASLIN URBAN RENEWAL PLAN

1. RESOLUTION No. 58, SERIES 2015 - A RESOLUTION APPROVING THE
550 SOUTH MCCASLIN URBAN RENEWAL PLAN, DESIGNATING SUCH
AREA AS APPROPRIATE FOR URBAN RENEWAL PROJECTS PURSUANT
TO THE 550 SOUTH MCCASLIN URBAN RENEWAL PLAN, AND FINDING
THAT THE ACQUISITION, CLEARANCE, REHABILITATION,
CONSERVATION, DEVELOPMENT, REDEVELOPMENT OR A
COMBINATION THEREOF OF SUCH AREA IS NECESSARY IN THE

24



City Council
Meeting Minutes
August 18, 2015

Page 8 of 18

INTEREST OF THE PUBLIC HEALTH, SAFETY, MORALS, AND WELFARE
OF THE CITIZENS OF THE CITY OF LOUISVILLE

2. RESOLUTION No. 59, SERIES 2015 - A RESOLUTION APPROVING AN
AMENDED AND RESTATED COOPERATION AGREEMENT BETWEEN THE
CITY OF LOUISVILLE AND THE LOUISVILLE REVITALIZATION
COMMISSION

Mayor Muckle requested a City Attorney introduction.

City Attorney Light reviewed the two action items: 1) Resolution No. 58, Series 2015,
which approves an Urban Renewal Plan (UR Plan) for 550 S. McCaslin Blvd, the former
Sam'’s Club Property. He stated the UR Plan for 550 South McCaslin Boulevard,
designates such area as appropriate for urban renewal projects and finds the
acquisition, clearance, rehabilitation, conservation, development, redevelopment or a
combination thereof of such area is necessary in the interest of the public health, safety,
morals, and welfare of the citizens of the City of Louisville. 2) Resolution No. 59,
Series 2015, which approves amendments to the Cooperation Agreement between the
City of Louisville and the Louisville Revitalization Commission (LRC).

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

Economic Development Director DeJong reviewed the actions to date as follows:

The City Council directed a Conditions Survey in May 2014. The Conditions Survey
was completed in July of 2014. The Council determined the property blighted in
October 2014 through Resolution 60, Series 2014. In January of 2015, the City Council
directed staff to prepare a UR Plan.

The LRC reviewed the draft UR Plan June 2015 and the City conducted a Public Q & A
meeting on July 6, 2015. The Planning Commission reviewed draft UR Plan July 9,
2015 and approved Resolution 23, Series 2015 finding the UR Plan in conformity with
the Comprehensive Plan. Notices were sent to Property Owner and businesses,
Boulder County, Boulder Valley School District (BVSD) and were published in the Daily
Camera on July 14, 2015.

The proposed UR Plan is intended to reduce, eliminate and prevent the spread of blight
within the urban renewal area at 550 S. McCaslin, the former Sam’s Club. The
objectives for the Plan include: To create a retail rich environment where area
businesses and residents can be successful; re-tenant or redevelop the property and
increase retail activity by encouraging occupancy of the property.

UR Plan: Conformity with the Comprehensive Plan. The Comprehensive Plan states
the McCaslin Urban Center shall: 1) Serve as the focal point for a regionally significant
commercial activity center. 2) Remain the City’s primary retailing center supported by a
mix of land uses including retail, office and residential. The Planning Commission
reviewed the UR Plan and found it to be in conformity with the Comp Plan.
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Mr. Dedong stated Sam’s Club closed January 2010. Itis a 13 acre property containing
a 128,000 sf vacant building. A new owner purchased the property in January 2014.
Several concerns arise from the vacancy: Reduces the viability of adjacent properties
that could contribute to neighborhood decline and weaken the McCaslin Corridor.

Mr. Dedong reviewed the conditions survey finding the following blight factors are
present: 1) The existence of health, safety, or welfare factors requiring high levels of
municipal services or substantial physical underutilization or vacancy of sites, buildings,
or other improvements. 2) Defective or unusual conditions of title rendering the title
non-marketable. 3) Faulty Lot Layout 4) Deterioration of site or other improvements.

Blight Factor 1): Substantial Physical Underutilization or Vacancy of Buildings or Sites:
Underutilized property; parking lot sits mostly empty during normal business hours;
community church uses property during only a small portion of the week; high profile
location at gateway into Louisville from US 36 and one of the main anchor retail
properties in the shopping area.

Blight Factor 2): Defective or unusual conditions of title rendering the title non-
marketable: Developed in 1990s as part of a retail center; restrictive covenants put in
place at time of development to limit competition between tenants and sharply limit
entertainment uses and limits several other uses.

Restrictive Covenants: No general merchandise discount department store other than
on Lot 2; No supermarkets other than on Lot 1; Other lots can have less than 5,000 sf
devoted to retail sale of food for off-premise consumption; Only Lot 2 may have an
optical center; Pharmacy only on Lots 1 and 2; No more than 2 banks, unless banking is
incidental to the primary use; Only one fuel station and only one drive-thru restaurant
selling hamburgers or ground beef products. More broad restrictions were put in place
during sale from Sam’s Club to current owners after the store closed (owner can buy out
restriction): No stores selling a range of merchandise “at a discount” allowed, the use
for which the site was originally developed thus viable tenants who would fully utilize the
property would likely be prevented from doing so.

Blight Factor 3) Faulty Lot Layout: Lot configuration results in former Sam’s Club
building being narrow and deep with respect to the front entrance, rather than shallow
and wide; The building orientation makes it difficult to partition effectively; resulting
spaces would be too narrow and deep for adequate retail layout and other non-retail
uses that might be compatible with a deep, narrow layout are prohibited.

Blight Factor 4): Deterioration of Site and Other Improvements: Facility is 127,000

square feet with a 600+ car parking lot, requiring significant upkeep expenses; currently
only used during a small portion of the time by a community church, which does not
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generate the revenue needed for full maintenance (Potholes, cracked parking curbs,
and other signs of lower maintenance levels are evident).

Blighting factors continue to limit potential for redevelopment or re-tenanting the
building. The Urban Renewal Plan outlines the tools available to address the blighting
factors. Approving a plan must follow rules in state statute. The Planning Commission
reviewed the conformity with the Comprehensive Plan.

Mr. DeJong reviewed various provisions of the UR Plan.

Power of Eminent Domain: The UR Plan authorizes LRC to use eminent domain only
as authorized by the Urban Renewal Law to alleviate qualifying conditions; only for
property within the Urban Renewal Area and only after affirmative 2/3rds vote by the
City Council.

Redevelopment Agreements: The LRC is authorized to negotiate and enter into
redevelopment and cooperation agreements. The LRC will develop a process to
evaluate redevelopment agreements.

UR Plan Tools for LRC: Develop and approve a project description; Issue RFP to solicit
proposals for redevelopment (such proposals could come from any interested parties
including the property owner, interested retailers and/or developers); negotiate a
proposed redevelopment agreement and submit the proposed redevelopment
agreement to City Council for approval and if approved by City Council, execute the
redevelopment agreement.

Elements of an RFP: An RFP would ask for proposals specifying: Improvements
planned for the site; proposed uses and activities; time frames for completing the
proposed redevelopment actions; requested City financial assistance, if any, such as
sales tax rebates; how costs (including potential legal costs) would be financed.

The UR Plan Does Not: Authorize use of tax increment financing pursuant to Section
31-25-107(9), C.R.S. and the use of tax increment financing within the Plan Area can
only be authorized by amendment to this Plan. This Plan does not change the allowed
uses of the property or approve any redevelopment plans. Change of use and
redevelopments must go through the City’s approval processes.

He outlined options to address continued vacancy at 550 S. McCaslin:

1) Continue to encourage property owners to resolve issues; expect private parties to
identify a use for the existing building that complies with existing zoning and satisfies
the private restrictive covenants, either in their current form or though covenant changes
agreed on by the private owners.

2) Consider rezoning the property to allow for a wider range of uses beyond what is

currently allowed. Rezoning may be initiated by the Owner, Planning Commission, or
City Council. Rezonings are subiject to separate public hearing procedures and would
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be a quasi-judicial action; Council should not discuss the substance or merits of a
rezoning as part of this agenda item.

3) Encourage a retail use by addressing the blighting factors through an Urban Renewal
Plan. The LRC would develop and approve a project description; issue RFP to solicit
proposals for redevelopment, such proposals could come from any interested parties
including the property owner, interested retailers and/or developers. Negotiate a
proposed redevelopment agreement. Submit the proposed redevelopment agreement to
City Council for approval and if approved, execute the redevelopment agreement.

Cooperation Agreement: City and LRC have an agreement first approved in 2006 and
amended in 2011. The proposed changes to reflect multiple UR Plan areas in the City
are as follows;

1) Section 5.c and 5.d to confirm City Council approval of redevelopment agreements.
2). Section 10 to clarify any UR Plan Area is covered by the Agreement. 3) Section 16
to reflect LRC’s bylaws have been revised. 4) Section 4.a revised to update Costs and
Expenses balance (Small amount of expenses not paid at end of 2014 were paid in
early 2015).

Staff Recommendation: Staff recommended Council approve Resolution No. 58, Series
2015, which approves the 550 S. McCaslin Urban Renewal Area and Resolution No. 59,
Series 2015, the approval of the Amended and Restated Cooperation Agreement
between the City of Louisville and the Louisville Revitalization Commission.

COUNCL COMMENTS

Council member Leh expressed his thanks to the City staff for their work and the
presentation. He inquired about a reference in the 550 South McCaslin Urban Renewal
Plan relative to the small area plan and asked if it was staff’s intent to include the urban
renewal plan in the McCaslin Small Area Plan. Economic Development Director
Dedong confirmed it was staff’s intention to include in the urban renewal plan reference
to the small area plan. Staff wants the ability for the urban renewal plan to adjust to the
results of the small area plan and to encourage the desired redevelopment in the area,
should the small area plan encourage such redevelopment.

Council member Leh inquired about 2.7.2 of the plan, which states “It is the intent of this
Plan that LRC “shall” exercise all such powers as may now be possessed or hereafter
granted to LRC for the elimination of qualifying conditions within the Plan Area”. He was
concerned about the mandatory language of “shall” to exercise their powers. He
inquired about the purpose for requiring mandatory language.

City Attorney Light noted he and Special Counsel Malcolm Murray were available to
respond to Council’s questions. He explained the word “shall” expresses the intent of
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the plan the City Council is adopting is to authorize powers and that the implementation
of the plan will require a number of discretionary decisions by both the City Council and
the LRC. There will be decisions on what projects look like, the RFP process and
cooperation agreements. Any agreement must be approved by the City Council in
addition to the LRC. The “shall” language allows the LRC to accomplish various items
but the UR Plan is not a mandate. He suggested the language could be revised to
clarify that intent.

Council member Leh addressed Section 12 of the cooperation agreement, and asked
for clarification that the Mayor is a member of the LRC. It was clarified Mayor Muckle is
a member of the LRC. Council member Leh asked City Attorney Light for the capacity
in which the Mayor serves on the LRC. City Attorney Light explained the Mayor is
serving as a member of the Louisville Revitalization Commission. The organizing
documents of the LRC, as stipulated by the state statues, require the Mayor or a
member of the Council shall be a member of the LRC. In 2006 the documents did not
stipulate the Mayor or member of Council be a member of the urban renewal board so
that provision was included in the original cooperation agreement and that change has
since been implemented.

Mayor Muckle stated this building has remained vacant for a number of years and it has
blighted the area. There are a number of options for changing this area and a lot of
effort has been expended to try to utilize the building. Previous brokers, the current
owner and staff members have all tried to market the property. One option would be to
create an urban renewal plan. Council is looking at this option.

PUBLIC COMMENTS

R.C. Hanisch, 4643 S.Ulster, Suite 1300, Denver, CO, representing McDonald’s,
requested his letter objecting to the urban renewal plan be included in the public record.
It was confirmed the McDonald’s letter was included in the public record.

Jonathan Bergman, Davis, Graham and Stubbs, LLP, 1550 17" Street, Suite 500,
Denver, CO, explained his firm represents Albertsons. They also submitted a letter, on
behalf of Albertsons, noting various objections to the plan. Albertsons objects to the
urban renewal plan because, in its view, it constitutes an improper and unlawful taking
of property rights, which he said is Albertsons valuable use restriction on the former
Sam’s Club site. Their concerns included a blight study, without notice provided to
Albertsons or the neighboring businesses. He addressed their public records request,
which obtained information provided by the City staff. He noted before the Sam’s Club
property was sold to the current owner, there were discussions about offers to assist in
removing the use restrictions on the property. He stated they have concerns about the
process and some of the intentions of what may happen. He reported attending a
meeting where a citizen asked the identity of the tenant for the site. Mr. Dedong’s
response was the tenant wanted to remain confidential. He questioned why the
information had to be confidential. Albertsons concern is a competitor is intended for
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the property. He noted Albertsons had planned to renovate the store earlier this
summer, but in light of the proposed urban renewal plan, they have put the renovation
on hold. If the Urban Renewal Plan does not go forward, Albertsons will go forward with
the renovation. Albertsons wants a solution that could be a potential win/win for the
community. Albertsons has been a partner in Louisville for 20 years and wants to
continue in that role. They hope the resolution is rejected.

Council member Lipton arrived to the meeting at 8:12 p.m.

Richard Hill, Owner and Operator of McDonald’s, 939 Dillon Road, Louisville, CO,
stated he started as a crew person at McDonald’s 44 years ago. His wife does all the
office work, and his daughter is the supervisor. He bought the Louisville McDonald’s
restaurant in 2009 and noted restrictions on the property that there would be no other
direct competitors. He stated any other competitors would be detrimental to his
business and requested the City Council to keep the exclusion in place.

COUNCIL COMMENTS

Mayor Muckle emphasized this plan does not make any decisions on what will happen
on the property. There may be different decisions on what might or might not change
with respect to the covenants. There are different outcomes of what the urban renewal
authority might do, once Council gives them the authority to work on the project. He
stated it is about the tool and not the outcome.

Mayor Pro Tem Dalton stated he would be consistent in this process. He voted no on
the finding of blight, because he disagreed there was blight. He stated nothing has

changed since last October to change his point of view. He did not agree with the use
of eminent domain and because it is part of the urban renewal plan, he would vote no.

Council member Stolzmann stated the old Sam’s Club site has blighted the City for
many years. This has been a long process for present and past Councils. She did not
feel the Council was rushing into a decision. This has been concerning to the citizens.
The blight of the property has hurt other property owners and businesses to have a
large vacant building and it also hurts morale. People want the Council to do something
so this is a case where they want the City to intervene in the private sector. It does not
have to be done in a negative or argumentative way. The City has letters from the
tenants and owners of the property saying they have no objection to the use of urban
renewal to remove the blight. She felt the urban renewal tool is appropriate to use in
this case. She noted there were some concerns raised and requested more information
on the following: 1) a reference made by Mr. Bergman, Albertsons attorney, stating
Albertsons did not receive any offers to remove the restricted covenants on their
property. 2) Open communication about a prospective tenant. 3) The open records
request relative to staff making offers to the potential buyer about removing the
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covenants before they purchase of the property. She felt urban renewal was an
appropriate tool for this property and the community is interested in filling the space.

Council member Leh asked Mr. Bergman about the statement in his letter, which states
Albertsons is prepared to institute a civil action, pursuant to Colorado Civil procedures
to challenge the legality of the proposed plan, should it be adopted and will vigorously
oppose the unconstitutional exercise of eminent domain powers to transfer properties
from one private owner to another at the cost of Albertsons property interests and the
restrictions. He asked if Albertsons position is that the mere adoption of the plan is a
significant legal predicate to bring forward a civil action. Mr. Bergman stated it is
certainly Albertsons position it is within their legal rights to challenge the adoption of the
plan and referred to the Cooperation Agreement where the mandatory language of
“shall” was used. He stated he is authorized to say Albertson’s is prepared to challenge
the plan if it is adopted. He stated Albertsons prefers to reach a mutually beneficial
resolution that does not require taking Albertsons property rights and the installation of a
competitor immediately next door.

Council member Leh asked Mr. Bergman if he agreed the adoption of the plan is not the
exercise of eminent domain power. Mr. Bergman stated he was not prepared to
concede that point as it takes away Albertsons ability to file a lawsuit.

Council member Leh voiced his concern over the intentions and the suggestion of a
potential plan on the part of the City. He stated it is important to know the City Council
has not made any decisions and the only thing on the table is the adoption of the urban
renewal plan and the cooperation agreement.

Mr. Bergman stated Albertsons agrees and referred to Council member Stolzmann’s
question. He explained Centennial Investments was one of the purchasers of the
former Sam’s Club site, which closed in January or March of 2014. A letter, dated
January 6, 2014, from City Manager Fleming, stated “the City is exploring all options to
allow the purchase of the property without the use restrictions”. Mr. Bergman stated it is
likely the use restrictions were placed by Sam’s Club for the sale of the property and
noted those use restrictions can be removed by the new owner for a payment.
Albertsons feels this is being sidestepped by the new owner. The letter also states “the
City staff and | are willing to recommend to the City Council, actions to alleviate these
factors (he felt it was a reference to other restrictive use covenants favoring neighboring
properties) if it would result in appropriate new tenants for the property”. He noted
Albertsons has concerns about what has transpired between the City and the owner of
the property.

City Attorney Light requested Mr. Bergman provide a copy of the letter to the City Clerk
so it could be made part of the record.

Council member Stolzmann asked Economic Development Director DeJong if the urban
renewal plan, which includes requests for proposals to purchase or buy out the use
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restrictions and negotiating the restrictive covenants, would preclude the current owner
from buying out the use restrictions from Sam’s Club. Economic Development Director
DeJong explained the property owner could still buy out the use restrictions or negotiate
the restrictive covenants with Sam’s Club. It would be part of the proposal for the
property.

City Manager Fleming asked Mr. Bergman to confirm Albertsons has plans for
renovations. He explained the staff met with Albertsons on July 10" and City Manager
Fleming specifically asked if there were any plans for the property and Lynn Miller, the
Senior Real Estate Manager for Albertson’s, stated they might consider a facelift for the
property. He asked if Council should be interested in adopting the urban renewal plan,
and if the LRC exercises the options to request proposals, would Albertson’s submit a
proposal in response to the RFP, which would give specific details on what Albertson’s
is proposing. Mr. Bergman asked if City Manager Fleming was inquiring about a
renovation or whether Albertsons is prepared to make an offer to purchase the Sam’s
Club property.

City Manager Fleming asked if Albertsons is interested in submitting a proposal on the
proposed renovation of the Albertsons store in the context of an RFP so the LRC and
ultimately the City Council can evaluate their proposals against potentially other
proposals, which might come forward through the RFP. Mr. Bergman stated he did not
believe the two sites were joined. His statements were designed to identify the
uncertainty in the business community that this type of resolution is creating.

Albertsons was willing to go forward with a renovation of its store. There is uncertainty
as to the status of the store, in light of potential actions that may be taken, as a result of
the urban renewal plan. In light of the potential actions, Albertsons is not prepared to go
forward with renovations to its store.

Council member Loo asked Mr. Bergman if there are renovations plans for Albertsons.
Mr. Bergman stated Albertson recognizes the need for renovation and was prepared to
go forward, but in light of the uncertainty created by the urban renewal plan, they are
not prepared to go forward with renovations at this time.

Council member Loo was concerned Albertsons would not show any renovation plans if
the City Council passes the urban renewal plan. Mr. Bergman stated if Albertsons had
some assurance the use restriction for a grocery store on the adjacent property would
be preserved and not taken away, Albertsons would undertake the renovations. They
are prepared to engage in meaningful discussion to reach an agreement.

City Attorney Light explained the action on the plan does not require or initiate any
condemnation of property. He stated future steps include if the LRC decides to develop
a project description for an RFP to obtain proposals from persons who might be
interested, or have some level of interest, in participating in the project. He stated the
adoption of the plan neither initiates nor requires the use of eminent domain. He
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stated the issues of whether Albertsons has a right to challenge the UR Plan will not be
resolved this evening.

City Attorney Light entered the following into the record: The plan does not require or
initiate condemnation proceedings. Prior to the consideration of Resolution No. 60,
Series 2014, making the blight finding, the City provided public notice, including
publication and mailings to the property owners and tenants. Notice was provided
twice; which is more than required by the statute. He pointed out in the condition survey
and the resolution of approval; there were four conditions of blight found within the
property. The Urban Renewal law provides if there is no objection by the property
owners or tenants or owners of businesses concerned within the proposed urban
renewal area, to the inclusion of the property within a blighted area and a plan, the plan
can be adopted when only one factor exists. He noted the property owners provided
consent letters to the property being included in a blighted area.

Council member Leh suggested a motion to continue the public hearing to the
September 1st, 2015 City Council meeting. Council member Lipton apologized for
being late. He agreed with Council member Leh’s suggestion to continue the public
hearing. In light of Albertsons attorney’s contention the City may be subject to some
form of litigation by adopting the urban renewal plan, he requested legal advice on the
risks prior to the next meeting.

Council member Keany was not opposed to continuing this matter. If continued he
requested the Council conduct an executive session before the next Council meeting
and include the City Attorney and Special Counsel.

Council member Loo stated Council member Stolzmann’s questions and comments
were good, and requested they be addressed before the next meeting.

Mayor Muckle stated his intention was to take public comment this evening and
continue the public hearing to the next meeting. He agreed an executive session would
be time well spent. He supported a motion for continuance and executive session.

Council member Stolzmann supported a win/win/win solution of private property owners
winning together and also the members of the public not having a blighted building.
She encouraged private property owners to get together and discuss this matter.

Council member Leh voiced his appreciation to the representatives from Albertsons and
McDonalds and for this evenings’ discussion. He did not feel the Council was in a
position to concede the adoption of the plan creates a condemnation tool. Urban
renewal puts a plan in place to revitalize the area. He had no doubt the actions taken
were appropriate. He felt as public officials, they have a duty to explore different
alternatives and make sure they have the right information. He felt gathering public
comment and additional information is worth keeping the public hearing open and would
not prejudice the process. He supported an executive session.
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MOTION: Council member Leh moved to continue the public hearing on Resolution No.
58 and No. 59, Series 2015 to the September 1% City Council meeting, seconded by
Mayor Muckle. All were in favor.

Council member Keany requested a special meeting be called to conduct an executive
session prior to the September 1 meeting or an executive session be called before the
regular City Council meeting on September 1. City Attorney Light wanted to ensure
special counsel would be available for a special meeting. Special Counsel Malcolm
Murray stated he would be unavailable until September 1.

City Attorney Light recommended a motion to approve a special meeting on September
1%t at 6:00 p.m. for an executive session for the purpose of consulting with attorneys
representing the City.

Council member Stolzmann asked the City Attorney and Special Counsel to
contemplate any pending litigation before the next meeting and advise the Council.

MOTION: Mayor Pro Tem Dalton moved the City Council call a special meeting on
September 1, 2015, at 6:00 p.m. for an executive session, to consult with attorneys
representing the City, seconded by Mayor Muckle, All were in favor.

CITY ATTORNEY’S REPORT
No items to report.

COUNCIL COMMENTS, COMMITTEE REPORTS, AND IDENTIFICATION OF
FUTURE AGENDA ITEMS

Council member Loo was not clear on the Coyote Run report and asked what the next
steps would be. Council member Stolzmann suggested this be discussed at a future
study session. City Manager Fleming requested the City Attorney outline the next
steps. City Attorney Light explained he is examining the questions relative to the
various duties and risks the City has as the property owner of the open space.

Council member Stolzmann addressed an email from Mark Persichetti, from RCAB, on
recycling and what role the City would take. She requested this be a future agenda
item. Deputy City Manager Balser asked if this could be discussed at a study session
with the Sustainability Board. Council member Stolzmann stated Mr. Persichetti asked
for direction, so it would have to be at a regular meeting. City Manager Fleming stated
it has been scheduled for the February 23, 2016 City Council Study Session.
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Mayor Muckle reminded the public of the Chamber of Commerce Pints in the Park event
which will be held Saturday, August 29th. Tickets can be purchased at the Chamber’s
office.

Council member Leh commented on the DBA decision to no longer sponsor the Street
Faire. He felt the event provided tremendous economic opportunities for the City. He
stated there were issues around the Street Faire, but a lot of people want it to continue.
He was interested in putting all the facts on the table and getting a plan in place for next
year. Mayor Muckle agreed and felt there should be a community discussion.

ADJOURN

MOTION: Mayor Muckle moved for adjournment, seconded by Mayor Pro Tem Dalton.
All were in favor. The meeting adjourned at 8:58 p.m.

Robert P. Muckle, Mayor

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

SUBJECT: RESOLUTION NO. 60, SERIES 2015 - A RESOLUTION

DATE:

APPROVING THE OPEN SPACE ADVISORY BOARD’S
RECOMMENDATION TO BOULDER COUNTY PARKS AND
OPEN SPACE REGARDING 2016 PROPERTY AND TRAIL
REQUESTS

SEPTEMBER 1 2015

PRESENTED BY: JOE STEVENS, PARKS AND RECREATION

SUMMARY:

Annually, Boulder County invites municipalities within the County to submit requests for
open space acquisition and trail projects, per Resolution 93-174, paragraph 10:

That the Board of County Commissioners will annually consult the City Councils
and Town Boards of the municipalities within Boulder County to assure that open
space preservation and trail projects identified by municipalities are considered in
setting county open space acquisition and trail development priorities for the
following year.

Information requested is as follows:

A. Open Space Requests: Through the efforts of all of our open space

programs, we have preserved a lot of open space in Boulder County. What
significant parcels remain in your area in order to consider the job done?
Please list properties numbered in order of priority, even if you have
submitted them in a previous year.

. Trail Requests: Boulder County gives stronger consideration to trail projects

that connect to existing community trails on county open space properties and
regional trails, and trails that are recommended in management plans. Trails
that serve primarily a local population are not likely to be considered for
funding through the Boulder County Parks and Open Space CIP. Please list
projects numbered in order of priority, even if you have submitted them in a
previous year.

Attached, please find City of Louisville Open Space Advisory Board recommendations
for City Council consideration and submittal to Boulder County regarding future property
acquisition and trails projects.
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SUBJECT: RESOLUTION NO. 60, SERIES 2015

DATE: SEPTEMBER 1, 2015 PAGE 2 OF 2

FISCAL IMPACT:
Not applicable at this time. However, the intent of this exercise is to gauge support for
cost sharing of specific opportunities as they become available in the future.

RECOMMENDATION:
Staff recommends that the Louisville City Council approve Resolution No. 60, Series
2015 approving the Open Space Advisory Board’s recommendation to Boulder County

Parks and Open Space regarding 2016 property and trail requests.
ATTACHMENT(S):

1. Resolution No. 60, Series 2015
2. City of Louisville’s Property and Trail Requests for 2016
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RESOLUTION NO. 60
SERIES 2015

A RESOLUTION APPROVING THE OPEN SPACE ADVISORY BOARD’S
RECOMMENDATION TO BOULDER COUNTY PARKS AND OPEN SPACE
REGARDING 2016 PROPERTY AND TRAIL REQUESTS

WHEREAS, Boulder County Parks and Open Space invited the City of Louisville Open
Space Advisory Board and the Louisville City Council to submit property and trail requests for
potential partnership opportunities.

WHEREAS, on August 12" 2015, the Open Space Advisory Board made
recommendations regarding the 2016 property and trail requests.

NOW, THEREFORE, BE IT RESOLVED BY THE CITY COUNCIL OF THE CITY OF
LOUISVILE, COLORADO:

1. Approve the recommendations of the Open Space Advisory Board to Boulder County
Parks and Open Space regarding 2016 property and trail requests.

2. In forwarding these recommendations, City Council affirms its intent that open space
acquisitions are upon condition of a mutually acceptable purchase agreement being
reached between willing buyers and willing sellers, and City Council does not intend any
acquisition be made through eminent domain.

APPROVED AND ADOPTED this 1% day of September, 2015.

Robert P. Muckle, Mayor

ATTEST:

Nancy Varra, City Clerk

Resolution No. 60, Series 2015
Page 1 of 1
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“ Cityﬁ‘f CITY COUNCIL COMMUNICATION

Louisville AGENDA ITEM 5D
COLORADO *SINCE 1878
SUBJECT: APPROVAL OF SEPTEMBER 21, 2015 7:00 PM AS A SPECIAL

MEETING FOR DISCUSSION OF 2016 BUDGET
DATE: SEPTEMBER 1, 2015

PRESENTED BY: CITY MANAGER’S OFFICE

SUMMARY:

At the August 18 City Council meeting the Council rescheduled the September 22 Study
Session to Monday, September 21. Staff seeks approval to make the September 21
meeting a Special Meeting, rather than a Study Session, to discuss the 2016 Budget.
This meeting will be held in Council Chambers.

FISCAL IMPACT:
None

RECOMMENDATION:
Approve September 21, 2015 as a Special Meeting

ATTACHMENT(S):
None
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CITY COUNCIL COMMUNICATION
AGENDA ITEM 8A

SUBJECT: RESOLUTION NO. 61, SERIES 2015 - A RESOLUTION
ESTABLISHING A RECREATION/SENIOR CENTER AND
AQUATICS EXPANSION TASK FORCE

DATE: SEPTEMBER 1, 2015

PRESENTED BY: JOE STEVENS, PARKS AND RECREATION DEPARTMENT

SUMMARY:

At the August 11, 2015 City Council study session, staff suggested the creation of a
Task Force to advise and assist City Council and staff in evaluating a possible
Recreation and Senior Center expansion and possible improvements to aquatic facilities
along with a public involvement process for this. The Louisville City Charter, Article 10-2
(f) states: “The Council may establish, by resolution, task forces or committees to
provide advisory recommendations on special or short term issues. The resolution
establishing the task force or committee shall set forth the goals and responsibilities of
the task force or committee. The appointment or removal of each task force or
committee member shall require the affirmative vote of a majority of the entire Council.”

The attached resolution creates a Recreation/Senior Center and Aquatics Expansion
Task Force with the following goals:

a. Work with staff and City officials to evaluate current facilities;

b. Assist and participate in hosting open houses and/or charrettes to collect and
evaluate data and obtain comments from the community;

c. Compare and contrast what the City of Louisville facilities offer compared and
relative to other neighboring communities or communities of similar size;

d. Propose a facility design and program that will then move forward towards a
possible bond referendum in November 2016.

Staff suggests the Task Force be composed of 9-11 members: two from the City
Council; one from the Senior Advisory Board; one from the Youth Advisory Board; and
the remainder at-large representatives. If Council has other specific areas you would
like represented, please identify them at the meeting.

Staff will advertise for persons interested in serving on the Task Force and ask them to
submit a letter of interest. Staff requests two members of the City Council be appointed
to review the applications with staff and make a recommendation on October 6
regarding appointments.

CITY COUNCIL (i?MMUNICATION




SUBJECT: RECREATION/SENIOR CENTER EXPANSION TASK FORCE

DATE: AUGUST 11, 2015 PAGE 2 OF 2

FISCAL IMPACT:

Staff is requesting $25,000 in the revised budget for 2015 and $60,000 2016 to provide
professional services to work with City staff, the Task Force and City Council for the
work outlined above.

RECOMMENDATION:
Approve Resolution No. 61, Series 2015 creating a Recreation/Senior Center

Expansion Task Force.

ATTACHMENT(S):
1. Resolution No. 61, Series 2015
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RESOLUTION NO. 61
SERIES 2015

A RESOLUTION ESTABLISHING A RECREATION/SENIOR CENTER AND
AQUATICS CENTER EXPANSION TASK FORCE TO PROVIDE ADVISORY

RECOMMENDATIONS ON THE PROPOSED EXPANSION CONCEPTS AND
PROCESSES

WHEREAS, the City strives to be both effective and efficient with public
outreach, public involvement and notification for city projects, general information and
special events; and

WHEREAS, the City Council and City staff wants, and encourages and requires
citizen input on the design of a possible expansion to the Recreation/Senior Center and
possible agquatics expansion; and

WHEREAS, pursuant to Charter Section 10-2(f), the City Council desires to
establish a Recreation/Senior Center Task force to provide advisory recommendations

on the design of an expansion to the Recreation/Senior Center and possible aquatics
expansion.

NOW, THEREFORE, BE IT RESOLVED BY THE CITY COUNCIL OF THE CITY
OF LOUISVILLE, COLORADO:

1. There is hereby created a Recreation/Senior Center and Aquatics Center
expansion Task Force.

2. The goals of the Task Force shall be to:

a. Work with staff and City officials to facilitate and evaluate current facilities.

b. Assist and participate in hosting open houses and/or charrettes to collect
and evaluate data and obtain comments from the community.

c. Compare and contrast what the City of Louisville facilities offer compared
and relative to other neighboring communities or communities of similar
size.

d. Propose a facility design and program that will then move forward towards
a possible bond election in November 2016.

3. The Task Force will consist of 7-10 members of the community recommended by

the Mayor and appointed by the City Council with an interest in and knowledge of
the topic.

4. The Director of Parks and Recreation shall designate appropriate City staff to
facilitate, assist and advise the Task Force as it works to achieve the goals
specified above.

Resolution No. 61, Series 2015
Page 1 of 2
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5. The Task Force shall conclude its work and present its recommendations with a
consultant to the City Council no later than April 2016.

6. The Task Force shall sunset on April 30, 2016.

PASSED AND ADOPTED this 1% day of September, 2015.

By

Robert P. Muckle, Mayor

Attest:

Nancy Varra, City Clerk

Resolution No. 61, Series 2015
Page 2 of 2
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Il: City.s - CITY COUNCIL COMMUNICATION
Louisville AGENDA ITEM 8B

COLORADO = SINCE 1878

SUBJECT: A SPECIAL REVIEW USE (SRU) TO ALLOW FOR AN
AGRICULTURAL LAND USE IN THE RESIDENTIAL LOW
DENSITY (RL) ZONE DISTRICT IN ORDER TO DEVELOP A
COMMUNITY GARDEN WITH 45 PLOTS AND TWO 80SF TOOL
SHEDS ON THE NORTHEAST AND NORTHWEST CORNERS
OF GRIFFITH STREET AND LINCOLN AVENUE.

APPLICANT REQUESTS CONTINUANCE TO OCTOBER 6, 2015
DATE: SEPTEMBER 1, 2015
PRESENTED BY: TROY RUSS, PLANNING AND BUILDING SAFETY
SUMMARY:
The applicant, the Louisville Sustainability Advisory Board (LSAB), has requested this
item be continued to October 6, 2015. The applicant requests additional time to finalize
its contract with the proposed 501C3 Community Garden manager and subsequent

licensing agreement with the City.

RECOMMENDATION:
Staff recommends City Council continue the public hearing to October 6'.
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I“ Clty.‘»’"' ll CITY COUNCIL COMMUNICATION
Louisville AGENDA ITEM 8C

COLORADO *SINCE 1878

SUBJECT: PUBLIC HEARING - 550 SOUTH MCCASLIN URBAN RENEWAL
PLAN

1. RESOLUTION NO. 58, SERIES 2015 - A RESOLUTION
APPROVING THE 550 SOUTH McCASLIN URBAN
RENEWAL PLAN, DESIGNATING SUCH AREA AS
APPROPRIATE FOR URBAN RENEWAL PROJECTS
PURSUANT TO THE 550 SOUTH MCCASLIN URBAN
RENEWAL PLAN, AND FINDING THAT THE ACQUISITION,
CLEARANCE, REHABILITATION, CONSERVATION,
DEVELOPMENT, REDEVELOPMENT OR A COMBINATION
THEREOF OF SUCH AREA IS NECESSARY IN THE
INTEREST OF THE PUBLIC HEALTH, SAFETY, MORALS,
AND WELFARE OF THE CITIZENS OF THE CITY OF
LOUISVILLE (Public hearing notice published Daily Camera
July 14, 2015)

2. RESOLUTION NO. 59, SERIES 2015 - A RESOLUTION
APPROVING AN AMENDED AND RESTATED
COOPERATION AGREEMENT BETWEEN THE CITY OF
LOUISVILLE AND THE LOUISVILLE REVITALIZATION
COMMISSION

DATE: SEPTEMBER 1, 2015

PRESENTED BY: AARON DEJONG, ECONOMIC DEVELOPMENT

SUMMARY

This matter is a continuation of the Public Hearing held on August 18, 2015 regarding
the proposed 550 South McCaslin Urban Renewal Plan. In addition to the information
contained in the Council Communication for that meeting (which is included
starting on page 4 of this Communication) staff has included the following new
information and/or made the following changes to the materials:

The intent of the Urban Renewal Plan adoption is not to require condemnation, but
instead to make eminent domain authority available to the LRC, subject to applicable
provisions of the Urban Renewal Law and the provisions of the proposed Urban
Renewal Plan and Cooperation Agreement. To clarify this intent, staff has revised
certain sections of the Urban Renewal Plan as follows:

Last sentence of Section 1.1 amended to say, “The administration of this project

and the enforcement and execution of this Plan are activities performed by the
Louisville Revitalization Commission (“LRC”).”
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SUBJECT: 550 SOUTH MCCASLIN BLVD. URBAN RENEWAL PLAN

DATE: SEPTEMBER 1, 2015 PAGE 2 OF 13

Section 2.7.2 is amended to say, “...it is the intent of the City Council in adopting
this Plan that LRC shall have the authority to exercise powers herein authorized
to be exercised by LRC under the Urban Renewal Law and which are necessary,
convenient or appropriate to accomplish the objectives of this Plan. It is the intent
of this Plan that LRC shall have the authority to exercise all such powers as may
now be possessed or hereafter granted to LRC for the elimination of qualifying
conditions within the Plan Area. Any exercise of such powers shall be in
accordance with the Urban Renewal Law and the provisions of this Plan and
applicable Cooperation Agreements.”

Council asked for information regarding Albertsons Counsel’s statement that Albertsons
has received no offers to remove the restrictive covenants. Regarding this issue,
Centennial Valley Investments has told staff that they have not made offers to
Albertsons to remove their restrictive covenant. However, they have made three
different offers to Albertsons to purchase the property outright from Albertsons. The
most recent offer was during a July 16, 2015 meeting attended by Albertsons/Safeway
Senior Real Estate Manager Lynn Miller, Centennial Valley Investments representative
Rick Dunn, and City staff Aaron DeJong and Malcolm Fleming. Rick Dunn has told staff
that Albertsons has not responded to any of the three offers. Centennial Valley
Investments and Albertsons may have further information on this topic.

Council also asked about prospective tenants for the property. Staff is aware of entities
that have expressed interest in the property but are precluded from operating there
because of the restrictive covenants. If Council approves the Urban Renewal Plan it
would facilitate the LRC issuing a request for proposals and responses to that RFP from
specific parties, which would outline the terms, conditions and timeline for occupying the
property and the specific tenants involved.

Finally, Council asked about staff’s offers to the potential buyer before they purchased
the property regarding actions to remove restrictive covenants. To address this issue,
staff has attached a copy of the January 6, 2014 letter from City Manager Fleming to
Centennial Valley Investments, as well as an August 24, 2012 letter from City Manager
Fleming to Walmart Realty, which was referenced in the January 6, 2014 letter. Both
letters note the negative impact of use restrictions on the property as well as other
significant issues contributing to the difficulty of attracting new tenants. The August 24,
2012 letter to Walmart Realty states, “...the City is exploring all options to allow for a
new owner to purchase the property without the use restrictions”. The January 6, 2014
letter to Centennial Valley Investments lists several factors, including restrictive use
covenants, contributing to the difficulty of attracting new tenants or new ownership for
the property and states, “City staff and | are willing to recommend to the Louisville City
Council actions to alleviate these factors if it would result in appropriate new tenants for
the property. Of course, any decision to approve, decline, or request changes to any
proposed economic development agreement is at the discretion of City Council.”
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SUBJECT: 550 SOUTH MCCASLIN BLVD. URBAN RENEWAL PLAN

DATE: SEPTEMBER 1, 2015 PAGE 3 OF 13

Staff’s willingness to recommending action is clearly conditioned on exploring options
and determining whether an action would likely result in appropriate new tenants.
Among the options staff has been exploring is encouraging private parties to
independently identify a use for the existing building that meets the zoning and private
restrictive covenants, either in their current form or though covenant changes agreed on
by the private owners. Centennial Valley Investments’ three different offers to
Albertsons, noted above, and staff’s attending the meeting between Albertsons’ and
Centennial Valley Investments’ representatives reflect this effort. Another option staff
has been exploring is the work that has culminated in staff recommending for Council’s
consideration the proposed Urban Renewal Plan. As noted above, adoption of the Plan
does not require condemnation, and any use of that power could not occur without
further actions and approvals by both the LRC and City Council, in their discretion.
Further, adoption of the Plan does not preclude any economic development agreements
or other City actions.

Albertsons August 27, 2015 Letter
Albertsons attorney Jonathon Bergman submitted another letter on August 27, 2015
listing the following concerns:

“Interactions Between the City Staff and Current Property Owners”

Bergman asserts that “City Staff has inappropriately aligned itself with Centennial Valley
Investments, whose interests are adverse to those of longstanding members of the
Louisville Community.” To support this assertion he cites the January 6, 2014 letter
from City Manager Fleming to Centennial Valley Investments. As noted above
regarding that letter, staff has not “aligned itself with Centennial Valley Investments”, but
has helped facilitate meetings between Albertsons and Centennial Valley Investments
so those parties might explore and negotiate an agreement.

Bergman also infers there is something inappropriate with Director Dedong’s assisting
Centennial Valley to draft a March 17, 2014 letter to the City. Centennial Valley was
unsure about the manner in which to request this action, so DeJong created a draft to
assist in the request. Such assistance is commonplace in DeJong’s work and reflects
his proactive approach in working with all members of the Louisville business
community.

“Lack of Transparency”

Bergman asserts there has been a lack of transparency regarding the Urban Renewal
Plan and suggests that emails from Michael Menaker to members of City Council
support this assertion. Bergman also asserts the City failed to notice property owners in
the community to commission a blight study of the Property. The notice for
commissioning the blight study was given in the manner required by State law. The
public information meeting (which is not required by State law) on the Conditions Survey
on July 7, 2014 was publicized in the same way as all boards and commission meetings
are published; 1) on the City’s website, and 2) at the public posting locations in the City.
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SUBJECT: 550 SOUTH MCCASLIN BLVD. URBAN RENEWAL PLAN

DATE: SEPTEMBER 1, 2015 PAGE 4 OF 13

The City Council meeting to consider a determination of blight followed State law
Section 31-25-107(b)(1) requiring notice to any owner of private property located in the
area that is the subject of the study. Public notice for the October 7, 2014 meeting
deciding whether blighting factors exist on the property was published in the Daily
Camera on September 6, 2014. The Daily Camera ran an article about the action on
July 24, 2014. Public notice of the July 6, 2015 public informational meeting on the Plan
(which is not required by State law) was mailed and posted at the property, as well as
noticed in the same manner as all board and commission meetings. Notice of the City
Council public hearing on the Plan followed State law.

“Deficiencies in the Blight Findings”

Bergman further asserts that the “City’s actions (to find blight) leave the impression that
the blight determination was a pretext to eliminate the use restrictions on the Property in
order to benefit one private party at the expense of others.” The Conditions Survey was
performed by a third party with experience in such matters (Urban Revitalization
Consulting) using an objective approach to identify blighting factors in accord with all
provisions of State law.

Regarding Bergman'’s other assertions, staff agrees with his stated preference to
“resolve these issues in a mutually beneficial fashion without resorting to litigation.”
Staff does want to continue to facilitate discussions with Albertson’s and Centennial
Valley with or without an approved Urban Renewal Plan to address the community’s
largest and most impactful vacancy.

SUMMARY (From August 18" Council Packet):

Staff is asking Council to take two actions. First, adopt a Resolution approving an Urban
Renewal Plan for 550 S. McCaslin Blvd, the former Sam’s Club Property. Second, adopt
a Resolution approving amendments to the Cooperation Agreement between the City
and the Louisville Revitalization Commission (LRC).

The proposed Urban Renewal Plan is intended to reduce, eliminate and prevent the
spread of blight within the urban renewal area at 550 S. McCaslin, the former Sam’s
Club. The objectives of the Plan include the following:

e Create a retail rich environment where area businesses and residents can be
successful

¢ Re-tenant or redevelop the property

e Increase retail activity by encouraging occupancy of the property

Approving the Plan would give the Louisville Revitalization Commission (LRC) certain
abilities to address the blighting factors preventing redevelopment of the former Sam’s
Club building on the property. Those abilities include:

e Develop and approve a project description
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SUBJECT: 550 SOUTH MCCASLIN BLVD. URBAN RENEWAL PLAN

DATE: SEPTEMBER 1, 2015 PAGE 5 OF 13

e Issue an RFP to solicit proposals for redevelopment Such proposals could
come from any interested parties including the property owner, interested
retailers and/or developers. An RFP would ask for proposals specifying:

+ Improvements planned for the site

Proposed uses and activities

Time frames for completing the proposed redevelopment actions
Requested City financial assistance, if any, such as sales tax rebates
How costs (including potential legal costs) would be financed

+ 4+ + +

e Negotiate a proposed redevelopment agreement and submit the proposed
redevelopment agreement to City Council for approval

e Use the power to acquire property by purchase through eminent domain as
authorized by the Urban Renewal Law to alleviate the qualifying conditions.

The Plan specifies in section 4.2.1 that any proposal to acquire property under the
power of eminent domain must first be approved by the affirmative vote of two-thirds of
the entire Louisville City Council. These abilities would be further subject to the terms of
a Cooperation Agreement (including proposed amendments to that Agreement)
between the City and the LRC. Section 5.d of that Agreement requires City Council
approval of any redevelopment agreement or other contract to carry out the purposes of
the Plan.

BACKGROUND:

The property located at 550 South McCaslin Boulevard encompasses approximately
13.16 acres in the McCaslin Boulevard area of Louisville and was formerly occupied by
a Sam’s Club facility, but has remained vacant since the store’s closing in early 2010.
The store’s closing has caused significant declines to the retail activity in and around
the area. The building is 127,000 square feet in size and cannot be divided into smaller
spaces without significant expense. Private restrictive covenants placed on the property
prevent many of the most viable potential reuses of the current building. The property
has a lack of full maintenance creating an impression the area is deteriorating. The
McCaslin Boulevard area is the main retail sales tax generating area in Louisville and
the minimal use of the property is lessening the retail viability of the area.

Wal-Mart actively marketed the property for over 3 years with brokerage firms CBRE
and SRS Realty. They were unsuccessful in finding a new owner for the building for a
retail purpose. Centennial Valley Investment, LLC (Centennial Valley) and Seminole
Land Holdings, LLC purchased the property in January 2014.

The City Council on May 6, 2014, directed staff to commission a Conditions Survey.
The Conditions Survey identified 4 blighting factors on the property. They are:

1) Faulty lot layout in relation to size, adequacy, accessibility, or usefulness:
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SUBJECT: 550 SOUTH MCCASLIN BLVD. URBAN RENEWAL PLAN

DATE: SEPTEMBER 1, 2015 PAGE 6 OF 13

a. Lot configuration results in former Sam’s Club building being narrow and
deep with respect to the front entrance, rather than shallow and wide
b. Building orientation makes it difficult to partition effectively; resulting
spaces would be too narrow and deep for adequate retail layout
c. Other non-retail uses that might be compatible with a deep, narrow layout
are prohibited
2) Deterioration of site or other improvements:
a. Facility is 127,000 square feet with a 600+ car parking lot, requiring
significant upkeep expenses
b. Currently only used during a small portion of the time by a community
church, which does not generate the revenue needed for full maintenance
c. Potholes, cracked parking curbs, and other signs of lower maintenance
levels are evident
3) Defective or unusual conditions of title rendering the title nonmarketable:
a. Restrictive covenants put in place at time of development to limit
competition between tenants and sharply limit entertainment uses
b. Most notable restriction is that no competing grocer to Albertsons is
allowed
c. More broad restrictions put in place during sale from Sam’s Club to current
owners after the store closed; this includes no stores selling a range of
merchandise “at a discount” allowed, which is the use the site was
originally developed for, and additional restrictions on entertainment uses
d. Viable tenants who would fully utilize the property would likely be
prevented from doing so
4) The existence of health, safety, or welfare factors requiring high levels of
municipal services or substantial physical underutilization or vacancy of sites,
buildings, or other improvements.
a. Underutilized property
b. Parking lot sits mostly empty during normal business hours
c. Community Church uses a small portion of the property during only a
small portion of the week

These blighting conditions limit the ability to re-tenant or redevelop the building for retail
purposes.

The City Council made a blight determination by approving Resolution No. 60, Series
2014 on October 7, 2014. Council did not give direction at that time to begin
preparation of an Urban Renewal Plan to address the blighting factors. The property
owner, Centennial Valley and the tenants, Low Cost Furniture and Ascent Church,
consented to the blight determination.

The City Council directed staff to prepare an Urban Renewal plan for the property on
January 20, 2015.
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SUBJECT: 550 SOUTH MCCASLIN BLVD. URBAN RENEWAL PLAN

DATE: SEPTEMBER 1, 2015 PAGE 7 OF 13

A public meeting was held on July 6, 2015 to summarize the Urban Renewal Plan and
answer questions from businesses and residents. Approximately 40 people attended.
Staff gave a presentation of the Urban Renewal Plan and the reasons for it. Most of the
questions from the audience related to what uses are currently allowed on the property,
what uses would be allowed on the property, and the processes required to change the
use of the property.

One step in the adoption of an Urban Renewal Plan is that the proposed plan must be
submitted the City’s Planning Commission for its review and recommendation as to its
conformity to the City’s Comprehensive Plan. The Planning Commission reviewed the
Plan at its July 9, 2015 and approved its Resolution 23, Series 2015 finding the Urban
Renewal Plan to be in conformity to the Comprehensive Plan.

In accordance with State of Colorado Statutes, the Urban Renewal Plan has also been
sent to the Boulder County Commissioners and Boulder Valley School District, notices
mailed to the property owners and businesses within the Plan area, and published in the
Boulder Daily Camera on July 14, 2015.

DISCUSSION:

The blighting factors identified on the property continue to limit potential for
redevelopment or re-tenanting the building. Staff has developed the attached Urban
Renewal Plan to provide tools to address the blighting factors on the property.

The Urban Renewal Plan Boundary map is included in the attached Urban Renewal
Plan as Figure 1. The boundaries of the Urban Renewal Area are the property lines for
550 South McCaslin Boulevard, the vacant Sam’s Club property.

Per state law, an urban renewal plan is subject to City Council approval and must be in
place for the Louisville Revitalization Commission to undertake any projects.

Proposed 550 S. McCaslin Urban Renewal Plan

The proposed Urban Renewal Plan is general in nature and supported by a conditions
survey prepared in July 2014 (included as an attachment). Elements of the Plan include
descriptions of the area, qualifying conditions of blight, redevelopment actions, and
project financing.

If approved, the LRC, as an urban renewal authority whose members are approved by
City Council, will implement Urban Renewal Plan.

Some specifics of this Urban Renewal Plan include the following:
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1) Section 2.1, Qualifying Conditions — The Plan reiterates the 4 blighting factors
found and adopted in City Council Resolution 60, Series 2014. Those factors
have been described above. The property owner and tenants of 550 S. McCaslin
have consented to the determination of blight on the property and to inclusion of
the property in an urban renewal area and plan.

2) Section 2.3, Planning Commission Approval — The Plan has been reviewed by
the Planning Commission as to its conformity with the Comprehensive Plan.

3) Section 2.4, Consultation — The Plan has been submitted to the County and the
Boulder Valley School District. Such submittal was mailed by July 14, 2015.

4) Section 2.7.1 — One or more of the projects may require the use of eminent
domain to acquire Property within the Plan Area as provided in this Plan. Such
actions may be necessary to eliminate defective or unusual conditions of title
rendering the title nonmarketable to prevent the spread of blight.

5) Section 3.1, The Plan as a Tool — The objectives for the Plan include the
following:
e Create a retail rich environment where area businesses and residents can
be successful.
e Re-tenant or redevelop the property.
e Increase retail activity by encouraging occupancy of the property.

6) Section 3.2, Plan Conforms to the City of Louisville Comprehensive Plan - This
Plan is intended to not only comply with the State statute, but also to conform to
the desires of the Louisville community as embodied in the Louisville
Comprehensive Plan (“Comprehensive Plan”). The Comprehensive Plan defines
the area as the focal point for a regionally significant commercial activity center
and shall remain the City’s primary retail center that is supported by a mix of land
uses including retail, office and residential.

7) Section 4.1, Redevelopment and Rehabilitation Actions — LRC is authorized to
negotiate and enter into Redevelopment Agreements and Cooperation
Agreements with landowners, developers, the City of Louisville, and investors
regarding appropriate projects throughout the Plan Area which will generate
increased sales and property tax revenues, and to enter into any other
agreements authorized or permitted under the Urban Renewal Law or other law.

8) Section 4.2, Property Acquisition — The power of eminent domain as authorized
by the Urban Renewal Law may be used to alleviate the qualifying conditions.
Eminent domain authority is limited only to property within the Urban Renewal
Area. Prior to use of eminent domain authority, the City Council must approve
such use by a two-thirds affirmative vote.

COUNCIL CO%MUNICATION




SUBJECT: 550 SOUTH MCCASLIN BLVD. URBAN RENEWAL PLAN

DATE: SEPTEMBER 1, 2015 PAGE 9 OF 13

9) Section 5.1, Tax Increment Financing — This Plan does not authorize use of tax
increment financing pursuant to Section 31-25-107(9), C.R.S. The use of tax
increment financing within the Plan Area can only be authorized by amendment
to this Plan.

The Urban Renewal Plan does not include any proposed changes to existing zoning,
development standards or review procedures, density, design guidelines or other land
use plans or regulations. Rather, the proposed Urban Renewal Plan provides that it will
follow and seek to implement the Comprehensive Plan and small area plans developed
and adopted by Planning Commission and City Council.

The current zoning for 550 S. McCaslin Blvd. is PCZD — Commercial/Residential under
the Centennial Valley Zoning. The Commercial component to the zoning applies to this
property. The uses outlined in City Code for PCZD-Commercial are:

Any retail trade or service business;

Professional, business and administrative offices;

Motels and hotels;

Cultural facilities, such as museums, theaters, art galleries and churches;

Pedestrian plazas and pedestrian ways, including such amenities as outdoor
art exhibit facilities, statuary, fountains and landscaping features;

Outdoor specialty uses, including sidewalk cafes and outdoor marketplaces to
provide unique congregating places for sales and shopper interests;

7. Recreational facilities, both indoors and outdoors, such as ice skating and
roller skating rinks which may be designed as integral parts of a center;

8. Restaurants, both indoor and drive-in types, food-to-go facilities, sidewalk
cafes;

9. Hospitals and medical clinics;
10. Transportation terminals, parking lots and parking buildings;
11. Animal hospitals and clinics;

12. Automobile service stations, subject to prescribed performance and
development standards;

13.Nursing and rest homes;
14.Small and large child care centers;
15. Financial offices, including banks and savings and loans;

16. Accessory structures and uses necessary and customarily incidental to the
uses listed in this section;

17.Governmental and public facilities;

18.Research/office and corporate uses, and facilities for the manufacturing,
fabrication, processing, or assembly of scientific or technical products, or other

ahhwn =
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products, if such uses are compatible with surrounding areas. In addition, such
facilities shall be completely enclosed and any noise, smoke, dust, odor, or
other environmental contamination produced by such facilities, confined to the
lot upon which such facilities are located and controlled in accordance with all
applicable city, state, or federal regulations;

19. Other uses as established by the city council as found to be specifically
compatible for commercial and office planning areas.

20.Limited wholesale sales as defined in_section 17.08.262 of this title are allowed
as a special review use.

21.Retail marijuana stores and retail marijuana testing facilities.

22.Mobile retail food establishments, mobile food vehicles and mobile vending
carts subject to prescribed performance and development standards outlined
in_section 17.16.310.

While the above describes the general menu of PCZD — Commercial uses under the
zoning code, uses are further limited by the PCZD General Development Plan, which
provides for a Commercial / Retail designation for the property. The uses on the
property are also limited by private restrictive covenants among the commercial
property owners bounded by McCaslin, Dillon, Cherry, and Dahlia streets. Those
restrictions include:

* No general merchandise discount department store other than on Lot 2 (Sam’s
Club)
* No supermarkets other than on Lot 1.
— Other lots can have less than 5,000 sf devoted to retail sale of food for off-
premise consumption
* Only Lot 2 may have an optical center
* Pharmacy only on Lots 1 and 2
* No more than 2 banks, unless banking is incidental to the primary use
* Only one fuel station
* Only one drive-thru restaurant selling hamburgers or ground beef products
+ Limited entertainment uses

At the time Centennial Valley purchased the property, the previous owner, Walmart,
required an additional restriction limiting uses further to no stores selling a range of
merchandise “at a discount” allowed, which is the use the site was originally developed.

Steps for Plan Implementation

Under the Urban Renewal Law, the City Council decides whether to approve an urban
renewal plan for a proposed urban renewal area. If a plan is approved, the Urban
Renewal Authority is then authorized to undertake projects to carry out the plan
consistent with the Urban Renewal Law, the plan and any related agreement, including
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in this case the City-LRC Cooperation Agreement. For a redevelopment project, the
Authority, as an initial step, will develop and approve a project description.

Within the redevelopment context, among the powers authorized to the LRC are the
powers to negotiate and enter into redevelopment agreements, acquire and dispose of
property, provide for improvements to carry out the plan, and undertake other activities.
Redevelopment agreements may include contractual provisions intended to carry out
the community’s objectives in adopting the plan. For example, a redevelopment
agreement can establish land use restrictions and covenants; set timelines and
deadlines for the commencement or completion of a project or project improvements;
establish operating requirements for uses; establish arrangements for acquisition and
disposition of property in the area, and detail financial agreements for project costs.

If the LRC decides to acquire and then dispose of property, either through eminent
domain or voluntary agreement, City Council approval would be needed under the
terms of the Urban Renewal Plan.

Under the Urban Renewal Law, an urban renewal authority is authorized to dispose of
real property in an area to private persons only under reasonable competitive bidding
procedures determined by the authority. Under these provisions, a request for
proposals (RFP), for which public notice by publication is required, is used to solicit
proposals for redevelopment from interested persons. The urban renewal authority then
considers the redevelopment proposals received and may negotiate with any person for
a redevelopment agreement that includes provisions for acquisition and transfer of
property. Under these and related provisions, urban renewal authorities have the power
to condemn property to remove blighting title conditions and then transfer the property
subject to covenants, conditions and restrictions as are in the public interest or
necessary to carry out the plan. As noted above, any redevelopment agreement of the
LRC is subject to City Council approval.

In sum, if the LRC chooses to pursue a project under which it would acquire and then
re-convey the property, typical steps would include development and approval of a
project description, issuance of an RFP to solicit proposals for redevelopment,
negotiations for a redevelopment agreement, submission of the proposed
redevelopment agreement to City Council, and thereafter steps to carry out the
redevelopment agreement. Any exercise of eminent domain would require City Council
consent; if the LRC is to acquire property and then transfer it to a private party, it must
have the fee owner’s consent or follow other detailed requirements.

City / LRC Cooperation Agreement

The City and LRC are parties to a Cooperation Agreement which provides for City
Council oversight and cooperation among the parties concerning activities of the LRC.
The City and LRC first entered into a Cooperation Agreement in 2006. A copy of the
current Cooperation Agreement is attached. The Cooperation Agreement applies to
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activities of the LRC generally, but was first entered into in conjunction with the adoption
of the Highway 42 Urban Renewal Plan and some provisions are tied to provisions of
that plan. Therefore, staff proposes amendments to the current Cooperation
Agreement, as follows:

1) Section 5.c and 5.d would be revised to confirm City Council approval is required
for any redevelopment agreement or for any sales tax TIF under any urban
renewal plan. The current language is tied to the Highway 42 Plan.

2) Section 10 would be revised to clarify that provisions of the section—regarding
continuing cooperation— apply to any urban renewal plan approved by City
Council.

3) Section 16 would be amended to reflect that organizational documents (LRC
Bylaws) have been revised; the Mayor is a member of the LRC.

4) Section 4.a would be revised to update the Costs and Expenses balance.

Attached is a revised Cooperation Agreement proposed for Council approval. The
attachment shows changes to the current Cooperation Agreement in redline format.

Options
The following are options/actions/routes that City Council has available to address the

continued vacancy at 550 S. McCaslin.

1) Encourage a retail use by addressing the blighting factors present on the
property through the Urban Renewal Plan.

2) Consider a rezoning of the property to allow for a wider range of uses beyond
what is currently allowed. Under the City Code, rezonings can be initiated by the
owner or the Planning Commission or City Council. While a rezoning is identified
here as an option for the site, rezonings are subject to separate public hearing
procedures and City Council should not discuss the substance or merits of a
rezoning as part of this urban renewal plan agenda item.

3) Continue to encourage private parties to independently identify a use for the
existing building that meets the zoning and private restrictive covenants, either in
their current form or though covenant changes agreed on by the private owners.

RECOMMENDATION:

City Council conduct a public hearing on the proposed 550 South McCaslin Urban
Renewal Plan. Staff recommends Resolution No. 58, Series 2015, approving the Urban
Renewal Plan. Staff recommends Resolution No. 59, Series 2015 approving an
Amended and Restated City-LRC Cooperation Agreement.
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ATTACHMENT(S):

Presentation

Planning Commission Resolution

Resolution Approving 550 South McCaslin Urban Renewal Plan

550 South McCaslin Urban Renewal Plan

550 South McCaslin Conditions Survey

Resolution Approving Amended and Restated Cooperation Agreement
Amended and Restated Cooperation Agreement between City and LRC
Public Notices, Referral Letters, Corporate Letters

January 6, 2014 Letter to Centennial Valley Investments

10 August 24, 2012 Letter to Walmart Realty

11.August 27, 2015 Letter from Jon Bergman to Sam Light
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550 S. McCaslin
Urban Renewal Plan
and
Cooperation Agreement

Amendment

Aaron Delong
September 1, 2015

Two Action Items

* Resolution approving an Urban Renewal Plan
for 550 S. McCaslin Blvd, the former Sam’s
Club Property

* Resolution approving amendments to the
Cooperation Agreement between the City and
the Louisville Revitalization Commission (LRC)
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Supplemental Information

Council Questions from August 18, 2015

* Changes made to UR Plan to clarify intent of
the Plan
— Changes to Section 1.1 and 2.7.2

* Centennial Valley has not asked Albertson’s to
remove their restriction
— Offers have been made for the property
— Latest offer has not received a response

Supplemental Information

* January 6, 2014 to Centennial Valley Inv.

— States worked with Walmart to set a realistic price
and reconsider restrictions.

— Highlights the issues upon the property, including
restrictive covenants

— Staff willing to recommend actions to alleviate the
issues on the property

— States “any decision to approve, decline, or request
changes to any proposed economic development
agreement is at the discretion of City Council.”
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Actions To Date
* Council directed a Conditions Survey
in May 2014

* Conditions Survey completed in July
2014

* Council determined the property
blighted October 2014

—Resolution 60 Series 2014

* Council directed UR Plan preparation
January 2015

Actions To Date

LRC reviewed draft UR Plan June 2015

Public Q & A meeting July 6, 2015

Planning Commission reviewed draft UR Plan

July 9, 2015

— Approved Resolution 23, Series 2015 finding the
UR Plan in conformity to the Comp. Plan

Notices sent to Property Owner and

businesses, County, BVSD and posted in Daily

Camera July 14, 2015
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UR Plan Objectives

The objectives for the Plan include:

* Create a retail rich environment where area
businesses and residents can be successful

* Re-tenant or redevelop the Property

* Increase retail activity by encouraging
occupancy of the Property

UR Plan: Conformity with Comp Plan

The Comprehensive Plan states the McCaslin
Urban Center shall:

* Serve as the focal point for a regionally
significant commercial activity center

* Remain the City’s primary retailing center that
is supported by a mix of land uses including
retail, office and residential

Planning Commission reviewed UR Plan and
found it to be in conformity with the Comp Plan
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550 S. McCaslin UR Plan

* Sam’s Club closed January 2010
— 13 acre property
— 128,000 sf building sitting mostly vacant
* New owner as of January 2014
 Several concerns arise from the vacancy:
— Reduces the viability of adjacent properties
— Could contribute to neighborhood decline
— Weakens the McCaslin Corridor
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Blight Factors

* Blight finding identified the following factors
present:

1. The existence of health, safety, or welfare
factors requiring high levels of municipal
services or substantial physical underutilization
or vacancy of sites, buildings, or other
improvements

2. Defective or unusual conditions of title
rendering the title non-marketable

3. Faulty Lot Layout
4. Deterioration of site or other improvements

Blight Factors

1. Substantial Physical Underutilization or
Vacancy of Buildings or Sites
— Underutilized property

— Parking lot sits mostly empty during normal
business hours

— Community Church uses property during only a
small portion of the week

— High profile location at gateway into Louisville from
US 36

— One of the main anchor retail properties in
shopping area
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Blight Factors

2. Defective or unusual conditions of title
rendering the title non-marketable

— Developed in 1990s as part of a retail center

— Restrictive covenants put in place at time of
development to limit competition between tenants
and sharply limit entertainment uses

— Limits several uses

Blight Factors

* Restrictive Covenants

— No general merchandise discount department store other
than on Lot 2

No supermarkets other than on Lot 1.

* Other lots can have less than 5,000 sf devoted to retail
sale of food for off-premise consumption

Only Lot 2 may have an optical center
Pharmacy only on Lots 1 and 2

No more than 2 banks, unless banking is incidental to the
primary use

— Only one fuel station

— Only one drive-thru restaurant selling hamburgers or ground
beef products
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Blight Factors

e Restrictive Covenants

— More broad restrictions put in place during sale
from Sam’s Club to current owners after the store
closed (owner can buy out restriction)

— No stores selling a range of merchandise “at a
discount” allowed, the use for which the site was
originally developed

— Viable tenants who would fully utilize the property
would likely be prevented from doing so

Blight Factors

3. Faulty Lot Layout

— Lot configuration results in former Sam’s Club building
being narrow and deep with respect to the front entrance,
rather than shallow and wide

— Building orientation makes it difficult to partition
effectively; resulting spaces would be too narrow and deep
for adequate retail layout

— Other non-retail uses that might be compatible with a
deep, narrow layout are prohibited
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Blight Factors

Hobby Lobby
On S. Boulder

Blight Factors

4. Deterioration of Site and Other
Improvements
— Facility is 127,000 square feet with a 600+ car
parking lot, requiring significant upkeep expenses
— Currently only used during a small portion of the

time by a community church, which does not
generate the revenue needed for full maintenance

— Potholes, cracked parking curbs, and other signs
of lower maintenance levels are evident
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Blight Factors

 Blighting factors continue to limit potential for
redevelopment or re-tenanting the building

* The Urban Renewal Plan outlines the tools
available to address the blighting factors

* Approving a plan must follow rules in State

Statute

— Planning Commission review as to its conformity
with the Comp Plan

Power of Eminent Domain

Plan Authorizes LRC to use eminent domain...

—Only as authorized by the Urban Renewal
Law to alleviate qualifying conditions

—Only for property within the Urban Renewal
Area

—Only after affirmative 2/3rds vote by City
Council

71
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Redevelopment Agreements

* LRC is authorized to negotiate and enter into
Redevelopment Agreements and Cooperation
Agreements

— LRC to develop a process to evaluate
Redevelopment Agreements

UR Plan Tools for LRC

Develop and approve a project description

Issue RFP to solicit proposals for redevelopment
Such proposals could come from any interested
parties including the property owner, interested
retailers and/or developers

Negotiate a proposed redevelopment
agreement and submit the proposed
redevelopment agreement to City Council for
approval

If approved by City Council, execute the
redevelopment agreement
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Elements of an RFP

An RFP would ask for proposals specifying:

Improvements planned for the site
Proposed uses and activities

Time frames for completing the proposed
redevelopment actions

Requested City financial assistance, if any,
such as sales tax rebates

How costs (including potential legal costs)
would be financed

UR Plan Does Not...

This Plan does not authorize use of tax increment
financing pursuant to Section 31-25-107(9), C.R.S.

— The use of tax increment financing within the Plan
Area can only be authorized by amendment to this
Plan.

This Plan does not change the allowed uses of the
property or approve any redevelopment plans.

— Change of use and redevelopments must go through
the City’s approval processes.
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Options to address continued vacancy
at 550 S. McCaslin

1. Continue to encourage property owners to resolve issues
. Expect private parties to identify a use for the existing building that:
—  Complies with existing zoning
—  Satisfies the private restrictive covenants, either in their current
form or though covenant changes agreed on by the private owners

2. Consider rezoning the property to allow for a wider range of
uses beyond what is currently allowed
— Rezonings may be initiated by the Owner, Planning Commission, or
City Council

—  Rezonings are subject to separate public hearing procedures and
would be a quasi-judicial action; Council should not discuss the
substance or merits of a rezoning as part of this agenda item

Options to address continued vacancy
at 550 S. McCaslin

3. Encourage a retail use by addressing the
blighting factors through an Urban Renewal Plan

— LRC would develop and approve a project description

— Issue RFP to solicit proposals for redevelopment Such
proposals could come from any interested parties
including the property owner, interested retailers
and/or developers

— Negotiate a proposed redevelopment agreement.
Submit the proposed redevelopment agreement to
City Council for approval

— If approved by City Council, execute the
redevelopment agreement
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Cooperation Agreement

* City and LRC have an agreement first approved in 2006.
— Amended in 2011

* Proposed changes to reflect multiple UR Plan areas in
the City

1. Section 5.c and 5.d to confirm City Council approval of
redevelopment agreements

2. Section 10 to clarify any UR Plan Area is covered by the
Agreement

3. Section 16 to reflect LRC’s bylaws have been revised

4. Section 4.a revised to update Costs and Expenses balance

* Small amount of expenses not paid at end of 2014. Paid in early
2015.

“ CitYuf .
550 S. McCaslin UR Plan L Louisville

COLORADO - SINCE 1878

Actions Requested

RESOLUTION Approving the 550 S. McCaslin
Urban Renewal Area

AND

RESOLUTION Approving an Amended And
Restated Cooperation Agreement between the
City and LRC
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RESOLUTION NO. 26
SERIES 2015

A RESOLUTION FINDING THE 550 S. MCCASLIN URBAN RENEWAL PLAN TO BE IN
CONFORMITY WITH THE COMPREHENSIVE PLAN AND RECOMMENDING
APPROVAL OF SAID URBAN RENEWAL PLAN

WHEREAS, pursuant to Colorado Revised Statutes Section 31-25-107(2), there has been
submitted to the Louisville Planning Commission the proposed 550 S. McCaslin Urban Renewal
Plan, dated August 2015 (the Plan), for the Commission’s review and recommendations as to the
Plan’s conformity with the City Comprehensive Plan; and

WHEREAS, the Louisville Planning Commission has held a public meeting to discuss the
conformity of the Plan with the City Comprehensive Plan, has provided public notice of such
meeting by posting and publication, and has received public comment on the Plan; and

WHEREAS, based on its review of the Plan and the other documents and comments
presented to it at said meeting, the Louisville Planning Commission hereby finds:

(a) That the Plan is in conformity with the City of Louisville Comprehensive Plan;

(b) That, in particular, the Plan does not seek to amend or alter the Comprehensive
Plan, but rather supports, implements, and will further the Comprehensive Plan; and

©) That, in particular, the Plan is in conformance with the goals, principles and
policies of the Comprehensive Plan;

NOW THEREFORE, BE IT RESOLVED by the Planning Commission of the City of
Louisville, Colorado, that based on the foregoing findings, and pursuant to C.R.S. Section 31-25-
107(2), the Planning Commission of the City of Louisville, Colorado does hereby find that the
proposed 550 S. McCaslin Urban Renewal Plan, dated August 2006 (the Plan), is in conformity
with the City of Louisville Comprehensive Plan and does hereby recommend City Council
approve such Plan.

PASSED AND ADOPTED this 9" day of July 2015.
By: L %f J

Chris Pritchard, Chair—"
ATTEST: Planning Commission

Awm Olennol_—

Ann O’Connell, Secretary
Planning Commission
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RESOLUTION NO. 58
SERIES 2015

A RESOLUTION APPROVING THE 550 SOUTH MCCASLIN URBAN RENEWAL
PLAN, DESIGNATING SUCH AREA AS APPROPRIATE FOR URBAN RENEWAL
PROJECTS PURSUANT TO THE 550 SOUTH MCCASLIN URBAN RENEWAL PLAN,
AND FINDING THAT THE ACQUISITION, CLEARANCE, REHABILITATION,
CONSERVATION, DEVELOPMENT, REDEVELOPMENT OR A COMBINATION
THEREOF OF SUCH AREA IS NECESSARY IN THE INTEREST OF THE PUBLIC
HEALTH, SAFETY, MORALS, AND WELFARE OF THE CITIZENS OF THE CITY
OF LOUISVILLE

WHEREAS, the Louisville Revitalization Commission (the “LRC”) is a public body
corporate and politic, and has been duly created, organized, established and authorized by the
City of Louisville, Colorado (the “City”) to transact business and exercise its powers as an urban
renewal authority, all under and pursuant to the Colorado Urban Renewal Law, constituting part
1 of article 25 of title 31, Colorado Revised Statutes, as amended (the “Law”); and

WHEREAS, the City of Louisville (the “City”) previously contracted with Urban
Revitalization Consulting to survey and document whether conditions that constitute a blighted
area, as defined in the Law, exist in the City of Louisville; and

WHEREAS, said consultants prepared a Conditions Survey, entitled 550 South McCaslin
Boulevard Conditions Survey (the “Conditions Survey”) dated July 2014 consisting of 31 pages,
a map of the area provided on page 15, and including a description of existing conditions and
photographs; and

WHEREAS, the City Council on October 7, 2014 held a public hearing for the purpose of
review and consideration of the Conditions Survey, at which time the Conditions Survey and
other evidence and testimony were presented to City Council; and

WHEREAS, upon consideration of the Conditions Survey and the other evidence and
testimony presented to City Council, the City Council on October 7, 2014 adopted its Resolution
No. 60, Series 2014 finding that the following area qualifies as a blighted area as defined in the
Law: Lot 2, Centennial Valley Parcel 0, Filing No. 7, County of Boulder, State of Colorado, with
an address of 550 South McCaslin Boulevard, Louisville, Colorado; and

WHEREAS, by its Resolution No. 60, Series 2015, the City Council found such
described area to be a blighted area as defined in the Law and appropriate for inclusion in an
urban renewal project pursuant to the Law; and

WHEREAS, there has been prepared for such area a proposed 550 South McCaslin
Urban Renewal Plan; and

WHEREAS, a legal description of the 550 South McCaslin Urban Renewal Plan Area
which is subject to the 550 South McCaslin Urban Renewal Plan is attached as Exhibit A to this
Resolution and as Exhibit A to the proposed 550 South McCaslin Urban Renewal Plan; and

Resolution No. 58, Series 2015
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WHEREAS, the City Council of the City of Louisville has adopted the 2013 Louisville
Comprehensive Plan, which is the general plan for the development of the City of Louisville; and

WHEREAS, the 550 South McCaslin Urban Renewal Plan has previously been submitted
to the Louisville Planning Commission for its review and recommendations as to conformity
with the 2013 Louisville Comprehensive Plan pursuant to C.R.S. §31-25-107(2); and

WHEREAS, the Louisville Planning Commission has determined that the 550 South
McCaslin Urban Renewal Plan does conform to the 2013 Louisville Comprehensive Plan and
recommended approval of the 550 South McCaslin Urban Renewal Plan by adoption of its
Resolution No. 23, Series 2015; and

WHEREAS, no property in the 550 South McCaslin Urban Renewal Plan has been
included in an urban renewal plan previously submitted to the City Council of the City of
Louisville; and

WHEREAS, the City Clerk of the City of Louisville has published the notice of the time,
place, and purpose of the public hearing to consider the adopting of the 550 South McCaslin
Urban Renewal Plan in the Daily Camera in conformance with C.R.S. 831-25-107(3); and

WHEREAS, the City of Louisville has provided written notice of the public hearing to
consider the adoption of this 550 South McCaslin Urban Renewal Plan to all property owners,
residents, and business owners within the 550 South McCaslin Urban Renewal Plan Area at their
last known addresses in conformance with C.R.S. 831-25-107(4)(c); and

WHEREAS, the Boulder County Commissioners were provided notification of and a
copy of the 550 South McCaslin Urban Renewal Plan as required by C.R.S. 831-25-107(3.5)(a);
and

WHEREAS, the Boulder Valley School District was provided notification of and a copy
of the 550 South McCaslin Urban Renewal Plan, notwithstanding that the 550 South McCaslin
Urban Renewal Plan Area includes no single- or multi-family residences; and

WHEREAS, the City Council of the City of Louisville has conducted a public hearing
and considered the public testimony received.

NOW, THEREFORE, BE IT RESOLVED BY THE CITY COUNCIL OF THE CITY
OF LOUISVILLE, COLORADO:

1. The foregoing recitals are incorporated in and made a part of this Resolution.

2. As found and declared by City Council Resolution No. 60, Series 2014, blight, as
defined by C.R.S. §31-25-103(2), is present in the 550 South McCaslin Urban Renewal Plan
Area. The following blight factors are present said Area: Faulty lot layout in relation to size,
adequacy, accessibility, or usefulness; deterioration of site or other improvements; defective or
unusual conditions of title rendering the title nonmarketable: and the existence of health, safety,
or welfare factors requiring high levels of municipal services or substantial physical
underutilization or vacancy of sites, buildings, or other improvements.

Resolution No. 58, Series 2015
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3. As found and declared by City Council Resolution No. 60, Series 2014, the 550
South McCaslin Urban Renewal Plan Area is a blighted area and is appropriate for an urban
renewal project pursuant to Part 1 of Article 25 of Title 31, C.R.S.

4. The 550 South McCaslin Urban Renewal Plan satisfies applicable requirements of
C.R.S. §31-25-105.5.

5. The principal purpose for the adoption of the 550 South McCaslin Urban Renewal
Plan is to facilitate redev