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Discharge Date:
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Consent Agenda 


AGENDA ITEM or FINAL CONTRACT REVIEW SUBMITTAL FORM 


 Revised April 2013


Comments:


Reviewed by:


Comments:


Worksession


Follow Up Agenda Date:Agenda Date:


MBirnie 7/19/2013


7/12/13


Board of County Commissioners' Signature


$5,264


This was originally on the 6/18 agenda & was approved & signed. This is a corrected budget that CDPHE send out on 7/16. This must be returned by
7/26.


Colorado Department of Public Health and Environment; Additional Funding for Amendment 35 Immunizations; Purchase Order #OE FHA
EPI13000(070); 7/1/13 thru 12/31/13; $5,264


cworrall@gunnisoncounty.org


Lnienhueser


12/31/2013


7/19/2013


Gunnison County & CDPHE


N/A8/6/2013


B. Lucero for C. Worrall







July 16, 2013 
 
Dear Colleagues, 
 
An error was made in the original document your agency received regarding the 2013 - 2014 
state Amendment 35 Immunization funds. 
 
Page two of the original letter included a modified budget with the amount of your agency’s 
funding increase.  The amount listed in the column entitled “State Amendment 35 funding 
amount to be added for 7/1/13-12/31/13 (state funds)” incorrectly listed the full funding amount 
your agency will receive for the year (July 1, 2013 - June 30, 2014) instead of the six-month 
amount or half of the number listed. 
 
As stated previously, the first half of the state Amendment 35 funds will be added to your current 
2013 federal Immunization Core Services grant for the period of July 1, 2013 (now August 15, 
2013) through December 31, 2013.  Beginning in January 2014, in order to reduce the paperwork 
related to the Immunization Core Services grant and the Amendment 35 grant, and because the 
required activities are the same, the two funding sources will be combined into one new contract 
called Immunization Core Services.  The second half of the 2013 - 2014 state Amendment 35 
funds will be added to this new contract that will begin on January 1, 2014. From that time 
forward, any new funding that is added to the Immunization Core Services contract will be added 
through a grant funding letter that is much simpler and quicker to process. You will receive 
additional information about this process later this year.  
 
Page two of this letter includes a corrected budget with the amount of your agency’s funding 
increase for the 2013 – 2014 state Amendment 35 Immunization funds. In order to receive this 
funding, please transfer page two onto your agency’s letterhead, sign and return the form to us 
via e-mail attachment to cdphe.cisinvoice@state.co.us, or fax 303-691-6118, no later than July 
26, 2013. 
 
Upon receipt of the signed form, this funding will be added to your agency’s 2013 federal 
Immunization Core Services purchase order and will be included in the automatic third and 
fourth quarter payments sent to you. An updated purchase order will be emailed to you by the 
Colorado Immunization Section once the modification has been approved. If you have any 
questions, please contact Teri Lindsey, (teri.lindsey@state.co.us), 303-692-2732. 
 
We apologize for any inconvenience this error has caused. 
 
Sincerely, 
 
 
 
Diana Herrero, MS 
Interim Immunization Section Director 









		Agenda Item - Additional Funding for Amendment 35 Immunizations Completed Form
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Comments:


Reviewed by:


Comments:


Worksession


Follow Up Agenda Date:Agenda Date:


Sufficient appropriation in 2013 budget, Sage Grouse Fund, to cover this cost.


MBirnie 7/29/2013


ASAP


Discussion


$2,250 in 2013; $2,250 in 2014


For a number of year the landfill has had a raven take permit trying to reduce the number of ravens and subsequently reduce their impact on sage-
grouse. During the discussions earlier this year about increasing the area managed and he methods of control. The proposal was brought forward to
learn more about raven behavior.


Application for Gunnison Sage Grouse Conservation Trust Funds; Raven Study at the Gunnison County Landfill; Dr. Patrick Magee; $4,500


mcrosby@gunnisoncounty.org


Lnienhueser


12/31/2014


7/25/2013


Gunnison County & Patrick Magee


N/A8/6/2013


B. Lucero fro M. Crosby
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ATrezise


No cost for Gunnison County associated with this item.


MBirnie 7/30/2013


6/18/2013


The attached, revised deeds addresses the legal concerns/reasons for return and can now be approved by board. AT


Board of County Commissioners' Signature


User fees will cover costs.  No fees associated with this.


The Quit Claim Deed transfers the ownership of the small parcel of land on which Gunnison Heights Subdivision's well is located to Gunnison
County. The transfer is necessary as part of the agreement for the connection of Gunnison Heights to the Antelope Hills Water System. The well has
been disabled, but the connection to the central distribution line was used.


Quit Claim Deed & Statement of Authority; Gunnison Heights Subdivision Association; Approximately 0.191 Acres Identified as the "Common
Area" on the Plat Titled "Plat of Gunnison Heights Subdivision W1/2NE1/4 Sec 3, T49N, R1W, NMPM, Gunnison County, Colorado" Recorded in
the Records of the Office of Clerk and Recorder of Gunnison County, Colorado on June 14, 1984, Bearing Reception No: 381601


7/30/2013


mcrosby@gunnisoncounty.org


Lnienhueser 6/12/2013


Gunnison County & Gunnison Heights Subdivision Association


N/A8/6/2013


B. Lucero for M. Crosby
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The document has beed corrected to show the correct termination date of June 30, 2014


ATrezise


MBirnie 7/30/2013


7/22


Board of County Commissioners' Signature


DNA Diagnostics Center; Paternity Testing for Child Support Services


Agreement for Genetic Testing Services; DNA Diagnostics Center; Paternity Testing; 7/22/13 thru 6/30/14


7/9/2013


rbrown@gunnisoncounty.org


Lnienhueser


6/30/2014


7/24/2013


Gunnison County & DNA Diagnostics Center


N/A8/6/2013


B. Lucero for R. Brown
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AGREEMENT FOR GENETIC TESTING SERVICES 
 
 


THIS AGREEMENT is made and entered into this 22nd day of July 2013, by and 
between the GUNNISON COUNTY, CO, hereinafter “County” and DNA Diagnostics 
Center, hereinafter “Contractor”. 


 
I. RECITALS 


 
WHEREAS, COUNTY is in need of professional genetic testing services; and  


WHEREAS, CONTRACTOR is a licensed and accredited genetic testing facility which 
provides paternity testing services to Child Support Enforcement agencies in the State 
of Colorado. 


NOW, THEREFORE, based on the foregoing recitals, the parties hereto agree as 
follows: 


 
II. CONTRACTOR RESPONSIBILITIES 


A. Perform on every case referred to DDC by Gunnison County, CO testing to a 
probability of paternity of 99.9% or better and a paternity index of 1000 or better. 
Exclusions of an alleged father must be found in a minimum of three genetic systems 
for determination of non-paternity. 
 
B. Turn around time for test results is a median of 5 calendar days.  Within 5 
calendar days the County will receive either a final report or a request for redraw or an 
explanation for delayed test results with an indication of when the results will be 
available. 
 
C. Perform all testing in accordance with AABB standards. 
 
D. Confirm all exclusions in multiple systems. (Minimum of 3 exclusions) 
 
E. Provide all supplies necessary for the collection, prevention of tampering, 
preservation, preparation and shipment of specimens in a manner that precludes 
contamination or substitution of specimens and ensures the specimens’ integrity. 
 
F. Provide for the pickup of genetic samples from a designated location for 
delivery to DDC and maintain documentation of chain of custody 
 
G.       Maintain AABB accreditation throughout the term of the contract. 
 
H. Provide a qualified expert witness at no cost. The County must contact DDC at 


least two weeks prior to trial at the following phone number 1-800-310-9868 to make 
arrangements for expert testimony.  Telephonic testimony or telephone depositions 
are at no charge.  DDC will not be responsible for court reporter costs. There is no 
charge for any telephone consultation.   


 
I. Provide the same services for Intrastate and Interstate cases. 
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J. Provide testing to the extent possible even if specimens from all parties are not 
available. 


 
K. Provide concise monthly summary statement of all work completed. 
 
L. DDC will not charge the County for a “draw charge” or “no show” 
charge in the event a client does appear at the scheduled time and location for the 
collection of their sample.  The County will be notified in the event of any no show. 
 
M.   Provide access to CaseTrac Plus, DDC’s web based document management 
and scheduling tool.  The site of this information is secure and accessible via the use of 
a UserID and Password. 
 


III. COUNTY RESPONSIBILITIES 
 
A. The County agrees to pay Contractor upon presentation of proper claim (in the 
form determined by County) by Contractor and subject to the approval of Gunnison 
County. 
 
B. Contractor will bill the County once per month.  The County will pay invoices 
within 30 days of receipt.  Contractor will be paid by the County at the rate of $32 per 
individual tested, $96 per trio.  This rate includes sample collection provided by county 
staff; testing to a 99.9%or greater probability or determining multiple exclusions 
(minimum of three); overnight transportation; the cost of redraws in the rare event such 
is necessary; and the cost of expert testimony, should such be required.  “Motherless” 
cases will be paid at the rate of $32 per individual tested.  
 
IV. TERM 


This Agreement shall commence on the date hereinabove entered into and shall 
terminate on June 30, 2014, unless earlier terminated as hereinafter provided. The 
county may renew this agreement on a yearly basis under the same terms by mutual 
agreement.   


 
V. DUE PERFORMANCE – DEFAULT 


 
 Each party to the Agreement undertakes the obligation that the other’s  
expectation of receiving the performance due under the terms of this Agreement will not  
be impaired.  Upon occurrence of any default of the provisions of this Agreement, a 
party shall give written notice of said default to the party in default.  If the party in 
default does not cure the default within 30 days of the date of that notice (i.e. the 
time to cure) then such party shall be in default.  The time to cure may be extended at  
the discretion of the party giving notice.  Any extension of time to cure shall be in  
writing executed by both parties and must specify the reason(s) for the extension and  
the date the extension of time to cure expires. 
 
 Notice given under this provision shall specify the alleged default and the 
applicable Agreement provision and shall demand that the party in default perform the 
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provisions of this Agreement within the applicable time period.  No such notice shall be  
deemed a termination of this Agreement, unless the party giving notice so elects in that  
notice, or so elects in a subsequent written notice after the time to cure has expired. 
 


VI. TERMINATION 
 


The Agreement may be terminated as follows: 
 
A. By mutual written consent of the parties; or  
 
B. At any time and without cause, Gunnison County shall have the right in its sole 
discretion, to terminate this Agreement by giving 30 days written notice to Contractor.  
In the event of such termination, County shall pay Contractor for services rendered to 
such date. 
 
C. If Contractor should fail to perform any of its obligations hereunder, within the 
time and in the manner hereinbefore provided, or otherwise violates any of the terms of 
this Agreement, County may terminate this Agreement by giving Contractor written 
notice of immediate termination, stating the reason for such termination.  In such event, 
County shall pay for all services satisfactorily rendered and expenses incurred 
hereunder, provided, however, that there shall be deducted from such amount the 
amount of damage, if any, sustained by County by virtue of the breach of any 
agreement by Contractor.  County may terminate this Agreement in the event of the 
Contractor’s bankruptcy, insolvency, or the dissolution of the Contractor’s business. 
 


VII. INSURANCE 
 


Contractor shall under this Agreement provide all the insurance required herein, 
Certificates of insurance will be submitted to County, Contractor shall not allow any 
subcontractor to commence work on his subcontract until the insurance required of the 
subcontractor has been obtained. 


Certificates evidencing the issuance of the following insurance shall be filed with 
the County within ten (10) days after the date of execution of this Agreement. 
 
A. Commercial General Liability.  Contractor shall procure and maintain, at 


Contractor’s own expense during the term hereof, upon himself and his 
employees at all times during the course of this Agreement, Commercial General 
Liability Insurance (Occurrence Form CG0001) for bodily injury, personal injury, 
and broad form property damage, in an amount of not less than One Million 
dollars ($1,000,000.00) combined single limit coverage per occurrence, including 
but not limited to endorsements for the following coverages: Personal and 
advertising injury, Premises-operations, Products and completed operations, 
Blanket contractual, and Independent contractor’s liability. 


B. Professional Liability Insurance. Contractor shall procure and maintain, at 
Contractor’s own expense during the term hereof, Professional Liability 
Insurance for protection against claims arising out of the performance of services 
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under this Agreement caused by errors, omissions, or other acts for which 
Contractor, its employees, subcontractors, and agents are liable. Said insurance 
shall be written with limits of not less than One Million Dollars ($1,000,000.00).  If 
said insurance is written on a claims made form, insurance shall be maintained 
and evidence of insurance must be provided for at least one (1) year after 
completion of the work under this Agreement. 


 
  


VIII. INDEMNIFICATION-HOLD HARMLESS 


Contractor shall indemnify and defend County and its officers, employees, and 
agents against and hold them harmless from any and all claims, losses, damages, and 
liability for damages, including attorney’s fees and other costs of defense incurred by 
County, whether for damage to or loss of property, or injury to or death of person, 
including properties of County and injury to or death of County officials, employees or 
agents, arising out of, or connected with Contractor’s operations hereunder or the 
performance of the work described herein, unless such damages, loss, injury or death is 
caused solely by the negligence of County. 


 
IX. CONTRACTOR’S WARRANTIES 


 
A. Standard of Care.  Contractor represents that it is specially trained, licensed, 


experienced, and competent to perform all the services, responsibilities, and 
duties specified therein and that such services, responsibilities, and duties shall 
be performed, whether by Contractor or designated subcontractors, in a manner 
according to generally accepted practices of the medical profession. 


 
B. Non-Discrimination in Employment.  In the performance of the work authorized 


under this Agreement, Contractor shall not unlawfully discriminate against any 
qualified worker because of race, religious creed, color, sex, sexual orientation, 
national origin, ancestry, physical disability, mental disability, mental condition, 
marital status, or age. 


 
Contractor shall, in all solicitations or advertisements for employees placed by or 
on behalf of the Contractor, state that all qualified applicants will receive 
consideration for employment without regard to race, color, sex, sexual 
orientation, national origin, ancestry, physical disability, mental disability, mental 
condition, marital status, or age. 


 
C. HIPAA Compliance.  Contractor will adhere to Titles 9 and 22 and all other 


applicable Federal and State statutes and regulations, including the Health 
Insurance Portability and Accountability Act of 1996 (HIPPA) and will make his 
best efforts to preserve data integrity and the confidentiality of protected health 
information. 


 
D. Safety Responsibilities.  Contractor will adhere to all applicable OSHA 
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requirements in performing work pursuant to this Agreement.  Contractor agrees 
that in the performance of work under this Agreement, Contractor will provide for 
the safety needs of its employees and will be responsible for maintaining the 
standards necessary to minimize health and safety hazards. 


 
 


X. ASSIGNMENT 
 


Contractor shall not assign any interest in this Agreement and shall not transfer 
any interest in the same without the prior written consent of County, except that claims 
for money due or to become due the Contractor from County under this Agreement may 
be assigned by the Contractor to a bank, a trust company, or other financial institution 
without such approval.  Written notice of any such transfer shall be furnished promptly 
to the County.  Any attempt at assignment of rights under this Agreement except for 
those specifically consent to by both parties or as stated above shall be void. 
 


XI. INDEPENDENT CONTRACTOR 
 


It is specifically understood and agreed that in the making and performance of 
this Agreement, Contractor is an independent contractor and is not an employee, agent, 
or servant of County.  Contractor is not entitled to any employee benefits.  County 
agrees that Contractor shall have the right to control the manner and means of 
accomplishing the result contracted for herein. 


Contractor is solely responsible for the payment of all federal, state, and local 
taxes, charges, fees, or contributions required with respect to Contractor and 
Contractor’s officers, employees, and agents who are engaged in the performance of 
this Agreement (including without limitation, unemployment insurance, social security, 
and payroll tax withholding). 
 


XII. MODIFICATION  
 


This Agreement may only be modified by a written amendment hereto, executed 
by both parties.  However, matters concerning scope of services which do not affect the 
agreed price may be modified by mutual written consent of Contractor and County 
executed by the Department of Child Support Services. 
 


XIII. ATTORNEY’S FEES AND COSTS 
 


If any action at law or in equity is necessary to enforce or interpret the terms of 
this Agreement, the prevailing party shall be entitled to reasonable attorney’s fees, 
costs, and necessary disbursements in addition to any other relief to which such party 
may be entitled. 
 


XIV. OWNERSHIP OF DOCUMENTS 
 


All non-proprietary reports, information, and/or other documents or materials 
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prepared by and/or submitted to Contractor hereunder shall become property of County. 
In the event of the termination of this Agreement for any reason whatsoever, Contractor 
upon request by the County shall promptly turn over said reports, information, and/or 
other documents or materials to County without exception or reservation. 


 
 


XV. NOTICES 
 
 All notices that are required to be given by one party to the other under this 
Agreement shall be in writing and shall be deemed to have been given if delivered 
personally or enclosed in a properly addressed envelope and deposited with the United 
States Post Office for delivery by registered or certified mail addressed to the parties at 
the following address, unless such address changed by notice, in writing, to the other 
party. 
 
To the County: Gunnison County 
   225 N. Pine Street, Suite A 
   Gunnison, CO 81230 
 
To DDC:  DNA Diagnostics Center 
   Contract Manager 
   One DDC Way 
   Fairfield, OH 45014 
 


 
XIV. CONFIDENTIALITY 


 
Contractor will ensure that all data, records and other documentation provided by 


County to Contractor or recorded by Contractor as necessary to provide the services 
specified herein to County, will be kept strictly confidential, and that Contractor, 
Contractor’s employees and agents will not disclose Gunnison County case information 
except to authorized Gunnison County personnel and others authorized by State, 
Federal, and County regulations governing confidentiality of records. 


 
XVII. SEVERABILITY 


 
If any provision of this Agreement is held to be unenforceable, the remainder of 


this Agreement shall be severable and not affected thereby. 
 


XVIII. NON-APPROPRIATION  
 


 In the event County is unable to obtain funding at the end of each fiscal year for 
genetic testing services required during the next fiscal year, County shall have the right 
to terminate this Agreement, without incurring any damages or penalties, and shall not 
be obligated to continue performance under this Agreement.   
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XXIV. METHOD AND PLACE OF GIVING NOTICE, SUBMITTING 
BILLS AND MAKING PAYMENTS: 


 
All notices, bills and payments shall be made in writing and may be given by 


personal delivery or by mail.  Notices, bills and payments sent by mail should be 
addressed as follows: 


 
  THE COUNTY:  Gunnison County  
      225 N. Pine Street, Suite A 
      Gunnison, CO 81230 


 
THE CONTRACTOR: DNA Diagnostics Center 
    One DDC Way 
    Fairfield, OH 45014  
 


and when so addressed, shall be deemed given upon deposit in the United States Mail, 
postage prepaid.  In all other instances, notice, bills and payments are to be given by 
giving notice pursuant to this paragraph. 


 
 


COUNTY and CONTRACTOR have executed this Agreement on the day and 
year first written above. 
 
COUNTY OF GUNNISON    DNA Diagnostics Center 
 
 
_______________________________  ____________________________ 
Authorized Signature    John Srsen, CFO 


Federal Taxpayer I.D. No: 26-4435457 
_______________________________ 
Printed Name 
 
ATTEST:       ATTEST: 
 
BY: ____________________________  BY:_________________________ 
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 Revised April 2013


Comments:


Reviewed by:


Comments:


Worksession


Follow Up Agenda Date:Agenda Date:


The insurance certificate information has been corrected on the contract.


ATrezise


Renewal of on-going agreement for services.  2013 adopted budget includes sufficient allocaitons to cover this cost.


MBirnie 7/30/2013


when executed


Board of County Commissioners' Signature


None-HB 1451 incentive Funds will be used


Professional Service Agreement with Monica Bilow for services for FAST involved youth and families,


Professional Service Agreement; Monica Bilow; Provide Services to the Office of Juvenile Services Regarding Assessment, Service Planning, Case
Management and Clinical Services to Promote Health and Wellness to Individuals and Families Referred from Gunnison County Family Advocacy
and Support Team through the Office of Juvenile Services; 8/6/13 thru 6/30/14


7/23/2013


mdougherty@gunnisoncounty.org


Lnienhueser


6/30/2014


7/24/2013


Gunnison County & Monica Bilow


N/A8/6/2013


B. Lucero for M. Dougherty
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Term Begins: Term Ends: Grant Contract #:
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Finance Review: Not Required


County Attorney Review: Required Not Required


Regular Agenda Time Allotted:


Action Requested:


Parties to the Agreement:


AgendaTitle: 


Summary:


Fiscal Impact:


Submitted by:


Certificate of Insurance Required


Reviewed by: Discharge Date:


Yes           No
Reviewed by: Discharge Date:


County Manager Review:


Discharge Date:


Required


Comments:


Consent Agenda 


AGENDA ITEM or FINAL CONTRACT REVIEW SUBMITTAL FORM 


 Revised April 2013


Comments:


Reviewed by:


Comments:


Worksession


Follow Up Agenda Date:Agenda Date:


ATrezise


$150,000 was budgeted for this system.  This includes roll out for approx. 25% of future users.  If well received, this software has the
potential to eliminate the need for long-term storage of documents.  Scanning and archival processes reduce retrieval time and storage needs
while increasing access, security and retention control.


MBirnie 7/30/2013


when executed


Board of County Commissioners' Signature


Laserfiche Document Management System. Gunnison has worked with Peak Performance on a workflow pilot project, License would continue use of
current system as designed and start implementing file archiving for the Finance office. The licensing will also be used for additional workflow and
archiving project to be defined later.


Software Sales Order; Peak Performance Imaging Solutions; Laserfiche Document Management System; $35,287


7/24/2013


mlee@gunnisoncounty.org


Bcowan 7/24/2013


Gunnison County and Peak Performance Imaging Solutions


N/A8/6/2013


B. Lucero fro M. Lee







PEAK PERFORMANCE IMAGING SOLUTIONS 
135 West 11th St • P.O. Box 1968 • Silverthorne, CO 80498 


Phone: (970) 262-2555 , (970) 949-9732 or (800) 260-8806 
Facsimile: (970) 262-6965     
 


SSSSOFTWARE OFTWARE OFTWARE OFTWARE SSSSALES ALES ALES ALES OOOORDERRDERRDERRDER    
    


Bill To:      Bill To:      Bill To:      Bill To:      Gunnison County GovernmentGunnison County GovernmentGunnison County GovernmentGunnison County Government Date:Date:Date:Date:    7/22/2013 
221 Wisconson Avenue         
Gunnision, CO 81230         
         


Ship To:   Ship To:   Ship To:   Ship To:   Gunnision County GovernmentGunnision County GovernmentGunnision County GovernmentGunnision County Government Customer PO #:Customer PO #:Customer PO #:Customer PO #:     
221 Wisconson Avenue         
Gunnision, CO 81230         


Contact Person:Contact Person:Contact Person:Contact Person:  Mike Lee    PPIS Sales Order #:PPIS Sales Order #:PPIS Sales Order #:PPIS Sales Order #:     
Phone Number:Phone Number:Phone Number:Phone Number:   970.641.7917      
Email:Email:Email:Email:   mlee@gunnisoncounty.org      
 


Salesperson:Salesperson:Salesperson:Salesperson:    Payment Terms:Payment Terms:Payment Terms:Payment Terms:    
Jen  Harris      Net 15     Net 15     Net 15     Net 15          COD     COD     COD     COD          Per LeasePer LeasePer LeasePer Lease    


     Rental     Rental     Rental     Rental          Other Other Other Other     
 


QuantityQuantityQuantityQuantity    Item#Item#Item#Item#    DescriptionDescriptionDescriptionDescription    UnitUnitUnitUnit    TotalTotalTotalTotal    
25 ENFPL RIO Laserfiche System with 25 Named users 


Includes Advanced Audit Trail, WebAccess, Laserfiche 
Mobile, Digital Signatures, Unlimited Repositories and 
Unlimted Laserfiche servers 


$ 900.00 $22,500.00 


25 ERM Records Management $  90.00 $2,250.00 


25 MFRM Laserfiche Forms $  90.00 $2,250.00 


1 IA Import Agent $1,500.00 $1,500.00 


     


     


     


     


     
 


 Taxable Taxable Taxable Taxable Software Software Software Software Subtotal:Subtotal:Subtotal:Subtotal: $28,500.00 
    Tax  @Tax  @Tax  @Tax  @                    %:%:%:%: EXEMPT 
 Annual Basic Annual Basic Annual Basic Annual Basic Support System:Support System:Support System:Support System:    $5,700.00 
 Credit for Pilot System:Credit for Pilot System:Credit for Pilot System:Credit for Pilot System:    -$3,663.00 


 Total Due:Total Due:Total Due:Total Due: $30,537.00 
    


    


XXXX                            


Customers Authorized SignatureCustomers Authorized SignatureCustomers Authorized SignatureCustomers Authorized Signature        DateDateDateDate        PPIS Officer SignaturePPIS Officer SignaturePPIS Officer SignaturePPIS Officer Signature        DateDateDateDate    
(Authorized signature acknowledging terms/conditions above and reverse side) (Order is not binding until accepted by PPIS Officer) 
    


********IF ACQUIRING CONNECTIF ACQUIRING CONNECTIF ACQUIRING CONNECTIF ACQUIRING CONNECTED DIGITAL COPIER /PED DIGITAL COPIER /PED DIGITAL COPIER /PED DIGITAL COPIER /PRINTER, PLEASE REVIERINTER, PLEASE REVIERINTER, PLEASE REVIERINTER, PLEASE REVIEW AND SIGN SCOPE OF W AND SIGN SCOPE OF W AND SIGN SCOPE OF W AND SIGN SCOPE OF RESPONSIBILITY AGREERESPONSIBILITY AGREERESPONSIBILITY AGREERESPONSIBILITY AGREEMENT ON REVERSE SIDEMENT ON REVERSE SIDEMENT ON REVERSE SIDEMENT ON REVERSE SIDE********    
 (For customers convenience, Peak Performance Imaging Solutions may 


accept a FACSIMILE COPY of this document with facsimile signatures.  
Customer agrees a facsimile copy will be treated as an original document 
and will be admissible as evidence of this Sales Order.) 


Billing &/or ShippiBilling &/or ShippiBilling &/or ShippiBilling &/or Shipping Comments:ng Comments:ng Comments:ng Comments:    
    
    







SALES ORDER TERMS & CONDITIONSSALES ORDER TERMS & CONDITIONSSALES ORDER TERMS & CONDITIONSSALES ORDER TERMS & CONDITIONS    
1. This Purchase Order Agreement states the entire agreement between Customer and Peak Performance Imaging Solutions (Identified as PPIS or PPC in associated documents).  No 


other agreements or representations exist in connection with this order.  Modifications or additions are subject to PPIS’s agreement, in writing.  PPIS rejects any terms and 
conditions which add to, limit or alter these terms, however stated.  Customer's signature on an order or acceptance of delivery shall constitute Customer's acceptance of these 
terms and conditions. 


2. This Purchase Order Agreement shall be effective only upon written acceptance by PPIS at its home office without notice to Customer.  PPIS has sole disrecion to cancel order after 
being accepted by PPIS. 


3. If Customer's order is accompanied by a deposit payment, Customer authorities PPIS to collect and deposit such payment in PPIS’s account pending acceptance or rejection of 
Customer's order.  If PPIS rejects Customer's order, Customer's deposit payment will be refunded without interest.  If PPIS accepts Customer's order, Customer's deposit payment will 
be credited against the amount due PPIS on Customer's order.  In the event Customer fails to accept or pay for ordered PPIS equipment or programming, PPIS shall have the right 
to retain and apply such deposit toward satisfaction of resulting damages incurred by PPIS and as partial compensation for the value of any benefits conferred on Customer by 
PPIS. 


4. Title and all risk of loss or destruction or damage to the ordered equipment shall pass to Customer upon delivery. 


5. Customer agrees to be responsible for damages incurred to equipment due to electrical surges, variances of electrical current, or telephone line spikes at Customers location.  PPIS 
offers to all Customers several high quality surge protectors/line filters, as well as models which include telephone line suppression.  These are made available at discounted prices. 


6. Until full payment of the stated purchase price or in the case of a rental for the full rental term, Customer grants PPIS a security interest in the purchased or rented equipment and 
or service and their proceeds in accordance with the Uniform Commercial Code.  This document may be filed by PPIS as a Security Agreement.  Copies or reproductions of this 
document or any financing statements, where permitted by law, may be filed without Customer's signature.  Customer will executed any documents with PPIS.  Customer may 
require to perfect or maintain its security interest in purchased equipment and or service.  If Customer fails to make any payment when due under this Agreement, PPIS Shall have 
all the rights and remedies of a secured party upon default under the Uniform Commercial Code, including Peak Performance's costs and expenses of collection including the 
maximum attorney's fee permitted by law. 


7. Duties, sales, use excise or similar tax which may apply to this order are not included in the price of ordered equipment and or service and Customer agrees to pay same either 
directly to the levying authority or to PPIS if PPIS is required to pay same.  If separate documentation of taxable status is submitted with order, Customer agrees to assume full 
responsibility of all tax collection by the levying authority associated with PPIS. 


8. PPIS warrants to customer that the equipment delivered under this Agreement will at the time of delivery be free of defects of manufacture. During the warranty period applicable 
to the equipment PPIS will provide at no cost to Customer adjustments, repair, labor and parts replacement, excluding repairs required due to accident, misuse or neglect by the 
Customer.  The forgoing shall be Customer's sole and exclusive remedy with respect to equipment provided by PPIS.  THIS WARRANTY IS IN LIEU OF ALL OTHER WARRANTIES, 
EXPRESS, IMPLIED AND STATUTORY, INCLUDING ANY WARRANTY WITH RESPECT TO MERCHANT ABILITY OR FITNESS FOR A PARTICULAR PURPOSE. 


9. PPIS SHALL NOT BE LIABLE FOR CONSEQUENTIAL, INCIDENTAL, OR PUNITIVE DAMAGES OR FOR LOSS OF PROFITS ARISING OUT OF OR RELATED TO EQUIPMENT OR SERVICE 
ORDERED BY CUSTOMER.  WHETHER SUCH DAMAGES BE DIRECT, INDIRECT, FORESEEABLE OR OTHERWISE AND WHETHER LIABILITY IS CLAIMED TO ARISE BY REASON OF 
CONTRACT, TORT, STRICT LIABILITY, NEGLIGENCE OR OTHERWISE.  IN NO EVENT SHALL PPIS’S LIABILITY TO CUSTOMER EXCEED THE PRICE OF ORDERED EQUIPMENT OR 
SERVICE STATED IN THIS ORDER. 


10. PPIS shall not be liable for failure to deliver or for delays in delivery occasioned in whole or in part by causes beyond its control, including, without limitation, strikes and other labor 
disputes, fires, embargoes, war or civil disturbance, acts of God, inability to obtain transportation or shipping space, machinery breakdowns, delays of carriers or suppliers and 
government acts or regulations, official or unofficial. 


11. This order shall be governed by and construed in accordance with the laws of the State of Colorado. 


12. Customer assumes all responsibility for provision of required electrical service meeting Equipment Manufacturer, Underwriters Laboratories., and applicable Code standards. 


13. If face of this order indicates rental, the equipment remains the property of PPIS and title shall not pass to customer as stated in Paragraph 4.  In such event, Customer will return 
equipment and any programming upon expiration of rental in as good condition as received, reasonable depreciation from normal use excluded.  Rental charges include 
maintenance as if under Maintenance Contract. 


14. If the face of this order indicates programming, training, delivery charges or software, the following additional terms apply. 


a. Standard Programming, Delivery Service, Training, or Software ordered by Customer is supplied by PPIS "as is".  Customer acknowledges that it has inspected equivalent material 
and is satisfied as to its suitability for Customer's purpose and use. Custom Programming, Delivery Service, Training, or Software ordered by Customer is supplied by PPIS without 
warranty except that it will be in accordance with written Programming, Delivery Service, Training, or Software specifications approved by the customer and PPIS.  
Notwithstanding the foregoing, Programming, Delivery Service, Training, or Software provided to Customer for which no explicit separate charge is set forth in this order, is 
supplied by PPIS only as an accommodation to Customer and without warranty of any kind.  EXCEPT AS EXPRESSLY SET FORTH ABOVE, PPIS MAKES NO WARRANTY WITH 
RESPECT TO ANY PROGRAMMING, DELIVERY SERVICE, TRAINING, or Software SUPPLIED TO CUSTOMER INCLUDING, WITHOUT LIMITATION, ANY EXPRESS OR IMPLIED OR 
STATUTORY WARRANTY WITH RESPECT TO MERCHANT ABILITY OR FITNESS FOR A PARTICULAR PURPOSE.  Customer's sole and exclusive remedy with respect to any defective 
Programming, Delivery Service, Training, or Software supplied by PPIS shall be to return the Programming, Delivery Service, Training, or Software to PPIS which will, at its option, 
correct, replace or refund the price of the Programming, Delivery Service, Training, or Software. 


b. PPIS makes no warranty or representation that Programming, Delivery Service, Training, or Software materials shall not infringe patent, copyright, proprietary information or trade 
secret rights of any party. 


SCOPE OF RESPONSIBILSCOPE OF RESPONSIBILSCOPE OF RESPONSIBILSCOPE OF RESPONSIBILITY AGREEMENTITY AGREEMENTITY AGREEMENTITY AGREEMENT    (Network Connected Copier/Printers(Network Connected Copier/Printers(Network Connected Copier/Printers(Network Connected Copier/Printers))))    


Condition of Existing Network Components & SoftwareCondition of Existing Network Components & SoftwareCondition of Existing Network Components & SoftwareCondition of Existing Network Components & Software    


1. Customer agrees to completing in full a network survey, plus allowing PPIS to survey existing equipment for incompatibilities prior to installation 


2 If customer is utilizing 3rd Party or non licensed Software, PPIS reserves the right to not support such applications.   


Software Compatibility of Equipment & Print Controller(s)Software Compatibility of Equipment & Print Controller(s)Software Compatibility of Equipment & Print Controller(s)Software Compatibility of Equipment & Print Controller(s)    


3. The software drivers for the equipment listed above are Windows 98, NT 4.0, 2000, & XP compatible. 


4. Not all Windows compatible programs utilize the drivers written for specific printers. PPIS and the manufacturer do not warranty correct printing for such programs. 


5. At this time DOS drivers do not exist and are not under development. In limited situations other DOS based printer drivers may be used to provide support of advanced features. 
PCL & PJL command lines may be used with certain DOS applications to utilize advanced functions of our devices.  This is based on a case by case basis.  The financial responsibility 
lies with the end user to research, test, and implement the alternative drivers. PPIS may offer such assistance and technical expertise in these areas, responsibility again lies with 
end user. 


6. First Resort Software/and certain 16 bit DOS applications - Certain advanced features of the copier/printer may be programmed into the letter logic using PCL and/or PJL codes. 
Not all items printed by First Resort Software/and certain 16 bit DOS applications are editable. First Resort Software/and certain 16 bit DOS applications do not use a driver to print, 
the program uses a text dump to a queue on the server or to a local parallel or communications port. 


Conditions of InstallationConditions of InstallationConditions of InstallationConditions of Installation    


7. Access to necessary rooms, computers, passwords, and personnel during the days of Monday through Friday between the hours of 8:00AM and 5:00PM will be granted to PPIS to 
complete the installation of connected copiers/printers. 


8. Any network cabling, electrical outlet installation, and/or corrections needed to the physical property to properly install the copier/printer are the financial responsibility of the end 
user. 


9. Customer agrees to all terms & conditions listed above under “Sales Order Terms & Conditions”. 


10. PPIS may offer support on hourly or “block of time” basis to install &/or support installation and servicing of computer, network, or software related issues. 


 


X__________________________X__________________________X__________________________X__________________________     XXXX__________________________ 
Customer Authorized SignatureCustomer Authorized SignatureCustomer Authorized SignatureCustomer Authorized Signature     PPISPPISPPISPPIS    Officer SignatureOfficer SignatureOfficer SignatureOfficer Signature    


 


 







PEAK PERFORMANCE IMAGING SOLUTIONS 
135 West 11th St • P.O. Box 1968 • Silverthorne, CO 80498 


Phone: (970) 262-2555 , (970) 949-9732 or (800) 260-8806 
Facsimile: (970) 262-6965     
 


SSSSOFTWARE OFTWARE OFTWARE OFTWARE SSSSALES ALES ALES ALES OOOORDERRDERRDERRDER    
    


Bill To:      Bill To:      Bill To:      Bill To:      Gunnison County GovernmentGunnison County GovernmentGunnison County GovernmentGunnison County Government Date:Date:Date:Date:    7/22/2013 
221 Wisconson Avenue         
Gunnision, CO 81230         
         


Ship To:   Ship To:   Ship To:   Ship To:   Gunnision County GovernmentGunnision County GovernmentGunnision County GovernmentGunnision County Government Customer PO #:Customer PO #:Customer PO #:Customer PO #:     
221 Wisconson Avenue         
Gunnision, CO 81230         


Contact Person:Contact Person:Contact Person:Contact Person:  Mike Lee    PPIS Sales Order #:PPIS Sales Order #:PPIS Sales Order #:PPIS Sales Order #:     
Phone Number:Phone Number:Phone Number:Phone Number:   970.641.7917      
Email:Email:Email:Email:   mlee@gunnisoncounty.org      
 


Salesperson:Salesperson:Salesperson:Salesperson:    Payment Terms:Payment Terms:Payment Terms:Payment Terms:    
Jen  Harris      Net 15     Net 15     Net 15     Net 15          COD     COD     COD     COD          Per LeasePer LeasePer LeasePer Lease    


     Rental     Rental     Rental     Rental          Other Other Other Other     
 


QuantityQuantityQuantityQuantity    Item#Item#Item#Item#    DescriptionDescriptionDescriptionDescription    UnitUnitUnitUnit    TotalTotalTotalTotal    
1  Conversion of Laserfiche Pilot System to Production System $2,500.00 $2,500.00 


15  15 Hours of Laserfiche Training or Workflow Configuration $  150.00 $2,250.00 


     


     


     


     


     


     


     


     


  Additional On-site training available for $250/hour.   


  Additional Off-site training available for $150/hour.   


  Additional Workflow Configuration available for $150/hour.   
 


 Taxable Taxable Taxable Taxable Software Software Software Software Subtotal:Subtotal:Subtotal:Subtotal: $4,750.00 
    Tax  @Tax  @Tax  @Tax  @                    %:%:%:%: EXEMPT 


 Total Due:Total Due:Total Due:Total Due: $4,750.00 
    


    


XXXX                            


Customers Authorized SignatureCustomers Authorized SignatureCustomers Authorized SignatureCustomers Authorized Signature        DateDateDateDate        PPIS Officer SignaturePPIS Officer SignaturePPIS Officer SignaturePPIS Officer Signature        DateDateDateDate    
(Authorized signature acknowledging terms/conditions above and reverse side) (Order is not binding until accepted by PPIS Officer) 
    


********IF ACQUIRING CONNECTIF ACQUIRING CONNECTIF ACQUIRING CONNECTIF ACQUIRING CONNECTED DIGITAL COPIER /PED DIGITAL COPIER /PED DIGITAL COPIER /PED DIGITAL COPIER /PRINTER, PLEASE REVIERINTER, PLEASE REVIERINTER, PLEASE REVIERINTER, PLEASE REVIEW AND SIGN SCOPE OF W AND SIGN SCOPE OF W AND SIGN SCOPE OF W AND SIGN SCOPE OF RESPONSIBILITY AGREERESPONSIBILITY AGREERESPONSIBILITY AGREERESPONSIBILITY AGREEMENT ON REVERSE SIDEMENT ON REVERSE SIDEMENT ON REVERSE SIDEMENT ON REVERSE SIDE********    
 (For customers convenience, Peak Performance Imaging Solutions may 


accept a FACSIMILE COPY of this document with facsimile signatures.  
Customer agrees a facsimile copy will be treated as an original document 
and will be admissible as evidence of this Sales Order.) 


Billing &/or Shipping Comments:Billing &/or Shipping Comments:Billing &/or Shipping Comments:Billing &/or Shipping Comments:    
    
    







SALES ORDER TERMS & CONDITIONSSALES ORDER TERMS & CONDITIONSSALES ORDER TERMS & CONDITIONSSALES ORDER TERMS & CONDITIONS    
1. This Purchase Order Agreement states the entire agreement between Customer and Peak Performance Imaging Solutions (Identified as PPIS or PPC in associated documents).  No 


other agreements or representations exist in connection with this order.  Modifications or additions are subject to PPIS’s agreement, in writing.  PPIS rejects any terms and 
conditions which add to, limit or alter these terms, however stated.  Customer's signature on an order or acceptance of delivery shall constitute Customer's acceptance of these 
terms and conditions. 


2. This Purchase Order Agreement shall be effective only upon written acceptance by PPIS at its home office without notice to Customer.  PPIS has sole disrecion to cancel order after 
being accepted by PPIS. 


3. If Customer's order is accompanied by a deposit payment, Customer authorities PPIS to collect and deposit such payment in PPIS’s account pending acceptance or rejection of 
Customer's order.  If PPIS rejects Customer's order, Customer's deposit payment will be refunded without interest.  If PPIS accepts Customer's order, Customer's deposit payment will 
be credited against the amount due PPIS on Customer's order.  In the event Customer fails to accept or pay for ordered PPIS equipment or programming, PPIS shall have the right 
to retain and apply such deposit toward satisfaction of resulting damages incurred by PPIS and as partial compensation for the value of any benefits conferred on Customer by 
PPIS. 


4. Title and all risk of loss or destruction or damage to the ordered equipment shall pass to Customer upon delivery. 


5. Customer agrees to be responsible for damages incurred to equipment due to electrical surges, variances of electrical current, or telephone line spikes at Customers location.  PPIS 
offers to all Customers several high quality surge protectors/line filters, as well as models which include telephone line suppression.  These are made available at discounted prices. 


6. Until full payment of the stated purchase price or in the case of a rental for the full rental term, Customer grants PPIS a security interest in the purchased or rented equipment and 
or service and their proceeds in accordance with the Uniform Commercial Code.  This document may be filed by PPIS as a Security Agreement.  Copies or reproductions of this 
document or any financing statements, where permitted by law, may be filed without Customer's signature.  Customer will executed any documents with PPIS.  Customer may 
require to perfect or maintain its security interest in purchased equipment and or service.  If Customer fails to make any payment when due under this Agreement, PPIS Shall have 
all the rights and remedies of a secured party upon default under the Uniform Commercial Code, including Peak Performance's costs and expenses of collection including the 
maximum attorney's fee permitted by law. 


7. Duties, sales, use excise or similar tax which may apply to this order are not included in the price of ordered equipment and or service and Customer agrees to pay same either 
directly to the levying authority or to PPIS if PPIS is required to pay same.  If separate documentation of taxable status is submitted with order, Customer agrees to assume full 
responsibility of all tax collection by the levying authority associated with PPIS. 


8. PPIS warrants to customer that the equipment delivered under this Agreement will at the time of delivery be free of defects of manufacture. During the warranty period applicable 
to the equipment PPIS will provide at no cost to Customer adjustments, repair, labor and parts replacement, excluding repairs required due to accident, misuse or neglect by the 
Customer.  The forgoing shall be Customer's sole and exclusive remedy with respect to equipment provided by PPIS.  THIS WARRANTY IS IN LIEU OF ALL OTHER WARRANTIES, 
EXPRESS, IMPLIED AND STATUTORY, INCLUDING ANY WARRANTY WITH RESPECT TO MERCHANT ABILITY OR FITNESS FOR A PARTICULAR PURPOSE. 


9. PPIS SHALL NOT BE LIABLE FOR CONSEQUENTIAL, INCIDENTAL, OR PUNITIVE DAMAGES OR FOR LOSS OF PROFITS ARISING OUT OF OR RELATED TO EQUIPMENT OR SERVICE 
ORDERED BY CUSTOMER.  WHETHER SUCH DAMAGES BE DIRECT, INDIRECT, FORESEEABLE OR OTHERWISE AND WHETHER LIABILITY IS CLAIMED TO ARISE BY REASON OF 
CONTRACT, TORT, STRICT LIABILITY, NEGLIGENCE OR OTHERWISE.  IN NO EVENT SHALL PPIS’S LIABILITY TO CUSTOMER EXCEED THE PRICE OF ORDERED EQUIPMENT OR 
SERVICE STATED IN THIS ORDER. 


10. PPIS shall not be liable for failure to deliver or for delays in delivery occasioned in whole or in part by causes beyond its control, including, without limitation, strikes and other labor 
disputes, fires, embargoes, war or civil disturbance, acts of God, inability to obtain transportation or shipping space, machinery breakdowns, delays of carriers or suppliers and 
government acts or regulations, official or unofficial. 


11. This order shall be governed by and construed in accordance with the laws of the State of Colorado. 


12. Customer assumes all responsibility for provision of required electrical service meeting Equipment Manufacturer, Underwriters Laboratories., and applicable Code standards. 


13. If face of this order indicates rental, the equipment remains the property of PPIS and title shall not pass to customer as stated in Paragraph 4.  In such event, Customer will return 
equipment and any programming upon expiration of rental in as good condition as received, reasonable depreciation from normal use excluded.  Rental charges include 
maintenance as if under Maintenance Contract. 


14. If the face of this order indicates programming, training, delivery charges or software, the following additional terms apply. 


a. Standard Programming, Delivery Service, Training, or Software ordered by Customer is supplied by PPIS "as is".  Customer acknowledges that it has inspected equivalent material 
and is satisfied as to its suitability for Customer's purpose and use. Custom Programming, Delivery Service, Training, or Software ordered by Customer is supplied by PPIS without 
warranty except that it will be in accordance with written Programming, Delivery Service, Training, or Software specifications approved by the customer and PPIS.  
Notwithstanding the foregoing, Programming, Delivery Service, Training, or Software provided to Customer for which no explicit separate charge is set forth in this order, is 
supplied by PPIS only as an accommodation to Customer and without warranty of any kind.  EXCEPT AS EXPRESSLY SET FORTH ABOVE, PPIS MAKES NO WARRANTY WITH 
RESPECT TO ANY PROGRAMMING, DELIVERY SERVICE, TRAINING, or Software SUPPLIED TO CUSTOMER INCLUDING, WITHOUT LIMITATION, ANY EXPRESS OR IMPLIED OR 
STATUTORY WARRANTY WITH RESPECT TO MERCHANT ABILITY OR FITNESS FOR A PARTICULAR PURPOSE.  Customer's sole and exclusive remedy with respect to any defective 
Programming, Delivery Service, Training, or Software supplied by PPIS shall be to return the Programming, Delivery Service, Training, or Software to PPIS which will, at its option, 
correct, replace or refund the price of the Programming, Delivery Service, Training, or Software. 


b. PPIS makes no warranty or representation that Programming, Delivery Service, Training, or Software materials shall not infringe patent, copyright, proprietary information or trade 
secret rights of any party. 


SCOPE OF RESPONSIBILSCOPE OF RESPONSIBILSCOPE OF RESPONSIBILSCOPE OF RESPONSIBILITY AGREEMENTITY AGREEMENTITY AGREEMENTITY AGREEMENT    (Network Connected Copier/Printers)(Network Connected Copier/Printers)(Network Connected Copier/Printers)(Network Connected Copier/Printers)    


Condition of ExistCondition of ExistCondition of ExistCondition of Existing Network Components & Softwareing Network Components & Softwareing Network Components & Softwareing Network Components & Software    


1. Customer agrees to completing in full a network survey, plus allowing PPIS to survey existing equipment for incompatibilities prior to installation 


2 If customer is utilizing 3rd Party or non licensed Software, PPIS reserves the right to not support such applications.   


Software Compatibility of Equipment & Print Controller(s)Software Compatibility of Equipment & Print Controller(s)Software Compatibility of Equipment & Print Controller(s)Software Compatibility of Equipment & Print Controller(s)    


3. The software drivers for the equipment listed above are Windows 98, NT 4.0, 2000, & XP compatible. 


4. Not all Windows compatible programs utilize the drivers written for specific printers. PPIS and the manufacturer do not warranty correct printing for such programs. 


5. At this time DOS drivers do not exist and are not under development. In limited situations other DOS based printer drivers may be used to provide support of advanced features. 
PCL & PJL command lines may be used with certain DOS applications to utilize advanced functions of our devices.  This is based on a case by case basis.  The financial responsibility 
lies with the end user to research, test, and implement the alternative drivers. PPIS may offer such assistance and technical expertise in these areas, responsibility again lies with 
end user. 


6. First Resort Software/and certain 16 bit DOS applications - Certain advanced features of the copier/printer may be programmed into the letter logic using PCL and/or PJL codes. 
Not all items printed by First Resort Software/and certain 16 bit DOS applications are editable. First Resort Software/and certain 16 bit DOS applications do not use a driver to print, 
the program uses a text dump to a queue on the server or to a local parallel or communications port. 


Conditions of InstallationConditions of InstallationConditions of InstallationConditions of Installation    


7. Access to necessary rooms, computers, passwords, and personnel during the days of Monday through Friday between the hours of 8:00AM and 5:00PM will be granted to PPIS to 
complete the installation of connected copiers/printers. 


8. Any network cabling, electrical outlet installation, and/or corrections needed to the physical property to properly install the copier/printer are the financial responsibility of the end 
user. 


9. Customer agrees to all terms & conditions listed above under “Sales Order Terms & Conditions”. 


10. PPIS may offer support on hourly or “block of time” basis to install &/or support installation and servicing of computer, network, or software related issues. 


 


X__________________________X__________________________X__________________________X__________________________     XXXX__________________________ 
Customer Authorized SignatureCustomer Authorized SignatureCustomer Authorized SignatureCustomer Authorized Signature     PPISPPISPPISPPIS    Officer SignatureOfficer SignatureOfficer SignatureOfficer Signature    


 


 





		Agenda Item - Laserfiche Document Management System Completed Form

		Gunnision Production System Sales Order

		Gunnision Professional Services Sales Order
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Katherine Haase


From: ImpactGrants, DOLA <dola_impactgrants@state.co.us>
Sent: Thursday, August 01, 2013 4:32 PM
To: Katherine Haase
Subject: (Email Received - Thank You) Re: Gunnison County Tier II Application for Energy and 


Mineral Impact Assistance Program Funding


Thank you for your submission to the Division of Local Government This is your confirmation email notifying you that 
your filing reached our email box. We will review your submission and contact you with any problems or issues if 
necessary. 
 
Please note:  If you submit multiple emails within a four day period, you will only receive confirmation on the first email 
we receive. 
Thank you. 







Rev. 4/13 


Page 1 of 10 


  # 
  (For Use by State) 


State of Colorado - Department of Local Affairs 


ENERGY AND MINERAL IMPACT ASSISTANCE PROGRAM APPLICATION 
Tier I or Tier II  


Applications Must Be Submitted Electronically - Directions on Last Page 
-You are Highly Encouraged to Work with your Regional Field Manager with Completing your Application-  


 
A. GENERAL AND SUMMARY INFORMATION 
 


1. Name/Title of Proposed Project: Gunnison County Courthouse Project 


 


2.  Applicant:  


 (In the case of a multi-jurisdictional application, name of the "lead" municipality, county, special district or other political subdivision). 
In the case of a multi-jurisdictional application, provide the names of other directly participating political subdivisions: 


 


 
3.  Chief Elected Official (In the case of a multi-jurisdictional application, chief elected official of the "lead" political 
subdivision): 
Name: Paula Swenson Title: BOCC Chairperson 


Mailing Address: 200 E. Virginia Phone: (970) 641-0248 


City/Zip: Gunnison, 81230 Phone:  


E-Mail Address: bocc@gunnisoncounty.org 


 
4.  Designated Contact Person (will receive all mailings) for the Application: 
Name: Matthew Birnie Title: County Manager 


Mailing Address: 200 E. Virginia Phone: (970) 641-0248 


City/Zip: Gunnison, 81230 Phone:  


E-Mail Address: mbirnie@gunnisoncounty.org  


 
5.  Amount of Energy/Mineral Impact Funds requested:   
(Tier I; Up to $200,000 or Tier II; Greater than $200,000 to $1,000,000) 


$1,000,000 


 
6.  Brief Description of the Project Scope of Work: 
(Give a brief introduction to the project in 100 words or less, including the various tasks involved in the project) 


The Gunnison County Courthouse was originally constructed circa 1881, and it has undergone multiple substandard 
renovations since that time.  The current layout and spaces are inadequate and unsafe, and repurposing available areas 
would not meet all needs identified by the County and Courts.      
 
The project will yield a new, state-of-the-art Courthouse with related landscaping and parking development.  The current 
facility will be demolished and replaced on the existing site within the City of Gunnison on a full city lot owned by 
Gunnison County.  The original circa 1881 portion of the structure will be renovated and incorporated into the overall 
project. 


 
7.  Local priority if more than one application from the same local government (1 of 2, 2 of 2, etc.) 1 of 1 



mailto:bocc@gunnisoncounty.org

mailto:mbirnie@gunnisoncounty.org
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B. DEMOGRAPHIC AND FINANCIAL INFORMATION. 
 
1. Population 
a.   What was the 2010 population of the applicant jurisdiction? 15,324 


b.   What is the current population? 15,434 


(Current/most recent conservation trust fund/lottery distribution estimate is acceptable.) What is the source of the estimate? 
Colorado Division of Local Government, State Demographer’s Office 


 


c. What is the population projection for the applicant in 5 years? 17,360 


 What is the source of the projection? 
Colorado Division of Local Government, State Demographer’s Office 


 


 


2.  Financial Information (Current Year):  
In the column below labeled “Applicant” provide the financial information for the municipality, county, school district or special district directly 
benefiting from the application.  In the columns below labeled “Entity”, provide the financial information for any public entities on whose behalf the 
application is being submitted (if applicable).  


Complete items “a through j” for ALL project types: 


 Applicant Entity Entity 


a. Assessed Valuation (AV) Year: 2012  $688,309,530   


b. Mill Levy 11.328   


c. Property Tax Revenue (mill levy x AV) $7,797,170   


d. Sales Tax (Rate/Estimated Annual Revenue) $1,425,560 % / $ % / $ 


e. Total General Fund Budget Revenue $13,031,588   


f. Total Applicant Budget Expenditures 
(Sum of General Fund and all Special Funds) 


$43,919,572   


g. Total Multi-year Debt Obligations (all funds*) $22,451,647   


h. Total Lease-Purchase and Certificates of 
Participation obligations* $18,238,950   


i. General Fund Balance as of January 1 of this 
current calendar year. 


$7,448,926   


j. General Fund Balance (Unrestricted) as of 
January 1 of this current calendar year. 


$3,027,070   


 


For projects to be managed through a Special Fund other than the General Fund (e.g. County Road and Bridge 
Fund) or managed through an Enterprise Fund (e.g. water, sewer, county airport), complete items “k through o”: 


Identify the relevant Special Fund or Enterprise Fund:  


k. Special or Enterprise Fund Budget Amount    


l. Special or Enterprise Fund Multi-Year Debt  
Obligations* 


   


m. Special or Enterprise Fund Balance as of 
January 1 of this calendar year 


   


n. Special or Enterprise Fund Balance 
(Unrestricted) as of January 1 of this calendar 
year 


   


o. Special or Enterprise Fund Lease-Purchase 
and Certificate of Participation Obligations* 


   


p. Special Fund Mill Levy (if applicable)    


 


For Water and Sewer Project Only complete items “q through s”: 


q. Tap Fee    


r. Average Monthly User Charge  
(Divide sum of annual residential revenues by 12 and then 
divide by the number of residential taps served.) 


   


s. Number of Taps Served by Applicant    


 


* Include the sum of the year-end principal amounts remaining for all multi-year debt obligations, lease purchase 
agreements or certificate of participation notes
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C. PROJECT BUDGET. List expenditures and sources of revenue for the project.  The totals on each side of the ledger must equal. 
 


Expenditures Sources of Revenue 
(Dollar for Dollar Cash Match is Encouraged) 


Funding 
Committed 


List Budget Line Items (Examples: architect, engineering, construction, 
equipment items, etc.) 


List the sources of matching funds and indicate either cash or 
documentable in-kind contribution 


Yes/No 


Line Item Expenditures Line Item Costs 
  


Cash In-Kind 
  


Needs Analysis Phase (Program plans 
and pre-development) 


$137,348 Energy/Mineral Impact Fund 
Grant Request 


$ 1,000,000    


  
No 


MJM Project Consulting, LLC $216,000 *Energy/Mineral Impact Fund 
Loan Request (If applicable) 


$ 0  No 


Design Phase (estimate) 
 


 $1,436,480 Energy/Mineral Impact Fund 
Tier I Grant 


$175,000   Yes  


Construction Phase (estimate)  
 


 $13,377,150 County Funds $4,991,978   Yes 


 
 


 Certificate of Participation 
(COP) 


$9,000,000  No 


 
 


     


 
 


     


 
 


     


 
 


     


 
 


     


 
 


     


 


TOTAL 
 
$15,166,978 


 


TOTAL 
  
$15,166,978 


 
$ 


 


Please attach a more detailed budget if available  *Loans with a 5% interest rate may only be awarded for potable 
water and sewer projects.  Leave blank if a loan is not requested. 
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D. PROJECT INFORMATION. 
The statutory purpose of the Energy and Mineral Impact Assistance program is to provide financial assistance to 
“political subdivisions socially or economically impacted by the development, processing or energy conversion of 
minerals and mineral fuels.”  


 
1.  Demonstration of Need: 
  a.  Why is the project needed at this time? 


Gunnison County has been informed by the 7th Judicial District of the immediate need for additional courtroom space.  As 
well, the spaces designated within the building for the Courts and Probation require increased security now that the 
detention officers no longer work within the building.  Essentially, the current building does not meet modern court facility 
standards, thus all staff and users of County and Court offices are exposed to the potential for physical injury and/or 
inconvenience.  Also, while the courthouse is compliant with the Americans with Disabilities Act, current provisions have 
been difficult to utilize for both staff members and the public. 


  b.  How does the implementation of this project address the need? 


By reconstructing the majority of the building, we will be able to provide a desperately needed third courtroom for use by 
the 7th Judicial District.  As well, the addition of dedicated courtroom entrances and secure pathways will allow officers of 
the court to adequately separate victims and their families from the accused.  Currently, all of these persons enter the 
courtrooms through the same hall and doorway, a practice that is, at best, disrespectful to victims and dangerous to all 
parties and, at worst, potentially dangerous.   


  c.  Does this project, as identified in this application, completely address the stated need? If not, please describe 
additional work or phases and the estimated time frame.  Do you anticipate requesting Energy and Mineral Impact 
Assistance funds for future phases? 


Yes.  At the conclusion of the construction phase, all current and projected future needs of the County and the Courts will 
be addressed via a safe, secure and energy-efficient building. 


  d.  What other implementation options have been considered? 


Originally, Gunnison County hoped that renovating the current structure would be feasible.  However, the Needs 
Assessment completed for this project indicated that the building is in much worse shape than anticipated (i.e., 
mechanical systems have outlived their useful life, and the roof is in need of complete replacement). 


  e.  What are the consequences if the project is not awarded funds? 


Whether or not DOLA funding is obtained, the County must proceed with the project to ensure the general safety of the 
public and staff.  Without DOLA funds, the County will either need to limit the scope of the project or delay it. 


 
2.  Measurable Outcomes: 
  a.  Describe measurable outcomes you expect to see when implementation of this project is complete.  How will the 
project enhance the livability* of your region, county, city, town or community (e.g. constructing a new water plant will 
eliminate an unsafe drinking water system and provide safe and reliable drinking water; the construction of a new 
community center will provide expanded community services, or projects achieving goals regarding energy conservation, 
community heritage, economic development/diversification, traffic congestion, etc.)?   
*(Livability means increasing the value and/or benefit in the areas that are commonly linked in community development such 
as jobs, housing, transportation, education, emergency mitigation, health and environment) 


 Court Processes.  The reconstruction of the courthouse including the addition of a third courtroom will assist the 


public and the State Court system (Judges, Probation, Deputy District Attorney and all related staff) by providing 


the necessary space for more timely and safe court processes and greatly increased safety of judges and other 


court staff.  Adequate separation of victims and their families from the incarcerated or accused will significantly 


reduce the risk and occurrence of physical and verbal threats, emotional distress, retaliation and intimidation 


between victims of crime, testifying witnesses and inmates, including friends and/or family members on either side 


of a particular legal matter, in any area of the courthouse prior to entering a courtroom as access is currently 


limited to one public hallway.   


 Health & Safety.  In addition to protecting victims and witnesses, this project will help to ensure the personal 
safety of all County and State staff and community members either working in or visiting the courthouse for any 
reason.  Unlike modern courthouse facilities, Gunnison County’s courthouse security measures are limited to 
video cameras in the rear parking lot, selected hallways and courtrooms.  The County has not had the means to 
employ metal detection, personal search and electronic scanning protections at any entry points of the 
courthouse; metal detection is available only upon entering a courtroom.  Without creating a physical barrier 
between inmates and innocent parties to ensure that the personal safety and rights of victims and testifying 
witnesses are preserved, threats, emotional distress, retaliation and intimidation will continue to occur within the 
courthouse building as they are extremely difficult to prevent.    


 Environment.  The project will be designed and constructed to include many modern energy-efficient elements, 
which will reduce the amount of emissions and energy necessary to operate the current facility, maximize 
efficiency and minimize carbon footprint. 
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  b.  How many people will benefit from the project? (i.e., region, county, city, town, community, subdivision, households or 
specific area or group; or any portion thereof) 


All persons residing within Gunnison County will benefit from this project, as well as countless visitors to our community.  
This will be evidenced by the reduction in wait time for court processes, the ease of navigation within the building, the 
improvement of living and working conditions within the facility, the opportunity for local employment during the building 
process, and the overall reduction of the facility’s carbon footprint. 


  c.  How will the outcome of the project be measured to determine whether the anticipated benefits to this population 
actually occur? 


The physical benefits will be measured by the increased number of hearings conducted by the Courts and the increased 
energy efficiency of the building (the County subscribes to a service called Planet Footprint to monitor energy 
consumption and progress toward the County’s energy efficiency goals).  Other outcomes such as the ease of navigation 
for visitors to the building and the reduction of negative impacts to victims and their families (caused by being in close 
proximity to offenders) can only be measured through observation.  Nonetheless, the existing negative impacts are 
unsafe, disrespectful and intimidating to victims and their families and, because of this reality, we have a moral 
responsibility to mitigate these impacts regardless of whether or not they can be physically measured.  It is difficult to 
measure a negative, but the lack of security or safety problems in the new facility will be a measure of its success 


  d.  Does this project preserve and protect a historic building, facility or structure?  If yes, please describe. 


Yes.  Completion of this project will serve to fortify and protect the portion of the building that was first constructed in 
1881.  We intend to have that original portion serve as the entrance to the courthouse, and we intend to display items of 
historical interest as they relate to the County and/or the County Courthouse within that entrance.  Some of the planned 
construction aspects will also serve to remove physical barriers (i.e., ceilings and walls) to reveal and showcase some of 
the esthetic early construction features (i.e., high and ornate tin ceilings).  The modern architecture and layout will be used 
to expand services to citizens and improve the efficiency of County and State Court services.  We believe this additional 
space will meet the County’s other space needs for the foreseeable future. 


  e.  Will this project implement an energy efficiency/strategy that could result in less carbon footprint or conserve energy 
use or capitalize on renewable energy technology?  If yes, please describe. 


Yes.  In 2010, Gunnison County entered into a performance contract with Ennovate to reduce energy consumption in all 
County buildings.  To date, we have reduced the energy consumption in County facilities (several buildings) by 
approximately 14.9% via energy efficiency upgrades.  This construction project will assist us with furthering that goal by 
implementing new strategies that have been identified, along with those additional strategies that are anticipated to be 
revealed during the architectural planning process.  The Needs Assessment indicated that many of the mechanical 
systems in the building should be replaced, which will give us another opportunity to improve energy efficiency. 


 
3.  Relationship to Community Goals 
  a.  Is the project identified in the applicant’s budget or a jurisdictionally approved plan (e.g. capital improvement plan, 
equipment replacement plan, comprehensive plan, utility plan, road maintenance and improvement plan or other local or 
regional strategic management or planning document)?  What is its ranking? 


Yes, this project has been identified in the County’s budget, Capital Improvement Plan, and Strategic Plan.   


 Budget:  During 2011, $200,000 was allocated for this purpose. During 2012, another $200,000 was allocated.  In 
2013, $1,928,690 was or will be allocated, for a total of $2,328,690 through the end of 2013.  (Please note that 
this figure includes an approximate $2,845 in earnings on investments.)  The 2013 Gunnison County Budget can 
be viewed online at http://204.132.78.100/finance_pdf/2013/2013_Gunnison_County_Budget.pdf.     


 Capital Improvement Plan:  This project is included within the 2013-2017 Capital Improvement Plan (CIP) for 
Gunnison County.  This project is the first priority for a General Fund function and is the only one of the CIP 
projects listed in the Gunnison County Strategic Plan (see below).  Many of the other listed projects in the CIP 
have already been started/completed or are in enterprise funds with dedicated funding.  The CIP document can 
be viewed online at http://204.132.78.100/finance_pdf/2013/2013-2017_Capital_Improvement_Plan.pdf.   


 Strategic Plan:  Completion of this project aligns with the County’s net energy-efficiency goals and will positively 
affect the following two (out of a total of 18) strategic results outlined in the Gunnison County Strategic Plan, as 
adopted by the Board of County Commissioners on 5/24/2011.  The Gunnison County Strategic Plan document 
can be viewed online http://204.132.78.100/commissioners_pdf/BOCC_Strategic_Plan.PDF.     


o “By 2015, Gunnison County will begin a courthouse project, securing funding not derived from new taxes, 
in order to address operational and energy efficiency, employee productivity, access, safety and judicial 
needs.” 


o “In each year from 2013 through 2017, Gunnison County will achieve an overall net energy efficiency 
increase of 10% in one county facility from baseline consumption in 2012.” 


 
4.  Local Commitment and Ability to Pay/Local Effort 
  a.  Why can’t this project be funded locally? 


As stated earlier, Gunnison County has begun preparations for this project by creating a dedicated construction fund.  



http://204.132.78.100/finance_pdf/2013/2013_Gunnison_County_Budget.pdf

http://204.132.78.100/finance_pdf/2013/2013-2017_Capital_Improvement_Plan.pdf

http://204.132.78.100/commissioners_pdf/BOCC_Strategic_Plan.PDF
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However, the magnitude of this project, when done properly, will cost much more than what the County has thus far been 
capable of saving.  We anticipate that the entirety of this project’s costs will be funded by a combination effort comprised 
of savings, grants, and loans.  The State Courts create over 60% of the needs identified in the needs assessment.  It is 
appropriate for the State to contribute funding to the project and the DOLA Energy Impact Grant is the only viable vehicle 
for that funding. 


  b.  Has this project been deferred because of lack of local funding?  If so, how long? 


Yes, this project realistically should have been completed many years ago.  The lack of funding and a comprehensive 
plan have hampered the County’s ability to move forward. As well, construction of the new Public Safety Center complex 
in 2010 was given priority over this project due to the tremendous liability associated with incarcerating people in 
substandard conditions.  Because of this liability, all available resources were directed to that project first.   


  c.  Explain the origin of your local cash match.  (Note: Whenever possible, local government cash match on a dollar for 
dollar match basis is encouraged.) 


The local cash match will be made possible because we have been saving money in the construction fund dedicated for 
this project. 


  d.  What other community entities, organizations, or stakeholders recognize the value of this project and are 
collaborating with you to achieve increased livability of the community? Please describe how your partners are 
contributing to achieve the improvement to the livability of the community through this project.  If in-kind contributions are 
included in the project budget, detailed tracking will be required on project monitoring report. 


While the 7th Judicial District’s needs have been a major impetus for the implementation of this project, thus it is fully 
understood that the Court supports this project, no offer of financial assistance from the Courts has been offered or 
anticipated because state statute requires counties to provide State Court facilities.  C.R.S. §13-3-108 indicates that, 
among other responsibilities, the Chief Justice shall prepare an annual capital construction budget that specifies additional 
court housing facilities required by the each court, the estimated costs of those additional facilities and whether such 
additional structures would include space for other governmental units of non-judicial purposes, and a detailed report of 
the present court facilities currently in use and the reasons for their inadequacy.  The statute goes on to indicate that the 
Chief Justice is authorized to approve payment of state funds for the construction of any capital improvement facilities to 
be used for judicial purposes authorized and approved by the general assembly.  Lastly, it indicates that the Court 
Administrator should enter into a leasing agreement with the local governing body when joint construction is authorized or 
when a facility will be used for non-judicial purposes.  The leasing agreement is supposed to provide for the payment of 
state funds for that portion of the construction costs related to the operation of the courts.  However, the General 
Assembly has never appropriated the funds necessary for the State to partner in the construction of court facilities. 


i.  Please describe the level of commitment by each collaborator.  (e.g. fee waivers, in-kind services, fundraising, 
direct monetary contribution,  policy changes.) 


There have been no offers of assistance from the State or its Courts.   


ii.  Please list the value of the resources that each collaborator is bringing to the program. 
e.  Has the applicant dedicated the financial resources in their current budget, reserve funds and/or unused debt capacity 
that are being used for the local matching funds?  Explain if No 


Yes. 


  f.  Have the applicant’s tax rates, user charges or fees been reviewed recently to address funding for the proposed 
project? 


Tax rates are statutorily constrained and there are no user charges or fees due to our statutory responsibility to provide 
State Court facilities. We have, however, prioritized this project by dedicating existing taxes to the renovation fund.  None 
of the State’s Court fees are dedicated to facility needs. 


  g.  If the tax rate, user charges or fees were modified, what was the modification and when did this change occur? 


N/A 


  h.  Has the applicant contacted representatives from local energy or mineral companies to discuss the project?  If yes, 
when was the contact and what was discussed. 


Yes.  Request for support, and an explanation of the project and needs. 


  i.  Has the applicant requested financial support from the industry?  If yes, when was the contact, what amount did you 
request?  What were the results?  If no, why not? 


Since the provision of space for the Courts, Probation and the Deputy District Attorney’s office is a County responsibility, 
we have not requested financial support from the industry.   


 
5.  Readiness to Go 
  a.  Assuming this project is funded as requested, how soon will the project begin?  What is the time frame for 
completion? 


We hope to evacuate the building in December 2013, begin demolition in March 2014, and occupy the new facility in April 
2015. 


  b.  Describe how you determined that the project can be completed within the proposed budget as outlined in this 
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application?  Are contingencies considered within the project budget? 


The architectural firm generated a detailed estimate based on the needs identified in the assessment.  Our budget 
contains a 10% construction contingency. 


  c.  Has the necessary planning been completed?  How?  What additional design work or permitting must still be 
completed, if any?  When?  How did the applicant develop project cost estimates?  Is the project supported by bids, 
professional estimates or other credible information?  Please attach a copy of any supporting documents. 


Yes.  The Needs Assessment itself, including estimates, plus the more comprehensive budget developed by our owner’s 
representative and Finance office.  The Needs Assessment has been completed and can be viewed online at 
http://204.132.78.100/administration_pdf/GC_Courthouse_Analysis_2013.pdf.  Design work commenced in June 2013. 


  
6.  Energy & Mineral Relationship 
  a.  Describe how the applicant is, has been, or will be impacted by the development, production, or conversion of energy 
and mineral resources. 


Gunnison County’s history has long been tied to the mining industry. The extraction of coal, gold, silver, uranium and 
secondary resources has been integral to the development of several of the County’s communities. Gunnison County is 
home to two of Colorado’s largest and most productive coal mines, Oxbow Mining LLC’s Elk Creek Mine and Mountain 
Coal Company’s West Elk Mine in Somerset, producing significant amounts of exported product, and significant tax 
revenues. Each mine produces approximately five-to-six million tons of high-quality bituminous coal annually.  The Elk 
Creek Mine is one of the top five underground producing mines in the nation.  Gunnison County has worked with Oxbow 
Mining and Mountain Coal to create a Special District under the Gunnison County Land Use Resolution to provide a 
smooth process for expansion of their respective mining operations. 


 
In 2003, Gunnison County adopted the Coal Resource Special Area Coal Mining Regulations, to recognize the unique 
importance of coalmining within the Somerset area.  Specifically the special regulations intend to simplify and expedite the 
permitting process for existing coal companies and avoid duplication with State and Federal permitting requirements while 
avoiding or mitigating potential impacts to the environment, public services and facilities, property and public safety that 
are not addressed by other State or Federal agencies.  Gunnison County has consistently supported lease revisions, the 
Colorado Roadless Rule versus the Clinton Roadless Rule, and even a lowering of the royalty rates in support of the coal 
mines. 
 
The D-seam coal from the Elk Creek Mine’s underground mining operation has high BTU content and is low in ash, sulfur 
and mercury. Elk Creek’s coal is much sought after because it meets all environmental standards and is perfect for power 
generation needs.  Elk Creek is expected to produce more than 60 million tons of high quality coal from privately held and 
federally leased tracts over the next 10 years. Currently, Elk Creek’s production is on pace to make it one of the top five 
producing underground coal mines in the United States. Elk Creek coal quality has averaged consistently high BTU. 


  b.  To further document the impact in the area, name the company or companies involved, the number of employees 
associated with the activities impacting the jurisdiction and other relevant, quantitative indicators of energy/mineral impact. 


The Elk Creek mine employs approximately 340 employees with an annual payroll of about $27 million.  West Elk 
employs approximately 360 employees with an annual payroll of about $42.8 million. These payroll figures are exclusive 
of benefits provided by Oxbow Mining and Arch Coal. Gunnison Energy Corporation employs 29 employees and SG 
Interests employs six employees in the county.  


 
SG Interests and Gunnison Energy built a new 25-mile “Bull Mountain Pipeline,” which impacts County roads and 
services. Costs to the County relative to staff time and compensation to Planning Commission members for permit review 
was also significant. 


 
7.  Management Capacity 
  a.  How will you separate and track expenditures, maintain funds and reserves for the capital expenditures and 
improvements as described in this project? 


Project costs and revenues are reported in a specific group of general ledger accounts to segregate from other County 
activities. 


  b.  Describe the funding plan in place to address the new operating and maintenance expenses generated from the 
project? 


This project will replace the vast majority of an outdated facility.  Utility costs are projected to decrease upon completion of 
the project, thus the costs are within the County’s budget capacity.  We anticipate that maintenance costs will remain 
within the maintenance budget for the current facility.  Staffing will remain the same so these costs are within the current 
budget. 


  c.  Describe the technical and professional experience/expertise of the person(s) and/or professional firms responsible to 
manage this project. 


 MJM Project Consulting, LLC.  This company has been contracted to assist the County with all phases of this 



http://204.132.78.100/administration_pdf/GC_Courthouse_Analysis_2013.pdf
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project.  The company is owned by Mike Mismash (formerly of Project One Integrated Services).  Mr. Mismash 
owns a home in Gunnison County, and he worked closely with the County on all aspects of the design and 
creation of the Public Works facility and the Gunnison County Public Safety Center in 2011.  Mr. Mismash 
previously worked as a Senior Project Manager for POIS, whose project portfolio includes the World Port at 
Denver International Airport, the Non-Potable Reuse Project for the Board of Denver Water Commissioners, 
CEAVCO Audio Visual Company, Inc. in Lakewood, the Jackpot Springs Casino and parking structure in 
Blackhawk, the Piggly Wiggly Lofts in Denver, and the Fiddler’s Green II and the II Campanile Residential Lofts in 
Greenwood Village.   


 Roth Sheppard Architects, LLP & Humphries Poli Architects.  These two architectural firms have been contracted 
to provide a collaborative effort on the needs assessment portion of the project.  More information about these 
two companies can be found online at http://www.rothsheppard.com and http://www.hparch.com.   


1. Roth Sheppard was honored as the 2012 AIA Western Mountain Region Firm of the Year, and received 
the 2011 AIA Justice Facilities Review Award for both the Windsor Police Station as well as the Milliken 
Police Station and Meeting House.  Roth Sheppard’s portfolio of civic and justice projects completed 
within the State of Colorado just since 2000 include facilities for the Windsor Police Station, Town of 
Milliken Police Department and Municipal Court, Boulder Regional Fire Training Facilities, Colorado 
Bureau of Investigations (Grand Junction, Denver and Montrose), Colorado State Patrol (Castle Rock, 
Commerce City, Frisco, Fruita and Grand Junction), Adams County Communications Center (Commerce 
City), Brighton Police Department and Municipal Courts Building (Brighton), Arapahoe County Sheriff’s 
Administration and Coroner’s Facility (Centennial), Aurora Municipal Courts (Aurora), Broomfield 
Detention and Police Training Center (Broomfield), Broomfield Police Department and Combined Courts 
(Broomfield), Colorado Regional Public Safety Training Academy Needs Assessment, Grand Junction 
Public Safety Building Program (Grand Junction), South Metro 911 Center (Lone Tree), and State of 
Colorado Emergency Operations Center (Denver). 


2. Humphries Poli’s portfolio of civic and justice projects completed within the State of Colorado include the 
facilities for Westminster Public Safety (Westminster), Fort Collins Police (Fort Collins), Civic Center 
(Denver), Denver Museum of Nature and Science North Loading Dock (Denver), Skyline Park (Denver), 
Grand Junction Public Safety Complex (Grand Junction), Traffic Operations and Training (Denver), 
Garfield County Justice Center (Rifle), Broomfield Police and Courts (Broomfield), Bayfield Town Hall 
(Bayfield), and Westwood Opportunity Center (Denver). 


  d.  Does the project duplicate service capacity already established?  Is the service inadequate?  Has consolidation of 
services with another provider been considered? 


This project will replace the inadequate and non-compliant services being provided by the current facility. 


 
E. HIGH PERFORMANCE CERTIFICATION (HPCP) PROGRAM COMPLIANCE. 
 
Colorado Revised Statutes (C.R.S. 24-30-1301 to 1307) require all new facilities, additions, and renovation projects 
funded with 25% or more of state funds to conform with the High Performance Certification Program (HPCP) policy 
adopted by the Office of the State Architect (OSA) if:  
 


 The new facility, addition, or renovation project contains 5,000 or more building square feet; and 


 The project includes an HVAC system; and 


 In the case of a renovation project, the cost of the renovation exceeds 25% of the current value of the property; 
and 


 The project has NOT entered the design phase prior to January 1, 2008. 
 
The HPCP requires projects achieve the highest possible LEED certification with the goal being LEED Gold.  Projects are 
strongly encouraged to meet the Office of the State Architect’s (OSA) Sustainable Priorities in addition to the LEED 
prerequisites.  Projects funded through DOLA are required to participate in the OSA's registration and tracking process.  
See DOLA’s HPCP web page for more information or contact your DOLA regional manager. 
 
In instances where achievement of LEED Gold certification is not practicable, an applicant may request a modification of 
the HPCP policy or a waiver if certain conditions exist.   
 
Please answer the following questions:  
1.  What is the total building square footage of the new facility, addition, or renovation? 38,400 


2.  Does the project include an HVAC system? Yes X No  


3.  Is the project a renovation?  (If no, please skip to Question 6 below.) Yes X(part) No  


4.  What is the current property value*? $10,579,360 


5.  What is the total project cost for the renovation? $15,166,978 (construction 



http://www.rothsheppard.com/

http://www.hparch.com/

http://www.colorado.gov/cs/Satellite?c=Page&childpagename=DOLA-Main%2FCBONLayout&cid=1251590899430&pagename=CBONWrapper

http://www.colorado.gov/cs/Satellite/DOLA-Main/CBON/1251593776716
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and renovation combined) 


6.  Will you need assistance locating resources, third party consultants, or technical assistance for LEED requirements, 
preparing cost estimates, or otherwise complying with the HPCP?  
Yes  No X Explain Resource Engineering Group, located in Gunnison County, provided technical 


assistance to the County during both the Public Works and Public Safety Center 
construction projects.  The County will likely use this company again for the 
courthouse renovation project.   


 
 


F. TABOR COMPLIANCE. 
 


1.  Does the applicant jurisdiction have the ability to receive and spend state grant funds under TABOR spending 
limitations?  Explain: 


Yes (see Attachment A). 


2.  If the applicant jurisdiction receives a grant with State Severance funds, will the local government exceed the TABOR 
limit and force a citizen property tax rebate? 


No. 


3.  Has the applicant jurisdiction been subject to any refund under TABOR or statutory tax limitations?  Explain. 


Yes.  Gunnison County does a temporary tax credit on the annual mill levy certification. 


4.  Has the applicant sought voter approval to keep revenues above fiscal spending limits?  Explain. 


Yes (see Attachment A). 


5.  Are there any limitations to the voter approved revenues?  (e.g., Can revenues only be spent on law enforcement or 
roads?) 


Use of sales tax was approved for capital expenditures. 


6.  If the applicant jurisdiction is classified as an enterprise under TABOR, will acceptance of a state grant affect this 
status?  Explain. 


N/A. 


 
G. ENVIRONMENTAL REVIEW. 


 
Indicate below whether any of the proposed project activities: 
 


1.  Will be undertaken in flood hazard areas. Yes  No X 


List flood plain maps/studies reviewed in reaching this conclusion.  Describe alternatives considered and mitigation 
proposed. 


 


2.  Will affect historical, archeological or cultural resources, or be undertaken in geological 
hazard area? 


    


Yes X No  


Describe alternatives considered and mitigation proposed. 


This project will positively impact the historical nature of the original 1881 structure as we intend to reveal some of the 
historical aspects of the building that are still intact, and to reinforce and stabilize the structure. 


3.  Address any other related public health or safety concerns?  Describe. Yes X No  


As described within the application, the current layout does not provide adequate safety for victims and their families, as 
well as the accused; the new facility should eradicate this issue.  As well, general safety and working conditions will 
improve by drastically limiting the possibility for altercations between users of the court system (including Probation) via 
redesign of work spaces, secure access points and traffic flow. 
 
As described earlier, while the courthouse is compliant with the Americans with Disabilities Act, current provisions have 
been difficult to utilize for both staff members and the public.  While the courthouse does have a wheelchair lift, it can be 
difficult and time-consuming to use.  Often, members of the public have been seen carrying wheelchairs down the stairs in 
order to avoid using the lift.  Improved accessibility is a primary goal of this project.   
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 APPLICATION SUBMISSION INSTRUCTIONS  
AND 


OFFICIAL BOARD ACTION DATE (REQUIRED) 
  


 


Application and attachments must be submitted electronically in 
 


WORD .DOC (Preferred) or .PDF Format (Unsecured) to:   
 


ImpactGrants@state.co.us 
Please Cc your Regional Field Manager all documents as well to ensure receipt. 


 
In email subject line include:  Applicant Local Government name and Tier for which you are applying 


-example- Subject:  Springfield County EIAF Grant Request, Tier 1 
 


NOTE:  Please do not submit a scanned application (scanned attachments ok). 
(If you are unable to submit electronically please contact your DOLA regional manager) 


 
For any questions related to the electronic submittal please call Bret Hillberry @ 303.866.4058 


 
 


   Attachments List (Check and submit the following documents, if applicable): 
 Preliminary Engineering Reports   
 Architectural Drawings     
 Cost Estimates         
 Detailed Budget       X 
 Map showing location of the project  
 Attorney’s TABOR decision    X 
 Letters of Support (5)     X       
 Needs Assessment      X  


 
 
 
 
***************************************************************************************************************************************** 


 


 


Official Board Action taken on 
 


September 4, 2012 
Date 


 


 
Submission of this form indicates official action by the applicant’s governing board 


authorizing application for these funds. 



mailto:ImpactGrants@state.co.us

http://www.colorado.gov/cs/Satellite/DOLA-Main/CBON/1251593776716

http://www.colorado.gov/cs/Satellite/DOLA-Main/CBON/1251593776716





COST 


CODE DESCRIPTION BUDGET


SOURCES TOTAL 15,166,978$        


100 Funding Sources 15,166,978$        


USES TOTAL 15,166,978$        


200 LAND TOTAL -$                     


 


300 PRE-DEVELOPMENT TOTAL 137,348$             


 


400 OWNER MANAGEMENT EXPENSES 1,000$                 


 


500 COMMUNICATIONS / MARKETING TOTAL 5,000$                 


 


600 PLAN REVIEW / PERMIT FEE TOTAL 68,000$               


 


700 OTHER GOVERNMENT FEES -$                     


 


800 WET UTILITY CONNECTION FEE TOTAL 2,000$                 


 


900 DRY UTILITY CONNECTION FEE TOTAL 76,300$               


 


1000 TAX TOTAL -$                     


 


1100 GL & BUILDERS RISK INSURANCE TOTAL 15,149$               


 


1200 ARCHITECTURAL / ENGINEERING TOTAL 1,436,480$          


 


1300 TESTING & INSPECTION TOTAL -$                     


 


1400 OWNER REP / CONSULTANT 210,000$             


 


1500 HARD CONSTRUCTION COST TOTAL 12,021,805$        


 


1600 FURNITURE FIXTURE & EQUIPMENT TOTAL -$                     


 


1700 MOVING COST TOTAL 111,317$             


  


1800 SPECIAL PROJECT COSTS TOTAL -$                     


 


1900 CONSTRUCTION CONTINGENCIES TOTAL 927,431$             


 


2000 FINANCE TOTAL 155,148$             


15,166,978$           


-$                      


                                                    Gunnison County Courthouse 


                                                            Construction Project Summary


Page 1 of 1



















       


  


Jim Miller 
General Manager 
 


Jmiller2@archcoal.com 


West Elk Mine 
5174 Highway 133 – PO Box 591 
Somerset, CO  81434 
 
Office: 970-929-2228 


Fax: 970-929-5060 


 
 


August 1, 2013 
 
 
Colorado Department of Local Affairs 
1313 Sherman Street, Room 518 
Denver, CO  80203 
 
RE: Energy and Mineral Impact Assistance Program Application, Tier II 
 Gunnison County Courthouse Construction Project 
 
Dear Sirs, 
 
I am writing to express my support for Gunnison County’s grant application for Energy and Mineral 
Impact Assistance funds for the Gunnison County courthouse construction project.  The current 
facility does not meet modern court facility standards, and the layout is both inadequate and unsafe 
for all State and County users.    
 
By reconstructing the majority of the building, a desperately needed third courtroom will be made 
available for use by the public and the State Court system (Judges, Probation, Deputy District 
Attorney and all related staff), which will provide the necessary space for more timely and safe court 
processes and greatly increased safety of judges and other court staff.  As well, the addition of 
dedicated courtroom entrances and secure pathways will allow officers of the court to adequately 
separate victims and their families from the accused or incarcerated.  Without creating a physical 
barrier between inmates and innocent parties to ensure that the personal safety and rights of 
victims and testifying witnesses are preserved, threats, emotional distress, retaliation and 
intimidation will continue to occur commonly within the courthouse building as they are extremely 
difficult to prevent.  Access for all persons is currently limited to one public hallway. 
 
In addition to protecting victims and witnesses, this project will help to ensure the personal safety of 
all County and State staff and community members either working in or visiting the courthouse for 
any reason.  Unlike modern courthouse facilities in larger metropolitan areas, Gunnison County’s 
courthouse security measures are limited to video cameras in the rear parking lot, selected 
hallways and courtrooms.  The County has not had the means to employ metal detection, personal 
search and electronic scanning protections at any entry points of the courthouse; metal detection is 
available only upon entering a courtroom.     
 
I urge you to give Gunnison County’s grant application your full consideration. 
 
Respectfully, 
 


 
 
Jim Miller 
General Manager 
West Elk Mine 
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GK Investments, LLC has requested another 3 year extension of the work completion date for improvements at Skyland Filing III, Phase II. The bank
has committed to extension of the letter of credit and is in the process of finalizing the extension. The original addendum will be presented at the
meeting for BOCC signature. The addendum will not be recorded until receipt of the extension of the letter of credit. SGM reviewed the  2011 cost
estimate which was approved as sufficient.


Fourth Addendum to the Development Improvements Agreement for Skyland Filing III, Phase II; N.D. Enterprises, LLC; Extension of Work
Completion Date to 11/30/16


8/2/2013


rmagruder@gunnisoncounty.org


BOCC and GK Investments, LLC


N/A8/6/2013


Rachel Magruder
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Motion


Motion to adopt the 2014-2018 Capital Improvement Plan.  The only change that has been made to the draft CIP reviewed June 25 is the addition of a
project request form for improvements at the Whitewater Park.  The Gunnison Valley Animal Welfare League request was not included as the
proposed facility support is a contribution, not a capital expenditure from the County's perspective.


2014-2018 Gunnison County Capital Improvement Plan
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Ben Cowan
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I. Introduction  
 
Fiscal year 2014 represents the twelfth year of development of the Capital Improvement Plan (CIP) 
for Gunnison County.  The purpose of this program is to identify the capital needs of the County for 
the next five years.  This will allow the Board of Gunnison County Commissioners to make 
informed decisions regarding the allocation of sales tax revenue as well as whether any debt should 
be incurred to finance a particular project.  The Capital Improvement Plan includes recommended 
projects to be funded during fiscal year 2014 and the identification of projects, cost and 
recommended year to implement for 2015 through 2018.  In subsequent years the Capital 
Improvement Plan will be revised in order to, 1) review the projects which were recommended 
during the previous year's process in order to determine the accuracy of the cost data, current need 
for the project, and the relative importance in relationship to other projects; and, 2) the 
recommendation and assessment of need for other projects which currently do not appear in the 
Capital Improvement Plan.  
  
The process used for prioritizing projects is fully described later.  The prioritization process includes 
an attempt to establish realistic capital spending levels for each project in order to aid in identifying 
when funding can occur. In effect, each project has been prioritized through the established 
weighting system.  In some cases a lower priority project is scheduled for funding earlier than a 
higher priority project because of projected funding limitations or the existence of a non-competing, 
alternative funding source. 
  
The following narrative describes the intent of the Capital Improvement Plan. 


 


II. Purpose  
  
The purpose of the program is to establish a five (5) year Capital Improvement Plan for 2014-2018 
in order to establish a logical implementation process.  The central goals are:  
  
 to ease the review of the annual capital budget through a uniform process.  
 to broaden public participation in the budget process by providing documentation and 


scheduling hearings early in the process.  
 to link capital budgets with adopted policies and plans.  
 to link capital expenditures with operation budgets.  
 to increase coordination between departments, agencies and other political jurisdictions.  
 to research alternative means of financing projects.  


 


III.  Process  
 


A. General Discussion  
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The capital improvement process provides for the identification, reviewing, planning and budgeting 
of capital expenditures.  
  
All requests for capital improvements are evaluated to aid the Board of County Commissioners in 
selecting the projects to be funded.  Evaluation is based on a point system, which requires the 
department head to judge how well the project in question satisfies each of several criteria as well as 
develop an expenditure ceiling parameter for each of the respective years.  The process is designed 
to organize and present requests in such a manner that management and the Commissioners have 
the information essential to effective decision-making.  However, the system is not intended to 
provide an absolute ranking of projects based solely on the numerical scores.  A difference of a few 
points between total scores of projects is not significant in determining priority.  For example, if a 
project were urgently required in order to replace an existing dilapidated facility, it would probably 
be scheduled for early funding regardless of its score on other criteria.  Also, there is a question 
which asks the evaluator's overall personal judgment of projects' priority, and this helps to identify 
which proposals are considered most important.  
  
This prioritization process represents two distinct elements: internally (within the department) and 
countywide.  If the department's request only includes capital expenditures which are proposed to be 
funded out of its own resources or non-tax revenue generated by that department, the projects are 
prioritized within that department for inclusion within the plan.  Examples are: Landfill, Airport 
Fund, Road and Bridge Fund, etc.  However, if the request is outside of the department’s ability to 
generate revenue, e.g., a request for assistance from Sales Tax revenue or a bond issue, then the 
project would compete for funding on a countywide basis.  A more detailed discussion of the 
project ranking method is found in the section entitled "Method for Prioritizing Projects".  
 
The Capital Improvement Plan is presented annually to the Gunnison Board of County 
Commissioners.  The first year of the package is referred to as the Capital Improvement Budget and 
is a list of projects for recommended implementation during the next fiscal year, while the 
subsequent four-year period is referred to as the Capital Improvement Plan, which will be approved 
by the Board of County Commissioners in concept only.  By adopting a CIP, the County adopts a 
statement of intent, not an appropriation of funding for projects contained within the plan.  The CIP 
lists are updated annually as new needs become known and as priorities are changed.  Therefore, it 
is entirely possible that a project with a low priority will remain in the Capital Improvement Plan 
longer than four years, as more important projects appear and move ahead for quick 
implementation.  On the other hand, a project may be implemented sooner than originally planned 
due to changing priorities or funding availability.  
  


B. Definitions  
  
For the purposes of this process, capital is defined as follows: items that have a single acquisition 
cost of $10,000 or more and a usable life of five (5) or more years.  Basically, this implies that those 
items that can be clearly classified as major improvements, rather than routine maintenance or 
equipment replacement, are defined as capital for the purposes of this program.  
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C. Annual Review  
  
The Capital Improvement Plan will be considered annually and updated to add another year of 
projects.  This process will identify the Capital Budget (first year projects) as well as projects to be 
implemented in the four subsequent years of the program in order of priority.  The annual review 
procedure is as follows:  
  
  Second Quarter  
 Review by department heads and submittal of new projects 
 County commissioners assess criteria and weighing system, assess new projects, amend the 


CIP and assign final project ranks  
 
  Third Quarter 
 
 Final adoption  


  


D. Responsibilities for Plan Development  
  
The responsibilities outlined below indicate the process for development of the 2014-2018 CIP to 
the point of consideration by the Board of County Commissioners.  Before a project reaches the 
Commissioners, each project should be reviewed for financial feasibility, conformance to 
established plans, response to public need, engineering feasibility and environmental impact, where 
appropriate.  
  
  Department Heads  
  
 prepare project by project recommendations  


 
 provide all necessary supporting data (project sheets, maps, environmental data forms, fiscal 


notes, schedules, etc.) 
 
 review and comment on proposed recommendations before forwarding to the Finance 


Department 
 


Facilities Maintenance  
 
 comment on feasibility and prepare cost estimates on all architectural projects  


 
  Public Works  
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 review feasibility and cost estimates of all proposed civil engineering type projects, 
including preparatory studies where appropriate  


 
  Finance Department and County Manager 
 
 assist project sponsor in estimating costs for proposed projects  


 
 prepare revenue forecasts  


 
 prepare fund summaries  


 
 provide overall coordination for development of the CIP  


 
 provide copies of project data sheets and fiscal notes to staff for comments  


 
 compile departmental requests and staff comments  


 
 review financial data and prepare proposed plans for financing the CIP  


 
 review priorities and staff input and recommended additions, adjustments, or deletions  


 
 following department head review of the draft CIP, prepare document for forwarding to the 


Board of County Commissioners   
 


E. Method for Prioritizing Projects  
  


 Step 1: The department heads rate the capital projects according to the established 
criteria.  All departments use the same criteria.  


  
 Step 2: The establishment of the importance of one criterion over another by 


assigning the highest numerical score to the highest ranked criteria.  This is called 
the weight factor.  


 
 Step 3:  For the first seven criteria, each criterion’s raw score as submitted by the 


department heads is multiplied by that criterion’s weight factor to establish a 
weighted score. 


  
 Step 4:  The weighted scores for each criterion are added to establish a total 


weighted score. 
 
 Step 5:  If a project meets any of the final five criteria including legal requirements, 


safety improvements, relation to existing Commissioner priorities, contract 
obligations or extreme urgency, that project’s total weighted score is increased by 
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the percentage (amplification factor) of each of the final five criteria.  The resulting 
total amplified score will help determine the relative importance of one project over 
another in a systematic way.  The weight and amplification factors both serve to 
broaden the range of total scores and prioritize the criteria themselves.  The highest 
possible total score is 115. 


 
 Step 6: Examine locations, scheduling and funding of projects to coordinate 


financing and/or construction.  
 


The result of this process can be found on the Project Prioritization Worksheets in the Tables section 
of this document. 


  


F. Rational for Weight Factor Determination  
  
The weighted score was assigned to each criterion with a method used by the U.S. Forest Service, 
which essentially measures each criterion against every other criterion.  When one criterion is more 
important than another it is assigned a point.  The criteria with the most points are given the highest 
weight.  See the table and the following discussion by which the criteria were given a weight score. 
 


Project Criteria Weight Factors 
 


# Criterion Weight 
Factor 


1 Does the project meet a need with which a maximum number of citizens 
can identify? 


6 


2 Does the project result in maximum benefit to the community from the 
investment dollar? 


5 


3 Does the project conserve energy and/or provide a ten-year or less pay 
back on the investment dollar? 


4 


4 Does the project require speedy implementation in order to assure its 
success of maximum effectiveness? 


3 


5 Does the project improve or expand upon existing County services where 
such services are recognized and accepted as necessary and effective? 


3 


6 Does the project relate specifically to other existing or proposed 
programs? 


2 


7 Has the project been requested previously? 1 
 
 
Each criterion is compared to all criteria below: 
 


1/2-7: As with all levels of government, meeting a need with the tax dollar with which a 
maximum number of citizens can identify, is more important than all other criteria.  
(Criterion 1 takes priority over all others) 
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2/3: The cost/benefit ratio is more inclusive and more tangible than is short-term pay back 


and whether the project conserves energy.  (Criterion 2 takes priority over 3) 
 
2/4: The cost/benefit ratio is a more inclusive measure of success than speedy 


implementation.  (Criterion 2 takes priority over 4) 
 
2/5: Whether the project results in maximum benefit to the community from the investment 


dollar is more critical than whether the project expands upon existing services.  
(Criterion 2 takes priority over 5)  


 
2/6: Maximum benefit to the community is more important than whether the project relates 


specifically to other programs. (Criterion 2 takes priority over 6) 
 
2/7: The benefit per dollar is more important than when the project was previously 


requested.  (Criterion 2 takes priority over 7) 
 


3/4: Conservation of energy or investment payback is more important than speedy 
implementation to assure success.  (Criterion 3 takes priority over 4) 


 
3/5: Energy conservation and/or payback on the investment are more important than 


whether the project will result in an expansion or improvement of services.  (Criterion 3 
takes priority over 5) 


 
3/6: Short-term pay back and whether the project conserves energy are more critical than 


how the project relates to other programs.  (Criterion 3 takes priority over 6) 
 
3/7: Conservation of energy or investment payback is more important than how many times 


the project has been requested previously. (Criterion 3 takes priority over 7) 
 
4/5: Speedy implementation is as important as improving services.  (Criterion 4 and 5 will 


be rated equally) 
 
4/6: Coordination of programs is less important than speedy implementation.  (Criterion 4 


takes priority over 6) 
 


4/7: Speedy implementation is more important than when the project was previously 
requested.  (Criterion 4 takes priority over 7) 


 
5/6: Improvement or expansion of a service is more important than whether the project 


relates to other programs. (Criterion 5 takes priority over 6) 
 
5/7: Improvement or expansion of existing services is more important than how many times 


the project has been requested. (Criterion 5 takes priority over 7) 
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6/7:  Public recognition of improved or enhanced service is more important than whether the 
project was previously requested. (Criterion 6 takes priority over 7) 


 


G. Rational for Score Amplification 
 
After determination of the preliminary score for each project, the score was multiplied by a factor to 
complete the weighting system and establish a total score and final priority.  For instance, if two 
projects receive the same score based on the weighted criteria, a project that is legally required 
should take precedence over a project that is not legally required.  The amplification process 
accomplishes this goal.  If any of the final five criteria questions are checked “yes”, the entire 
weighted score established using the procedures above are “amplified” (this is done by multiplying 
the weighted score by the amplification rate) as follows: 
 


# Criterion Amplification  
Factor 


8 Is the project necessary to meet Federal, State, or Local legal 
requirements? 


6 


9 Does the project provide for and/or improve public health and/or 
safety? 


5 


10 Does the project directly relate to the Board of County 
Commissioners’ stated strategic priorities? 


4 


11 Is the project necessary to fulfill a contract obligation? 3 
12 Is the project urgently needed? 1 
 
The amplified value for each criterion is added to the weighted score to determine the Total 
Amplified Score.  From this final score, a rank is assigned to determine relative project importance.  


H. Project Criteria 
  


The following are the criteria as stated in the Department Head instruction manual:  
  
1.  Does the project meet a need which a maximum number of citizens can identify? Many 


services or facilities are requested by individual citizens and citizen's groups.  Have requests 
for the project been made at public hearings or forums or before the County 
Commissioners? Has the need to be filled by the project been the subject of frequent 
citizens’ complaints?  Tax dollars should always be used with an awareness of those citizen 
desires in mind.  


  
2.  Does the project result in maximum benefit to the Community from the investment dollar?  


This criterion is particularly important during periods of high inflation.  Buying land now 
for future projects, for example, can result in overall savings.  This criterion also applies to 
the replacement or renovation of obsolete and inefficient facilities which will result in 
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substantial improvement in services to the public at the least possible cost.  This criterion 
should be applied to all projects.   


 
3.  Does the project require speedy implementation in order to assure its success or maximum 


effectiveness?  There may be a time limitation on providing a local funding share in order to 
receive a State or Federal grant.  There may be other reasons why time is of the essence in 
the success or failure of a project.  If the time factor is critical, explain why.  


  
4.  Does the project conserve energy and/or provide a ten-year or less pay back on the 


investment dollar?  Energy improvement projects are becoming increasingly more 
important.  Often, these projects can be justified in terms of dollar savings.  This can be 
expressed in real dollar savings, reduced maintenance costs, or in man-hour savings.  


   
5.  Does the project improve or expand upon existing County Services where such services are 


recognized and accepted as necessary and effective?  This criterion can apply to new 
methods of improving existing services or simply expansion of services in their present 
format.  


 
6.  Does the project relate specifically to other existing or proposed programs?  A project that 


relates to other projects or that provides services related to other services should receive a 
higher rating.  


 
7.  Has the project been requested previously?  If so, rate the proposal according to the 


following scale:  
 


Originally Requested Scale 
5 or more consecutive years ago 4 
4 years 3 
3 years 2 
2 years 1 
1 year 0 
Never previously requested 0 


 
 
8.  Is the project necessary to meet Federal, State or local legal requirements?  This includes 


projects mandated by Court Order to meet requirements of law or other requirements. 
 


9.  Does the project provide for or improve public health or safety?  This criteria should be 
answered "no" unless public health or safety can be shown to be an urgent or critical factor.  


 
10.  Does the project directly relate to the Board of County Commissioners’ stated strategic 


priorities?  Does this project need to take place in order to execute declared strategic results? 
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11.  Is the project necessary to fulfill a contractual requirement?  This includes Federal or State 
grants, which require local participation. 


  
12.  Is this project urgently required?  Will delay result in curtailment of an essential service?  


This statement should be checked "yes" only if an emergency is clearly indicated; otherwise, 
answer "no".  If "yes," then a full justification must be given.  


 
  


IV. Program Categories  
  
 A Airport 
 IT Information Technology  
 M Miscellaneous  
 P Public Safety  
 R Roads Improvements 
 RG Rodeo Grounds  
 SW Solid Waste  
 T Trails 
 WS Water and Sewer  


 


V.   Funding Sources 
 
The proposed funding for the Capital Improvement Plan comes from the following restricted 
sources, among others: 
 


Sales Tax - In 1978, the voters of Gunnison County approved a 1% county sales tax.  The 
provisions of the sales tax resolution approved by the voters directed that one-half (1\2) of 
the County sales tax revenues collected from sales within the boundaries of incorporated 
municipalities shall be distributed to those municipalities.  The funds distributed to 
Gunnison County must be used solely for capital outlay and capital expenditures including 
but not limited to expenditures for the purchase of County buildings; the construction, 
alteration, relocation, and improvement of roads, bridges, and means of public 
transportation, and the purchase of facilities or equipment necessary for the operation of the 
county. 
 
Conservation Trust Fund (CTF) - The County’s share of lottery proceeds received from the 
State of Colorado and passed through from the Gunnison Metropolitan Recreation District 
are required to be deposited in its conservation trust fund and must be expended only for the 
acquisition, development, and maintenance of new conservation sites or for capital 
improvements or maintenance for recreational purposes on any public site. 


 
Road and Bridge Fund - The following is a description of several road and bridge resources 
that will be used to fund roads or trail CIP items: 
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 The Highway Users Tax Fund (HUTF) - Statutorily created in 1953 to account for state 
highway revenue. According to Section 43-4-204, C.R.S., all moneys in the HUTF are 
appropriated for: 


 
The acquisition of rights-of-way for, and the construction, engineering, 
safety, reconstruction, improvement, repair, maintenance, and administration 
of, the state highway system, the county highway systems, the city street 
systems, and other public roads and highways of the state ... 
 


Since its creation, revenue from motor fuel excise taxes, annual vehicle license and 
registration fees, and passenger-mile taxes on vehicles have been credited to the 
Fund. Over time however, additional revenue sources, such as court fines from 
traffic infractions and specialty license plate fees have been statutorily earmarked for 
the Fund. 
 


 Payments in Lieu of Taxes (PILT) - Federal payments to local governments that help 
offset losses in property taxes due to nontaxable Federal lands within their boundaries. 


 
 Federal Forest Reserve/Secure Rural Schools (Forest Reserve or SRS) - In 1908, 


Congress enacted a law that requires 25% of the revenues derived from the National 
Forest System to be given to counties in which the lands are situated for the equal 
benefit of public schools and roads. These Forest System revenues had been collected 
primarily from timber sales. As a result of timber sales decline, Congress recognized the 
need to stabilize payment to counties, and on October 30, 2000, the Secure Rural 
Schools and Community Self-Determination Act of 2000 (the “SRS Act”), Public Law 
106-393, was enacted. 


 
Airport Fund - The following is a description of several airport resources that will be used to 
fund airport CIP items: 
 
 Airport Operation Reserves - The Airport Operations Fund is an enterprise fund.  The 


fees and charges to the airport users are designed to recover the full cost of operating the 
airport and to provide a portion of the resources necessary for the capital improvement 
and replacement of airport assets.  Federal Aviation Administration regulations require 
that any reserves accumulated must be used for airport purposes. 


 
 Passenger Facility Charges (PFCs) - The Federal Aviation Administration (FAA) 


reviews and approves the implementation of this per enplanement fee.  All proceeds 
received by the airport must be used for authorized capital expenditures. 


 
 Federal Aviation Administration (FAA) Grants/Colorado Division of Aeronautics 


Grants (CDAG) - The proceeds received from these sources are required to be used only 
for the specific capital expenditures identified in the “scope of services” of the grant 
agreement. 
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Internal Service Fund I - This fund is used to account for the rental of motor vehicles, heavy 
equipment and to account for the usage of gravel and other materials used in construction 
and maintenance.  The fund charges fees to user departments and to other governmental 
agencies for the purpose of recovering the full cost of operations and for the replacement of 
all of the fund’s capital assets. The reserves accumulated in this fund are required (by OMB 
Circular A-87) to be used for the acquisition of capital assets for use within this fund. 
 
Internal Service Fund II - This fund is used to account for the rental of technological 
equipment including computer, mapping, telephone, postage and photocopy equipment.  
The fund charges fees to user departments and to other governmental agencies for the 
purpose of recovering the full cost of operations and for the replacement of all of the fund’s 
capitalized assets. The reserves accumulated in this fund are required (by OMB Circular A-
87) to be used for the acquisition of capital assets for use within this fund. 
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CAPITAL IMPROVEMENT PLAN SUMMARY
FISCAL YEAR 2014


2015 2016 2017 2018 FUTURE


A-1 Fire Truck $824,000 $824,000


A-2 General Aviation Apron Expansion $1,120,000 $1,120,000


A-3 Tomichi Creek Restoration $25,000 $15,000 $15,000 $15,000 $70,000


A-4 General Aviation Apron Rehabilitation $1,111,111 $1,111,111


A-5 Master Plan Update $561,111 $561,111


A-6 Snow Removal Equipment $888,888 $888,888


A-7 Rehabilitate Taxiway A (A1 to A3) $1,194,444 $1,194,444


A-8 Wildlife Hazard Assessment & Plan Update $58,480 $58,480


M-1 Gunnison County Courthouse $1,500,000 $12,000,000 $500,000 $14,000,000


M-2 Construction of Cold Storage Facility $70,000 $70,000


M-3 Sand Storage Building at Crested Butte $85,000 $85,000


M-4 Whitewater Park Improvements $20,000 $20,000 $20,000 $20,000 $20,000 $100,000


P-1 Patrol Vehicles $126,000 $92,000 $138,000 $92,000 $138,000 $138,000 $138,000 $862,000


R-1 Cottonwood Pass Project $900,000 $900,000 $1,800,000


R-2 Road Maint. and Snow Rem. Equipment $450,000 $450,000 $450,000 $450,000 $450,000 $2,250,000


R-3 Road Hard Surfacing $450,000 $500,000 $500,000 $500,000 $450,000 $2,400,000


R-4 Slate River Bridge Replacement $100,000 $1,000,000 $1,100,000


SW-1 Landfill Closure and Construction $640,000 $1,000,000 $1,500,000 $3,140,000


SW-2 Recycling Processing Facility Relocation $275,000 $275,000


WS-1 Dos Rios Sewer System Upgrades $100,000 $25,000 $25,000 $25,000 $175,000


WS-2 Somerset Sewer System $2,205,000 $2,205,000


TOTALS $2,266,000 $15,835,591 $3,992,444 $3,002,000 $3,379,111 $1,971,888 $3,843,000 $34,290,034


TOTAL PROJECT 
COST


PROJECTNUMBER
2014 CAPITAL 


BUDGET
CAPITAL IMPROVEMENT PLANPRIOR YEAR(S) 


COSTS
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PROPOSED CAPITAL BUDGET PROJECTS
FISCAL YEAR 2014


COUNTY OTHER SALES TAX ISF-I ISF-II OTHER


A-1 Fire Truck 2014 $41,200 $782,800 $824,000 FAA Entitlements, CDAG, PFC


A-3 Tomichi Creek Restoration 2014-2017 $12,500 $12,500 $70,000 X Cons. Trust, Airport, DOPW, UGRWCD, CRWCD, etc.


A-5 Master Plan Update 2014 $33,611 $527,500 $561,111 FAA Entitlements, CDAG, Airport Operations


A-8 Wildlife Hazard Assessment & Plan Update 2014 $5,848 $52,632 $58,480 CDAG, Airport Operations


M-1 Gunnison County Courthouse 2013-2015 $11,000,000 $1,000,000 $14,000,000 X Severance Tax, Certificates of Participation, DOLA


M-2 Construction of Cold Storage Facility 2014 $70,000 $0 $70,000 X X


M-3 Sand Storage Building at Crested Butte 2014 $85,000 $0 $85,000 X X


M-4 Whitewater Park Improvements 2014-2018 $20,000 $0 $100,000 General Fund


P-1 Patrol Vehicles 2013-Future $92,000 $0 $862,000 X X General Fund


R-2 Road Maint. and Snow Rem. Equipment 2014-2018 $450,000 $0 $2,250,000 X Increased Equipment Usage Rates


R-3 Road Hard Surfacing 2014-2018 $450,000 $0 $2,400,000 X HUTF, PILT, Mineral Leasing


R-4 Slate River Bridge Replacement 2014-2016 $100,000 $0 $1,100,000 X Federal Bridge Grant, PILT


SW-1 Landfill Closure and Construction 2013-Future $1,000,000 $0 $3,140,000 Landfill Closure and Construction Reserve


WS-1 Dos Rios Sewer System Upgrades 2014-2018 $100,000 $0 $175,000 Dos Rios Sewer Reserves


TOTALS $13,460,159 $2,375,432 $25,695,591


PROJECTNUMBER
RECOMMENDED FUNDING SOURCE(S)


TOTAL COSTYEARS
2014 COST
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NUMBER PROJECT YEARS 6 5 4 3 3 2 1 6% 5% 4% 3% 1%


A-1 Fire Truck 2014 3 4 2 3 4 4 3 78 X X 87 8


A-2 General Aviation Apron Expansion 2017 3 2 2 3 2 3 4 61 61 21


A-3 Tomichi Creek Restoration 2014-2017 3 4 2 4 2 3 0 70 X 71 18


A-4 General Aviation Apron Rehabilitation 2017 3 3 2 3 4 4 2 72 72 17


A-5 Master Plan Update 2014 4 4 1 2 4 4 0 74 X X X 83 10


A-6 Snow Removal Equipment 2018 3 4 2 3 4 4 0 75 X X 84 9


A-7 Rehabilitate Taxiway A (A1 to A3) 2015 3 2 2 2 4 4 4 66 X X X 74 15


A-8 Wildlife Hazard Assessment & Plan Update 2014 4 4 2 3 4 4 0 81 X X X 91 6


M-1 Gunnison County Courthouse 2013-2015 4 4 4 4 4 4 3 95 X X X X 111 1


M-2 Construction of Cold Storage Facility 2014 3 4 2 4 4 4 0 78 X 79 12


M-3 Sand Storage Building at Crested Butte 2014 3 3 2 2 4 3 1 66 X X 73 16


M-4 Whitewater Park Improvements 2014-2018 4 3 1 3 3 3 0 67 67 19


P-1 Patrol Vehicles 2013-Future 4 3 3 2 3 3 2 74 X 78 13


R-1 Cottonwood Pass Project 2015-2016 4 3 3 3 4 4 4 84 X X X 92 5


R-2 Road Maint. and Snow Rem. Equipment 2014-2018 4 4 4 3 4 4 4 93 X X X 103 2


R-3 Road Hard Surfacing 2014-2018 4 4 3 3 4 4 0 85 X X X 93 4


R-4 Slate River Bridge Replacement 2014-2016 4 4 2 1 4 4 4 79 X X X 91 6


SW-1 Landfill Closure and Construction 2013-2014 4 4 2 4 4 4 0 84 X X X X 97 3


SW-2 Recycling Processing Facility Relocation 2015 3 4 3 3 4 4 2 81 81 11


WS-1 Dos Rios Sewer System Upgrades 2014-2018 4 3 2 3 4 4 0 76 X 77 14


WS-2 Somerset Sewer System Future 3 2 1 3 3 2 4 58 X X X 65 20


Weight Factors Amplification
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otal W
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CRITERIACAPITAL IMPROVEMENT PLAN
PROJECT PRIORITIZATION BY PROJECT
FISCAL YEAR 2014


Note: the total scores calculated on this worksheet are determined using 
the criteria scoring as submitted by County staff.
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NUMBER PROJECT YEARS 6 5 4 3 3 2 1 6% 5% 4% 3% 1%


M-1 Gunnison County Courthouse 2013-2015 4 4 4 4 4 4 3 95 X X X X 111 1


R-2 Road Maint. and Snow Rem. Equipment 2014-2018 4 4 4 3 4 4 4 93 X X X 103 2


SW-1 Landfill Closure and Construction 2013-2014 4 4 2 4 4 4 0 84 X X X X 97 3


R-3 Road Hard Surfacing 2014-2018 4 4 3 3 4 4 0 85 X X X 93 4


R-1 Cottonwood Pass Project 2015-2016 4 3 3 3 4 4 4 84 X X X 92 5


A-8 Wildlife Hazard Assessment & Plan Update 2014 4 4 2 3 4 4 0 81 X X X 91 6


R-4 Slate River Bridge Replacement 2014-2016 4 4 2 1 4 4 4 79 X X X 91 6


A-1 Fire Truck 2014 3 4 2 3 4 4 3 78 X X 87 8


A-6 Snow Removal Equipment 2018 3 4 2 3 4 4 0 75 X X 84 9


A-5 Master Plan Update 2014 4 4 1 2 4 4 0 74 X X X 83 10


SW-2 Recycling Processing Facility Relocation 2015 3 4 3 3 4 4 2 81 81 11


M-2 Construction of Cold Storage Facility 2014 3 4 2 4 4 4 0 78 X 79 12


P-1 Patrol Vehicles 2013-Future 4 3 3 2 3 3 2 74 X 78 13


WS-1 Dos Rios Sewer System Upgrades 2014-2018 4 3 2 3 4 4 0 76 X 77 14


A-7 Rehabilitate Taxiway A (A1 to A3) 2015 3 2 2 2 4 4 4 66 X X X 74 15


M-3 Sand Storage Building at Crested Butte 2014 3 3 2 2 4 3 1 66 X X 73 16


A-4 General Aviation Apron Rehabilitation 2017 3 3 2 3 4 4 2 72 72 17


A-3 Tomichi Creek Restoration 2014-2017 3 4 2 4 2 3 0 70 X 71 18


M-4 Whitewater Park Improvements 2014-2018 4 3 1 3 3 3 0 67 67 19


WS-2 Somerset Sewer System Future 3 2 1 3 3 2 4 58 X X X 65 20


A-2 General Aviation Apron Expansion 2017 3 2 2 3 2 3 4 61 61 21


CRITERIA
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otal W


eighted S
core


T
otal A
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Weight Factors Amplification


CAPITAL IMPROVEMENT PLAN
PROJECT PRIORITIZATION BY TOTAL SCORE
FISCAL YEAR 2014


Note: the total scores calculated on this worksheet are determined using 
the criteria scoring as submitted by County staff.
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NUMBER PROJECT YEARS 6 5 4 3 3 2 1 6% 5% 4% 3% 1%


M-1 Gunnison County Courthouse 2013-2015 4 4 4 4 4 4 3 95 X X X X 111 1


R-2 Road Maint. and Snow Rem. Equipment 2014-2018 4 4 4 3 4 4 4 93 X X X 103 2


R-3 Road Hard Surfacing 2014-2018 4 4 3 3 4 4 0 85 X X X 93 3


R-1 Cottonwood Pass Project 2015-2016 4 3 3 3 4 4 4 84 X X X 92 4


R-4 Slate River Bridge Replacement 2014-2016 4 4 2 1 4 4 4 79 X X X 91 5


SW-2 Recycling Processing Facility Relocation 2015 3 4 3 3 4 4 2 81 81 6


M-2 Construction of Cold Storage Facility 2014 3 4 2 4 4 4 0 78 X 79 7


P-1 Patrol Vehicles 2013-Future 4 3 3 2 3 3 2 74 X 78 8


M-3 Sand Storage Building at Crested Butte 2014 3 3 2 2 4 3 1 66 X X 73 9


A-3 Tomichi Creek Restoration 2014-2017 3 4 2 4 2 3 0 70 X 71 10


M-4 Whitewater Park Improvements 2014-2018 4 3 1 3 3 3 0 67 67 11


Stand-Alone Projects


SW-1 Landfill Closure and Construction 2013-2014 4 4 2 4 4 4 0 84 X X X X 97 1


A-8 Wildlife Hazard Assessment & Plan Update 2014 4 4 2 3 4 4 0 81 X X X 91 2


A-1 Fire Truck 2014 3 4 2 3 4 4 3 78 X X 87 3


A-6 Snow Removal Equipment 2018 3 4 2 3 4 4 0 75 X X 84 4


A-5 Master Plan Update 2014 4 4 1 2 4 4 0 74 X X X 83 5


WS-1 Dos Rios Sewer System Upgrades 2014-2018 4 3 2 3 4 4 0 76 X 77 6


A-7 Rehabilitate Taxiway A (A1 to A3) 2015 3 2 2 2 4 4 4 66 X X X 74 7


A-4 General Aviation Apron Rehabilitation 2017 3 3 2 3 4 4 2 72 72 8


WS-2 Somerset Sewer System Future 3 2 1 3 3 2 4 58 X X X 65 9


A-2 General Aviation Apron Expansion 2017 3 2 2 3 2 3 4 61 61 10
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CAPITAL IMPROVEMENT PLAN
RESTATED PROJECT PRIORITIZATION
FISCAL YEAR 2014


Note: the total scores calculated on this worksheet are determined using 
the criteria scoring as submitted by County staff.
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NUMBER PROJECT YEARS 2014 COST TOTAL COST TOTAL SCORE


A-1 Fire Truck 2014 $824,000 $824,000 87


A-2 General Aviation Apron Expansion 2017 $0 $1,120,000 61


A-3 Tomichi Creek Restoration 2014-2017 $25,000 $70,000 71


A-4 General Aviation Apron Rehabilitation 2017 $0 $1,111,111 72


A-5 Master Plan Update 2014 $561,111 $561,111 83


A-6 Snow Removal Equipment 2018 $0 $888,888 84


A-7 Rehabilitate Taxiway A (A1 to A3) 2015 $0 $1,194,444 74


A-8 Wildlife Hazard Assessment & Plan Update 2014 $58,480 $58,480 91


TOTALS $1,468,591 $5,828,034


AIRPORT
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CAPITAL IMPROVEMENT PLAN 
                     PROJECT REQUEST FORM 


                      2014-2018 
 


1. Program Category: 2. Project Title: 3. Project No.:


Airport Fire Truck A-1 


4. Description: 6.    Justification: 
Replacement for Airport Engine 2.   Current Engine 2 has reached its replacement age per Federal Aviation 


Administration standards, and is beginning to show its age with increasing 
maintenance problems.  Engine 2, a 1998 model approaching 15 years old, is the 
primary response vehicle because it meets index requirements in terms of having 
water, foam and dry chemicals.  The reason we have been able to avoid 
replacement of Engine 2 up to this point is because other airfield issues needed to 
be addressed.  The Part 139 FAA inspector (Part 139 is the Federal Aviation 
Administration’s regulations that govern the operation of commercial airports) just 
completed the annual inspection and he will state in his letter of recommendation 
that Engine 2 be replaced.  At that juncture the new truck will be our primary 
response unit and Engine 2 will become the support unit.   5. Site Requirement: 


N/A 


7.    Total Project Cost: 8.    Schedule: 
Prior Yrs Cost         Year 


2014 $824,000  
 


Phase Prior Yrs 2014 2015 2016 2017 2018 Future 


2015        
Arc. & Eng.        


2016       
2017        


Acquisition        
2018       
Future       


Construction        
Total Cost $824,000 


2014 County Cost $41,200 Comments:       


9.    Funding Distribution: 11.    Impact on Operating Budget: 


Federal $741,600 
  Amount 


2014 Succeeding Years 


State $41,200 
A.   Personnel Services             
B.   Contract Services             


County $41,200 
C.   Fixed Costs             
D.   Utility Costs             


Other       
E.   Materials & Supplies             
F.   Equipment             


Total $824,000 


G.   Estimated Annual Debt Service             
H.   Other                   


                        Total             
10. Recommended Funding  


Sources:   Comments: 
FAA Entitlements, CDAG, PFC       


12.  Responsible Department: Total Score:
Airport 87 


13.  Responsible Person: 14.  Date:


Walter Cranor May 30, 2013 
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CAPITAL IMPROVEMENT PLAN     
Supplementary Data 


 
Section One – Supplementary Cost Data
A.  Land Cost         
B.  Construction Cost/Including Approximately 10% Contingencies)         
C.  Architectural, Engineering and Inspection (15% of B) $2,000  
D.  Permits        
E.  Utilities        
F.  Furnishings        
G.  Acquisition/Purchase $822,000  
H.  Other Costs (Specify)              
                                                                                                        TOTAL: $824,000 


Project Rating (See Instructions): 


Section Two – Weighted Criteria 
Rate each criterion listed below on a scale of 1 to 4 based on the following rating key: 


 Raw Score Explanation 


1 Project does not meet criterion 
2 Project meets criterion poorly 
3 Project meets criterion satisfactorily 
4 Project meets criterion very well 


                                                                                                Score Comments 
1. Does the project meet a need with which a maximum 


number of citizens can identify? 
3 Without this equipment there will be no commercial air 


service 


2. Does the project result in maximum benefit to the 
community from the investment dollar? 


4       


3. Does the project conserve energy and/or provide a ten-
year or less pay back on the investment dollar? 


2       


4. Does the project require speedy implementation in 
order to assure its success of maximum effect? 


3       


5. Does the project improve or expand upon existing 
county services where such services are recognized 
and accepted as necessary and effective? 


4       


6. Does the project relate specifically to other existing or 
proposed programs? 


4       


7. Has the project been requested previously? See 
instructions for scoring information. 


3       


Section Three – Amplified Criteria 
NOTE: You MUST provide specific information justifying any boxes marked “Yes” 


 Yes No Comments 


8. Is the project necessary to meet Federal, State, or 
Local legal requirements? 


  


Since the current trucks are out of compliance, the FAA 
can choose to pull the 14 CFR Part 139 operating 
certificate if they are not repalced in a reasonable 


timeframe. 


9. Does the project provide for and/or improve public 
health and/or safety? 


  Fire trucks protect the safety of the flying public. 


10. Does the project directly relate to the Board of 
County Commissioners’ stated strategic priorities? 


        


11. Is the project necessary to fulfill a contract 
obligation? 


        


12. Is the project urgently needed?   FAA ADO would like to keep on schedule. 


Section Four – Personal Judgment 
                                             Check One: 
What is your overall personal judgment of the priority of this project? 
 


 1. Deferrable 


 2. Desirable 


 3. Necessary 


 4. Urgent 
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CAPITAL IMPROVEMENT PLAN 
                     PROJECT REQUEST FORM 


                      2014-2018 
 


1. Program Category: 2. Project Title: 3. Project No.:


Airport General Aviation Ramp Expansion A-2 


4. Description: 6.    Justification: 
Expand General Aviation Ramp to 
the west in front of the new 
hangars. 


This ramp expansion would provide additional parking areas on the general aviation 
ramp, and would provide a better access to the taxiway from the private hangar 
portion of the ramp. During certain times of the year, the Fixed Based Operator, 
Gunnison Valley Aviation,  runs out of tie downs for general aviation.  Snow removal 
would also be enhanced with this expansion as more snow could be moved to the 
west.  This project is proposed to be implemented along with the General Aviation 
Rehabilitation project to save on costs.  2016 Federal Aviation Administration 
Entitlements will be carried over to 2017.   
 


5. Site Requirement: 
Existing site available. 


7.    Total Project Cost: 8.    Schedule: 
Prior Yrs Cost         Year 


2014        
 


Phase Prior Yrs 2014 2015 2016 2017 2018 Future 


2015        
Arc. & Eng.        


2016       
2017 $1,120,000  


Acquisition        
2018       
Future       


Construction        
Total Cost $1,120,000 


2014 County Cost       Comments:       


9.    Funding Distribution: 11.    Impact on Operating Budget: 


Federal $1,000,000 
  Amount 


2014 Succeeding Years 


State $55,556 
A.   Personnel Services             
B.   Contract Services             


County $64,444 
C.   Fixed Costs             
D.   Utility Costs             


Other       
E.   Materials & Supplies             
F.   Equipment             


Total $1,120,000 


G.   Estimated Annual Debt Service             
H.   Other                   


                        Total             
10. Recommended Funding  


Sources:   Comments: 
FAA, CDAG, Airport Operations       


12.  Responsible Department: Total Score:
Airport 61 


13.  Responsible Person: 14.  Date:


Walter Cranor May 30, 2013 
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CAPITAL IMPROVEMENT PLAN     
Supplementary Data 


 
Section One – Supplementary Cost Data
A.  Land Cost         
B.  Construction Cost/Including Approximately 10% Contingencies)  $952,000  
C.  Architectural, Engineering and Inspection (15% of B) $168,000  
D.  Permits        
E.  Utilities        
F.  Furnishings        
G.  Acquisition/Purchase        
H.  Other Costs (Specify)              
                                                                                                        TOTAL: $1,200,000 


Project Rating (See Instructions): 


Section Two – Weighted Criteria 
Rate each criterion listed below on a scale of 1 to 4 based on the following rating key: 


 Raw Score Explanation 


1 Project does not meet criterion 
2 Project meets criterion poorly 
3 Project meets criterion satisfactorily 
4 Project meets criterion very well 


                                                                                                Score Comments 
1. Does the project meet a need with which a maximum 


number of citizens can identify? 
3       


2. Does the project result in maximum benefit to the 
community from the investment dollar? 


2       


3. Does the project conserve energy and/or provide a ten-
year or less pay back on the investment dollar? 


2       


4. Does the project require speedy implementation in 
order to assure its success of maximum effect? 


3       


5. Does the project improve or expand upon existing 
county services where such services are recognized 
and accepted as necessary and effective? 


2       


6. Does the project relate specifically to other existing or 
proposed programs? 


3       


7. Has the project been requested previously? See 
instructions for scoring information. 


4       


Section Three – Amplified Criteria 
NOTE: You MUST provide specific information justifying any boxes marked “Yes” 


 Yes No Comments 
8. Is the project necessary to meet Federal, State, or 


Local legal requirements? 
        


9. Does the project provide for and/or improve public 
health and/or safety? 


        


10. Does the project directly relate to the Board of 
County Commissioners’ stated strategic priorities? 


        


11. Is the project necessary to fulfill a contract 
obligation? 


        


12. Is the project urgently needed?         


Section Four – Personal Judgment 
                                             Check One: 
What is your overall personal judgment of the priority of this project? 
 


 1. Deferrable 


 2. Desirable 


 3. Necessary 


 4. Urgent 
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CAPITAL IMPROVEMENT PLAN 
                     PROJECT REQUEST FORM 


                      2014-2018 
 


1. Program Category: 2. Project Title: 3. Project No.:


Airport Tomichi Creek Restoration A-3 


4. Description: 6.    Justification: 
Tomichi Creek bank restoration 
on Airport property.  


Bank restoration efforts need to be undertaken to maintain the quality of the Tomichi 
Creek for fishing and protection of stream temperatures.  This project includes bank 
stabilization as well as livestock and vehicle crossings.    


5. Site Requirement: 
Existing site available.  


7.    Total Project Cost: 8.    Schedule: 
Prior Yrs Cost         Year 


2014 $25,000  
 


Phase Prior Yrs 2014 2015 2016 2017 2018 Future 


2015 $15,000  
Arc. & Eng.        


2016 $15,000 
2017 $15,000  


Acquisition        
2018       
Future       


Construction        
Total Cost $70,000 


2014 County Cost $12,500 Comments:       


9.    Funding Distribution: 11.    Impact on Operating Budget: 


Federal       
  Amount 


2014 Succeeding Years 


State $14,000 
A.   Personnel Services             
B.   Contract Services             


County $35,000 
C.   Fixed Costs             
D.   Utility Costs             


Other $21,000 
E.   Materials & Supplies             
F.   Equipment             


Total $70,000 


G.   Estimated Annual Debt Service             
H.   Other                   


                        Total             
10. Recommended Funding  


Sources:   Comments: 
Sales Tax, Cons. Trust, Airport 
Operations, CO Division of Parks 
and Wildlife, UGRWCD, CRWCD, 
Trout Unlimited. 


      


12.  Responsible Department: Total Score:
Airport 71 


13.  Responsible Person: 14.  Date:


Marlene Crosby June 18, 2013 
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CAPITAL IMPROVEMENT PLAN     
Supplementary Data 


 
Section One – Supplementary Cost Data
A.  Land Cost         
B.  Construction Cost/Including Approximately 10% Contingencies)  $60,000  
C.  Architectural, Engineering and Inspection (15% of B) $10,000  
D.  Permits        
E.  Utilities        
F.  Furnishings        
G.  Acquisition/Purchase        
H.  Other Costs (Specify)              
                                                                                                        TOTAL: $70,000 


Project Rating (See Instructions): 


Section Two – Weighted Criteria 
Rate each criterion listed below on a scale of 1 to 4 based on the following rating key: 


 Raw Score Explanation 


1 Project does not meet criterion 
2 Project meets criterion poorly 
3 Project meets criterion satisfactorily 
4 Project meets criterion very well 


                                                                                                Score Comments 
1. Does the project meet a need with which a maximum 


number of citizens can identify? 
3       


2. Does the project result in maximum benefit to the 
community from the investment dollar? 


4       


3. Does the project conserve energy and/or provide a ten-
year or less pay back on the investment dollar? 


2       


4. Does the project require speedy implementation in 
order to assure its success of maximum effect? 


4       


5. Does the project improve or expand upon existing 
county services where such services are recognized 
and accepted as necessary and effective? 


2       


6. Does the project relate specifically to other existing or 
proposed programs? 


3       


7. Has the project been requested previously? See 
instructions for scoring information. 


0       


Section Three – Amplified Criteria 
NOTE: You MUST provide specific information justifying any boxes marked “Yes” 


 Yes No Comments 
8. Is the project necessary to meet Federal, State, or 


Local legal requirements? 
        


9. Does the project provide for and/or improve public 
health and/or safety? 


        


10. Does the project directly relate to the Board of 
County Commissioners’ stated strategic priorities? 


        


11. Is the project necessary to fulfill a contract 
obligation? 


        


12. Is the project urgently needed?         


Section Four – Personal Judgment 
                                             Check One: 
What is your overall personal judgment of the priority of this project? 
 


 1. Deferrable 


 2. Desirable 


 3. Necessary 


 4. Urgent 
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CAPITAL IMPROVEMENT PLAN 
                     PROJECT REQUEST FORM 


                      2014-2018 
 


1. Program Category: 2. Project Title: 3. Project No.:


Airport General Aviation Apron Rehabilitation A-4 


4. Description: 6.    Justification: 
Rehabilitation of the General 
Aviation Apron. 


Most of the asphalt on the General Aviation Apron is the oldest on the Airport.  This 
apron has been fog coated twice and is largely held together with crack seal.  The 
pavement needs repaired as the water getting  down through cracks is ruining the 
base layer underneath and further degrading the asphalt.  This winter we had a frost 
heave in front of one hangar which raised the asphalt about 1 1/2 inches, again due 
to water getting into the substrate.  This project is proposed to be implemented along 
with the General Aviation Expansion project to save on costs.  2016 Federal 
Entitlements will be carried over to 2017.   


5. Site Requirement: 
Exisitng site available.   


7.    Total Project Cost: 8.    Schedule: 
Prior Yrs Cost         Year 


2014        
 


Phase Prior Yrs 2014 2015 2016 2017 2018 Future 


2015        
Arc. & Eng.        


2016       
2017 $1,111,111  


Acquisition        
2018       
Future       


Construction        
Total Cost $1,111,111 


2014 County Cost       Comments:       


9.    Funding Distribution: 11.    Impact on Operating Budget: 


Federal $1,000,000 
  Amount 


2014 Succeeding Years 


State $55,556 
A.   Personnel Services             
B.   Contract Services             


County $55,556 
C.   Fixed Costs             
D.   Utility Costs             


Other       
E.   Materials & Supplies             
F.   Equipment             


Total $1,111,111 


G.   Estimated Annual Debt Service             
H.   Other                   


                        Total             
10. Recommended Funding  


Sources:   Comments: 
FAA, CDAG, Airport       


12.  Responsible Department: Total Score:
Airport 72 


13.  Responsible Person: 14.  Date:


Walter Cranor May 30, 2013 
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CAPITAL IMPROVEMENT PLAN     
Supplementary Data 


 
Section One – Supplementary Cost Data
A.  Land Cost         
B.  Construction Cost/Including Approximately 10% Contingencies)  $911,111  
C.  Architectural, Engineering and Inspection (15% of B) $200,000  
D.  Permits        
E.  Utilities        
F.  Furnishings        
G.  Acquisition/Purchase        
H.  Other Costs (Specify)              
                                                                                                        TOTAL: $1,111,111 


Project Rating (See Instructions): 


Section Two – Weighted Criteria 
Rate each criterion listed below on a scale of 1 to 4 based on the following rating key: 


 Raw Score Explanation 


1 Project does not meet criterion 
2 Project meets criterion poorly 
3 Project meets criterion satisfactorily 
4 Project meets criterion very well 


                                                                                                Score Comments 
1. Does the project meet a need with which a maximum 


number of citizens can identify? 
3       


2. Does the project result in maximum benefit to the 
community from the investment dollar? 


3       


3. Does the project conserve energy and/or provide a ten-
year or less pay back on the investment dollar? 


2       


4. Does the project require speedy implementation in 
order to assure its success of maximum effect? 


3       


5. Does the project improve or expand upon existing 
county services where such services are recognized 
and accepted as necessary and effective? 


4       


6. Does the project relate specifically to other existing or 
proposed programs? 


4       


7. Has the project been requested previously? See 
instructions for scoring information. 


2       


Section Three – Amplified Criteria 
NOTE: You MUST provide specific information justifying any boxes marked “Yes” 


 Yes No Comments 
8. Is the project necessary to meet Federal, State, or 


Local legal requirements? 
        


9. Does the project provide for and/or improve public 
health and/or safety? 


        


10. Does the project directly relate to the Board of 
County Commissioners’ stated strategic priorities? 


        


11. Is the project necessary to fulfill a contract 
obligation? 


        


12. Is the project urgently needed?         


Section Four – Personal Judgment 
                                             Check One: 
What is your overall personal judgment of the priority of this project? 
 


 1. Deferrable 


 2. Desirable 


 3. Necessary 


 4. Urgent 
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CAPITAL IMPROVEMENT PLAN 
                     PROJECT REQUEST FORM 


                      2014-2018 
 


1. Program Category: 2. Project Title: 3. Project No.:


Airport Master Plan Update A-5 


4. Description: 6.    Justification: 
Update Airport master plan with e-
ALP and Exhibit A  


The Airport Master Plan is a planning document for shaping the future of the Airport.  
The Federal Aviation Administration mandates it be updated periodically. This project 
was slated for 2013 but due to the change of Airport Managers, was moved into 
2014.  The Exhibit A is a property map that includes title work.  The Electronic Airport 
Layout Plan (eALP) is a rendered map required to meet Federal Aviation 
Administration requirements.   


5. Site Requirement: 
N/A 


7.    Total Project Cost: 8.    Schedule: 
Prior Yrs Cost         Year 


2014 $561,111  
 


Phase Prior Yrs 2014 2015 2016 2017 2018 Future 


2015        
Arc. & Eng.        


2016       
2017        


Acquisition        
2018       
Future       


Construction        
Total Cost $561,111 


2014 County Cost $33,611 Comments:       


9.    Funding Distribution: 11.    Impact on Operating Budget: 


Federal $405,000 
  Amount 


2014 Succeeding Years 


State $122,500 
A.   Personnel Services             
B.   Contract Services             


County $33,611 
C.   Fixed Costs             
D.   Utility Costs             


Other       
E.   Materials & Supplies             
F.   Equipment             


Total $561,111 


G.   Estimated Annual Debt Service             
H.   Other                   


                        Total             
10. Recommended Funding  


Sources:   Comments: 
FAA Entitlement, CDAG,Airport       


12.  Responsible Department: Total Score:
Airport 83 


13.  Responsible Person: 14.  Date:


Walter Cranor May 30, 2013 
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CAPITAL IMPROVEMENT PLAN     
Supplementary Data 


 
Section One – Supplementary Cost Data
A.  Land Cost         
B.  Construction Cost/Including Approximately 10% Contingencies)         
C.  Architectural, Engineering and Inspection (15% of B) $561,111  
D.  Permits        
E.  Utilities        
F.  Furnishings        
G.  Acquisition/Purchase        
H.  Other Costs (Specify)              
                                                                                                        TOTAL: $561,111 


Project Rating (See Instructions): 


Section Two – Weighted Criteria 
Rate each criterion listed below on a scale of 1 to 4 based on the following rating key: 


 Raw Score Explanation 


1 Project does not meet criterion 
2 Project meets criterion poorly 
3 Project meets criterion satisfactorily 
4 Project meets criterion very well 


                                                                                                Score Comments 
1. Does the project meet a need with which a maximum 


number of citizens can identify? 
4       


2. Does the project result in maximum benefit to the 
community from the investment dollar? 


4       


3. Does the project conserve energy and/or provide a ten-
year or less pay back on the investment dollar? 


1 N/A 


4. Does the project require speedy implementation in 
order to assure its success of maximum effect? 


2 not speedy but mandated 


5. Does the project improve or expand upon existing 
county services where such services are recognized 
and accepted as necessary and effective? 


4       


6. Does the project relate specifically to other existing or 
proposed programs? 


4       


7. Has the project been requested previously? See 
instructions for scoring information. 


0       


Section Three – Amplified Criteria 
NOTE: You MUST provide specific information justifying any boxes marked “Yes” 


 Yes No Comments 
8. Is the project necessary to meet Federal, State, or 


Local legal requirements? 
  Required by the Federal Aviation Administration AC 


150/5070-6B  


9. Does the project provide for and/or improve public 
health and/or safety? 


  A properly planned airport is central to the safety of the 
traveling public.   


10. Does the project directly relate to the Board of 
County Commissioners’ stated strategic priorities? 


        


11. Is the project necessary to fulfill a contract 
obligation? 


        


12. Is the project urgently needed?         


Section Four – Personal Judgment 
                                             Check One: 
What is your overall personal judgment of the priority of this project? 
 


 1. Deferrable 


 2. Desirable 


 3. Necessary 


 4. Urgent 


 
 


27







CAPITAL IMPROVEMENT PLAN 
                     PROJECT REQUEST FORM 


                      2014-2018 
 


1. Program Category: 2. Project Title: 3. Project No.:


Airport Snow Removal Equipment A-6 


4. Description: 6.    Justification: 
Snow Removal Equipment with 
attachment of a plow 


The Airport's large runway plow will reach the Federal Aviation Administration 
mandated replacement age by 2018 and this is the funding for purchase of the new 
equipment.  The Snow Removal Equipment is necessary to meet the requirements in 
the Airport's snow plan. 


5. Site Requirement: 
N/A 


7.    Total Project Cost: 8.    Schedule: 
Prior Yrs Cost         Year 


2014        
 


Phase Prior Yrs 2014 2015 2016 2017 2018 Future 


2015        
Arc. & Eng.        


2016       
2017        


Acquisition        
2018 $888,888 
Future       


Construction        
Total Cost $888,888 


2014 County Cost       Comments:       


9.    Funding Distribution: 11.    Impact on Operating Budget: 


Federal $800,000 
  Amount 


2014 Succeeding Years 


State $44,444 
A.   Personnel Services             
B.   Contract Services             


County $44,444 
C.   Fixed Costs             
D.   Utility Costs             


Other       
E.   Materials & Supplies             
F.   Equipment             


Total $888,888 


G.   Estimated Annual Debt Service             
H.   Other                   


                        Total             
10. Recommended Funding  


Sources:   Comments: 
FAA, CDAG, Airport Operations       


12.  Responsible Department: Total Score:
Airport 84 


13.  Responsible Person: 14.  Date:


Walter Cranor May 30, 2013 
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CAPITAL IMPROVEMENT PLAN     
Supplementary Data 


 
Section One – Supplementary Cost Data
A.  Land Cost         
B.  Construction Cost/Including Approximately 10% Contingencies)         
C.  Architectural, Engineering and Inspection (15% of B) $88,888  
D.  Permits        
E.  Utilities        
F.  Furnishings        
G.  Acquisition/Purchase $800,000  
H.  Other Costs (Specify)              
                                                                                                        TOTAL: $888,888 


Project Rating (See Instructions): 


Section Two – Weighted Criteria 
Rate each criterion listed below on a scale of 1 to 4 based on the following rating key: 


 Raw Score Explanation 


1 Project does not meet criterion 
2 Project meets criterion poorly 
3 Project meets criterion satisfactorily 
4 Project meets criterion very well 


                                                                                                Score Comments 
1. Does the project meet a need with which a maximum 


number of citizens can identify? 
3       


2. Does the project result in maximum benefit to the 
community from the investment dollar? 


4       


3. Does the project conserve energy and/or provide a ten-
year or less pay back on the investment dollar? 


2       


4. Does the project require speedy implementation in 
order to assure its success of maximum effect? 


3       


5. Does the project improve or expand upon existing 
county services where such services are recognized 
and accepted as necessary and effective? 


4       


6. Does the project relate specifically to other existing or 
proposed programs? 


4       


7. Has the project been requested previously? See 
instructions for scoring information. 


0       


Section Three – Amplified Criteria 
NOTE: You MUST provide specific information justifying any boxes marked “Yes” 


 Yes No Comments 
8. Is the project necessary to meet Federal, State, or 


Local legal requirements? 
        


9. Does the project provide for and/or improve public 
health and/or safety? 


        


10. Does the project directly relate to the Board of 
County Commissioners’ stated strategic priorities? 


        


11. Is the project necessary to fulfill a contract 
obligation? 


        


12. Is the project urgently needed?         


Section Four – Personal Judgment 
                                             Check One: 
What is your overall personal judgment of the priority of this project? 
 


 1. Deferrable 


 2. Desirable 


 3. Necessary 


 4. Urgent 
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CAPITAL IMPROVEMENT PLAN 
                     PROJECT REQUEST FORM 


                      2014-2018 
 


1. Program Category: 2. Project Title: 3. Project No.:


Airport Rehabilitate Taxiway A (A1 to A3) A-7 


4. Description: 6.    Justification: 
Rehabilitate the pavement on 
Taxiway A between A1 and A3. 


Due to budget constraints, the Airport had to remove Taxiway A1-A3 from the 
Taxiway project that occurred in 2007.  In 2010,  we did a slurry seal on this portion 
of the Taxiway to hold the asphalt for a longer period of time.  A slurry seal is a cold 
mixed asphalt. It consists of a graded aggregate, a binder , fines and additives. It is a 
hard wearing surfacing for pavement preservation.  However, this portion of the 
taxiway needs to be rehabilitated, which is a milling and overlay on top of the existing 
asphalt. This section of taxiway is the oldest pavement in the movement areas of the 
airport, has been fog sealed twice and patched numerous times . Repair/fog seal is 
no longer an option, as the bonding properties of the asphalt are severely aged. 


5. Site Requirement: 
Existing site available. 


7.    Total Project Cost: 8.    Schedule: 
Prior Yrs Cost         Year 


2014        
 


Phase Prior Yrs 2014 2015 2016 2017 2018 Future 


2015 $1,194,444  
Arc. & Eng.        


2016       
2017        


Acquisition        
2018       
Future       


Construction        
Total Cost $1,194,444 


2014 County Cost       Comments:       


9.    Funding Distribution: 11.    Impact on Operating Budget: 


Federal $1,075,000 
  Amount 


2014 Succeeding Years 


State $59,722 
A.   Personnel Services             
B.   Contract Services             


County $59,722 
C.   Fixed Costs             
D.   Utility Costs             


Other       
E.   Materials & Supplies             
F.   Equipment             


Total $1,194,444 


G.   Estimated Annual Debt Service             
H.   Other                   


                        Total             
10. Recommended Funding  


Sources:   Comments: 
FAA, CDAG, Airport Operations       


12.  Responsible Department: Total Score:
Airport 74 


13.  Responsible Person: 14.  Date:


Walter Cranor May 30, 2013 
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CAPITAL IMPROVEMENT PLAN     
Supplementary Data 


 
Section One – Supplementary Cost Data
A.  Land Cost         
B.  Construction Cost/Including Approximately 10% Contingencies)  $1,014,778  
C.  Architectural, Engineering and Inspection (15% of B) $179,166  
D.  Permits        
E.  Utilities        
F.  Furnishings        
G.  Acquisition/Purchase        
H.  Other Costs (Specify)              
                                                                                                        TOTAL: $1,194,444 


Project Rating (See Instructions): 


Section Two – Weighted Criteria 
Rate each criterion listed below on a scale of 1 to 4 based on the following rating key: 


 Raw Score Explanation 


1 Project does not meet criterion 
2 Project meets criterion poorly 
3 Project meets criterion satisfactorily 
4 Project meets criterion very well 


                                                                                                Score Comments 
1. Does the project meet a need with which a maximum 


number of citizens can identify? 
3       


2. Does the project result in maximum benefit to the 
community from the investment dollar? 


2       


3. Does the project conserve energy and/or provide a ten-
year or less pay back on the investment dollar? 


2       


4. Does the project require speedy implementation in 
order to assure its success of maximum effect? 


2       


5. Does the project improve or expand upon existing 
county services where such services are recognized 
and accepted as necessary and effective? 


4       


6. Does the project relate specifically to other existing or 
proposed programs? 


4       


7. Has the project been requested previously? See 
instructions for scoring information. 


4 This project has been moved around in CIP to address 
more immediate needs. 


Section Three – Amplified Criteria 
NOTE: You MUST provide specific information justifying any boxes marked “Yes” 


 Yes No Comments 
8. Is the project necessary to meet Federal, State, or 


Local legal requirements? 
  FAA requires servicable surfaces. 


9. Does the project provide for and/or improve public 
health and/or safety? 


        


10. Does the project directly relate to the Board of 
County Commissioners’ stated strategic priorities? 


        


11. Is the project necessary to fulfill a contract 
obligation? 


        


12. Is the project urgently needed?   The Taxiway pavement is falling apart. 


Section Four – Personal Judgment 
                                             Check One: 
What is your overall personal judgment of the priority of this project? 
 


 1. Deferrable 


 2. Desirable 


 3. Necessary 


 4. Urgent 
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CAPITAL IMPROVEMENT PLAN 
                     PROJECT REQUEST FORM 


                      2014-2018 
 


1. Program Category: 2. Project Title: 3. Project No.:


Airport Wildlife Hazard Assessment & Plan Update A-8 


4. Description: 6.    Justification: 
Required assessment and plan 
update. 


FAA mandates a wildlife hazard assessment be done periodically and the plan 
modified as needed to address the risks to air travel posed by the identified wildlife. 


5. Site Requirement: 
N/A 


7.    Total Project Cost: 8.    Schedule: 
Prior Yrs Cost         Year 


2014 $58,480  
 


Phase Prior Yrs 2014 2015 2016 2017 2018 Future 


2015        
Arc. & Eng.        


2016       
2017        


Acquisition        
2018       
Future       


Construction        
Total Cost $58,480 


2014 County Cost $5,848 Comments:       


9.    Funding Distribution: 11.    Impact on Operating Budget: 


Federal       
  Amount 


2014 Succeeding Years 


State $52,632 
A.   Personnel Services             
B.   Contract Services             


County $5,848 
C.   Fixed Costs             
D.   Utility Costs             


Other       
E.   Materials & Supplies             
F.   Equipment             


Total $58,480 


G.   Estimated Annual Debt Service             
H.   Other                   


                        Total             
10. Recommended Funding  


Sources:   Comments: 
CDAG, Airport Operations       


12.  Responsible Department: Total Score:
Airport 91 


13.  Responsible Person: 14.  Date:


Walter Cranor May 31, 2013 
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CAPITAL IMPROVEMENT PLAN     
Supplementary Data 


 
Section One – Supplementary Cost Data
A.  Land Cost         
B.  Construction Cost/Including Approximately 10% Contingencies)         
C.  Architectural, Engineering and Inspection (15% of B) $58,480  
D.  Permits        
E.  Utilities        
F.  Furnishings        
G.  Acquisition/Purchase        
H.  Other Costs (Specify)              
                                                                                                        TOTAL: $58,480 


Project Rating (See Instructions): 


Section Two – Weighted Criteria 
Rate each criterion listed below on a scale of 1 to 4 based on the following rating key: 


 Raw Score Explanation 


1 Project does not meet criterion 
2 Project meets criterion poorly 
3 Project meets criterion satisfactorily 
4 Project meets criterion very well 


                                                                                                Score Comments 
1. Does the project meet a need with which a maximum 


number of citizens can identify? 
4       


2. Does the project result in maximum benefit to the 
community from the investment dollar? 


4       


3. Does the project conserve energy and/or provide a ten-
year or less pay back on the investment dollar? 


2       


4. Does the project require speedy implementation in 
order to assure its success of maximum effect? 


3       


5. Does the project improve or expand upon existing 
county services where such services are recognized 
and accepted as necessary and effective? 


4       


6. Does the project relate specifically to other existing or 
proposed programs? 


4       


7. Has the project been requested previously? See 
instructions for scoring information. 


0       


Section Three – Amplified Criteria 
NOTE: You MUST provide specific information justifying any boxes marked “Yes” 


 Yes No Comments 
8. Is the project necessary to meet Federal, State, or 


Local legal requirements? 
        


9. Does the project provide for and/or improve public 
health and/or safety? 


        


10. Does the project directly relate to the Board of 
County Commissioners’ stated strategic priorities? 


        


11. Is the project necessary to fulfill a contract 
obligation? 


        


12. Is the project urgently needed?         


Section Four – Personal Judgment 
                                             Check One: 
What is your overall personal judgment of the priority of this project? 
 


 1. Deferrable 


 2. Desirable 


 3. Necessary 


 4. Urgent 
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NUMBER PROJECT YEARS 2014 COST TOTAL COST TOTAL SCORE


M-1 Gunnison County Courthouse 2013-2015 $12,000,000 $14,000,000 111


M-2 Construction of Cold Storage Facility 2014 $70,000 $70,000 79


M-3 Sand Storage Building at Crested Butte 2014 $85,000 $85,000 73


M-4 Whitewater Park Improvements 2014-2018 $20,000 $100,000 67


TOTALS $12,175,000 $14,255,000


MISCELLANEOUS
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CAPITAL IMPROVEMENT PLAN 
                     PROJECT REQUEST FORM 


                      2014-2018 
 


1. Program Category: 2. Project Title: 3. Project No.:


Miscellaneous Gunnison County Courthouse M-1 


4. Description: 6.    Justification: 
Reconstruction of the Gunnison 
County Courthouse.   


The structure as it currently stands needs major overhauling to address security and 
access shortcomings, replace failing building systems, and comply with modern 
building codes.  
 
After a thorough needs assessment, planning is underway to move forward to 
remove and rebuild the existing Courthouse complex, possibly with the exception of 
the original 1881 two-story Courthouse.  That original section is proposed to be 
restored and refurbished based on its original design and will serve as an historic 
lobby entrance. In order to maintain security throughout the building, there will only 
be one unrestricted public entrance. The new building will include a full basement 
containing secure parking, the County morgue and storage. Also included will be 
three complete courtrooms which will meet security requirements to ensure the 
safety of the public, court staff, jurors and prisoners. 


5. Site Requirement: 
Existing site available following 
demolition of the existing 
Courthouse. 


7.    Total Project Cost: 8.    Schedule: 
Prior Yrs Cost $1,500,000   Year 


2014 $12,000,000  
 


Phase Prior Yrs 2014 2015 2016 2017 2018 Future 


2015 $500,000  
Arc. & Eng.        


2016       
2017        


Acquisition        
2018       
Future       


Construction        
Total Cost $14,000,000 


2014 County Cost $11,000,000 Comments: Final Construction may spill over into 2015, but the schedule will be determined once a 
Construction Manager/General Contractor has been retained. 


9.    Funding Distribution: 11.    Impact on Operating Budget: 


Federal $1,000,000 
  Amount 


2014 Succeeding Years 


State $1,000,000 
A.   Personnel Services             
B.   Contract Services             


County $12,000,000 
C.   Fixed Costs             
D.   Utility Costs $-11,000 $-11,000 


Other       
E.   Materials & Supplies             
F.   Equipment             


Total $14,000,000 


G.   Estimated Annual Debt Service $500,000 $500,000 
H.   Other                   


                        Total $489,000 $489,000 
10. Recommended Funding  


Sources:   Comments: 
Funds saved for the project 
(primarily of Severance and Sales 
Taxes), Certificates of 
Participation, DOLA Grant 


It is too early to determine the operating budget impacts because the building and its 
systems have not been designed.  However,  the proposed building is over 10,000 
square feet smaller than the existing building and will include very energy efficient 
features, so the operating costs will be reduced. 


12.  Responsible Department: Total Score:
Administration 111 


13.  Responsible Person: 14.  Date:


Matthew Birnie May 21, 2013 
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CAPITAL IMPROVEMENT PLAN     
Supplementary Data 


 
Section One – Supplementary Cost Data
A.  Land Cost         
B.  Construction Cost/Including Approximately 10% Contingencies)  $12,500,000  
C.  Architectural, Engineering and Inspection (15% of B) $1,200,000  
D.  Permits        
E.  Utilities        
F.  Furnishings        
G.  Acquisition/Purchase        
H.  Other Costs (Specify) Owner's Rep., Commissioning $300,000  
                                                                                                        TOTAL: 14,000,000 


Project Rating (See Instructions): 


Section Two – Weighted Criteria 
Rate each criterion listed below on a scale of 1 to 4 based on the following rating key: 


 Raw Score Explanation 


1 Project does not meet criterion 
2 Project meets criterion poorly 
3 Project meets criterion satisfactorily 
4 Project meets criterion very well 


                                                                                                Score Comments 
1. Does the project meet a need with which a maximum 


number of citizens can identify? 
4       


2. Does the project result in maximum benefit to the 
community from the investment dollar? 


4       


3. Does the project conserve energy and/or provide a ten-
year or less pay back on the investment dollar? 4 


Project will definitely save energy.  The 10 year 
investment will be calculated when life cycle costs are 


determined. 
4. Does the project require speedy implementation in 


order to assure its success of maximum effect? 
4 Interest rates are at historic lows and construction costs 


continue to be low as well. 


5. Does the project improve or expand upon existing 
county services where such services are recognized 
and accepted as necessary and effective? 


4 The Project will make county services more accessible 
and efficient. 


6. Does the project relate specifically to other existing or 
proposed programs? 4 


The project relates to all County Administration and 
governing board functions.  It is also necessary in order 
for the County to fulfill its statutory obligation to provide 


adequate court facilities to the State.


7. Has the project been requested previously? See 
instructions for scoring information. 


3       


Section Three – Amplified Criteria 
NOTE: You MUST provide specific information justifying any boxes marked “Yes” 


 Yes No Comments 
8. Is the project necessary to meet Federal, State, or 


Local legal requirements? 
  C.R.S. §30-11-104(1)(a) and C.R.S. §13-3-108. 


 


9. Does the project provide for and/or improve public 
health and/or safety? 


  
The project will provide ADA access that is not currently 
possible and will allow for the provision of adequate court 
security which is currently not possible. 


10. Does the project directly relate to the Board of 
County Commissioners’ stated strategic priorities? 


  


By 2015, Gunnison County will begin a courthouse 
project, securing funding not derived from new taxes, in 
order to address operational and energy efficiency, 
employee productivity, access, safety and judicial needs. 


11. Is the project necessary to fulfill a contract 
obligation? 


        


12. Is the project urgently needed?   The Court security situation is untenable. 


Section Four – Personal Judgment 
                                             Check One: 
What is your overall personal judgment of the priority of this project? 
 


 1. Deferrable 


 2. Desirable 


 3. Necessary 


 4. Urgent 
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CAPITAL IMPROVEMENT PLAN 
                     PROJECT REQUEST FORM 


                      2014-2018 
 


1. Program Category: 2. Project Title: 3. Project No.:


Miscellaneous Construction of Cold Storage Facility M-2 


4. Description: 6.    Justification: 
Construction of a cold storage 
facility for tires, signs, broom 
bristles, crack sealer, cutting 
edges, etc. 


Currently these items are stored at the old builidng or in heated storage.  Soon the 
old building will be demolished as required by the Federal Aviation Administration 
and parking the motor pool vehicles in heated storage during the winter would be a 
better use of the facility.  We cannot store the items outside due to weather and our 
yard does not have a security fence to prevent theft.  Our plan is to use as many 
materials as possible from the old facilities including steel trusses, garage doors, etc.  
The drawings have been provided pro-bono so the only engineering will be snow 
load and foundation approvals. 


5. Site Requirement: 
The structure wil be sited at the 
new Public Works Facility at 195 
Basin Park Drive.   


7.    Total Project Cost: 8.    Schedule: 
Prior Yrs Cost         Year 


2014 $70,000  
 


Phase Prior Yrs 2014 2015 2016 2017 2018 Future 


2015        
Arc. & Eng.        


2016       
2017        


Acquisition        
2018       
Future       


Construction        
Total Cost $70,000 


2014 County Cost $70,000 Comments:       


9.    Funding Distribution: 11.    Impact on Operating Budget: 


Federal       
  Amount 


2014 Succeeding Years 


State       
A.   Personnel Services             
B.   Contract Services             


County $70,000 
C.   Fixed Costs             
D.   Utility Costs             


Other       
E.   Materials & Supplies             
F.   Equipment             


Total $70,000 


G.   Estimated Annual Debt Service             
H.   Other                   


                        Total             
10. Recommended Funding  


Sources:   Comments: 
Sales Tax and ISF-I Parts and materials will be stored close to where mechanics are working and crews 


are mobilizing.  No change in operating budget, but more efficient use of time. 


12.  Responsible Department: Total Score:
Public Works Department 79 


13.  Responsible Person: 14.  Date:


Marlene D. Crosby June 5, 2013 
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CAPITAL IMPROVEMENT PLAN     
Supplementary Data 


 
Section One – Supplementary Cost Data
A.  Land Cost         
B.  Construction Cost/Including Approximately 10% Contingencies)  $65,000  
C.  Architectural, Engineering and Inspection (15% of B) $4,500  
D.  Permits $500  
E.  Utilities        
F.  Furnishings        
G.  Acquisition/Purchase        
H.  Other Costs (Specify) Structural Assessment        
                                                                                                        TOTAL: $70,000 


Project Rating (See Instructions): 


Section Two – Weighted Criteria 
Rate each criterion listed below on a scale of 1 to 4 based on the following rating key: 


 Raw Score Explanation 


1 Project does not meet criterion 
2 Project meets criterion poorly 
3 Project meets criterion satisfactorily 
4 Project meets criterion very well 


                                                                                                Score Comments 
1. Does the project meet a need with which a maximum 


number of citizens can identify? 
3       


2. Does the project result in maximum benefit to the 
community from the investment dollar? 


4 Parts and materials will be stored inside, protected from 
weather and theft 


3. Does the project conserve energy and/or provide a ten-
year or less pay back on the investment dollar? 


2       


4. Does the project require speedy implementation in 
order to assure its success of maximum effect? 


4 Project is needed now 


5. Does the project improve or expand upon existing 
county services where such services are recognized 
and accepted as necessary and effective? 


4       


6. Does the project relate specifically to other existing or 
proposed programs? 


4       


7. Has the project been requested previously? See 
instructions for scoring information. 


0       


Section Three – Amplified Criteria 
NOTE: You MUST provide specific information justifying any boxes marked “Yes” 


 Yes No Comments 
8. Is the project necessary to meet Federal, State, or 


Local legal requirements? 
        


9. Does the project provide for and/or improve public 
health and/or safety? 


        


10. Does the project directly relate to the Board of 
County Commissioners’ stated strategic priorities? 


        


11. Is the project necessary to fulfill a contract 
obligation? 


        


12. Is the project urgently needed?         


Section Four – Personal Judgment 
                                             Check One: 
What is your overall personal judgment of the priority of this project? 
 


 1. Deferrable 


 2. Desirable 


 3. Necessary 


 4. Urgent 
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CAPITAL IMPROVEMENT PLAN 
                     PROJECT REQUEST FORM 


                      2014-2018 
 


1. Program Category: 2. Project Title: 3. Project No.:


Miscellaneous Sand Storage Builiding at Crested Butte M-3 


4. Description: 6.    Justification: 
Sand storage building at the 
Crested Butte shop. 


Currently the sanding material that is used on the Gothic Road and other roads in 
District 3 is stored at the Crested Butte shop yard.  We treat it with a de-icing liquid 
which does not help eliminate ice on the roads, but does keep the pile from freezing 
solid.  Since the pile is out in the open it is covered with snow all winter.  Moisture 
gets into the pile and then freezes causing the loose material to turn into large 
chunks of frozen material. 
 
When the operator is trying to load the sand truck he has to sort through the frozen 
chunks to get to good material.  If chunks, even small ones, get into the sander unit 
they freeze up the conveyor and the material has to be shoveled out or the chunks 
broken apart. 
 
Construction of a storage shed and the retention basin will confine any run-off to the 
immediate area and will minimize the time it takes the operator to get a load of sand 
and get back on the Gothic Road. 


5. Site Requirement: 
Backyard of the Crested Butte 
shop. 


7.    Total Project Cost: 8.    Schedule: 
Prior Yrs Cost         Year 


2014 $85,000  
 


Phase Prior Yrs 2014 2015 2016 2017 2018 Future 


2015        
Arc. & Eng.        


2016       
2017        


Acquisition        
2018       
Future       


Construction        
Total Cost $85,000 


2014 County Cost $85,000 Comments:       


9.    Funding Distribution: 11.    Impact on Operating Budget: 


Federal       
  Amount 


2014 Succeeding Years 


State       
A.   Personnel Services             
B.   Contract Services             


County $85,000 
C.   Fixed Costs             
D.   Utility Costs             


Other       
E.   Materials & Supplies             
F.   Equipment             


Total $85,000 


G.   Estimated Annual Debt Service             
H.   Other                   


                        Total             
10. Recommended Funding  


Sources:   Comments: 
Sales Tax 
ISF-I Revenues 


      


12.  Responsible Department: Total Score:
Public Works Department 73 


13.  Responsible Person: 14.  Date:


Marlene D. Crosby June 5, 2013 
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CAPITAL IMPROVEMENT PLAN     
Supplementary Data 


 
Section One – Supplementary Cost Data
A.  Land Cost         
B.  Construction Cost/Including Approximately 10% Contingencies)  $85,000  
C.  Architectural, Engineering and Inspection (15% of B)        
D.  Permits        
E.  Utilities        
F.  Furnishings        
G.  Acquisition/Purchase        
H.  Other Costs (Specify)              
                                                                                                        TOTAL: $85,000 


Project Rating (See Instructions): 


Section Two – Weighted Criteria 
Rate each criterion listed below on a scale of 1 to 4 based on the following rating key: 


 Raw Score Explanation 


1 Project does not meet criterion 
2 Project meets criterion poorly 
3 Project meets criterion satisfactorily 
4 Project meets criterion very well 


                                                                                                Score Comments 
1. Does the project meet a need with which a maximum 


number of citizens can identify? 
3       


2. Does the project result in maximum benefit to the 
community from the investment dollar? 


3       


3. Does the project conserve energy and/or provide a ten-
year or less pay back on the investment dollar? 


2       


4. Does the project require speedy implementation in 
order to assure its success of maximum effect? 


2       


5. Does the project improve or expand upon existing 
county services where such services are recognized 
and accepted as necessary and effective? 


4       


6. Does the project relate specifically to other existing or 
proposed programs? 


3       


7. Has the project been requested previously? See 
instructions for scoring information. 


1       


Section Three – Amplified Criteria 
NOTE: You MUST provide specific information justifying any boxes marked “Yes” 


 Yes No Comments 
8. Is the project necessary to meet Federal, State, or 


Local legal requirements? 
  Whether or not a storage shed is constructed, we have to 


build a retention basin 


9. Does the project provide for and/or improve public 
health and/or safety? 


  Will allow faster response time to apply sand to the 
Gothic Road. 


10. Does the project directly relate to the Board of 
County Commissioners’ stated strategic priorities? 


  By December 31, 2017, 90% of County maintained road 
miles will meet the identified maintenance service level. 


11. Is the project necessary to fulfill a contract 
obligation? 


        


12. Is the project urgently needed?         


Section Four – Personal Judgment 
                                             Check One: 
What is your overall personal judgment of the priority of this project? 
 


 1. Deferrable 


 2. Desirable 


 3. Necessary 


 4. Urgent 
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CAPITAL IMPROVEMENT PLAN 
                     PROJECT REQUEST FORM 


                      2014-2018 
 


1. Program Category: 2. Project Title: 3. Project No.:


Trails Whitewater Park Improvements M-4 


4. Description: 6.    Justification: 
Improve and add amenities at the 
Gunnison County Whitewater 
Park. 


Improvements at the Gunnison County Whitewater Park are needed both to maintain 
existing amenities as well as enhance the experience for users of the Park.  Planned 
projects include rehabilitation of existing river structures, placement of boulders for 
fishing enhancement, the creation of a special events area, placement of childrens' 
play structures, picnic tables and benches, and potentially paving the road access.  


5. Site Requirement: 
Existing site available.   


7.    Total Project Cost: 8.    Schedule: 
Prior Yrs Cost         Year 


2014 $20,000  
 


Phase Prior Yrs 2014 2015 2016 2017 2018 Future 


2015 $20,000  
Arc. & Eng.        


2016 $20,000 
2017 $20,000  


Acquisition        
2018 $20,000 
Future       


Construction        
Total Cost $100,000 


2014 County Cost $20,000 Comments:       


9.    Funding Distribution: 11.    Impact on Operating Budget: 


Federal       
  Amount 


2014 Succeeding Years 


State       
A.   Personnel Services             
B.   Contract Services             


County $100,000 
C.   Fixed Costs             
D.   Utility Costs             


Other       
E.   Materials & Supplies             
F.   Equipment             


Total $100,000 


G.   Estimated Annual Debt Service             
H.   Other                   


                        Total             
10. Recommended Funding  


Sources:   Comments: 
Existing funding provided by the 
Parks appropriation 


There will be very little impact on the operating budget.  Negligible funds will be 
needed for period repair and maintenance of some acquired features.   


12.  Responsible Department: Total Score:
Public Works 67 


13.  Responsible Person: 14.  Date:


Marlene Crosby July 30, 2013 
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CAPITAL IMPROVEMENT PLAN     
Supplementary Data 


 
Section One – Supplementary Cost Data
A.  Land Cost         
B.  Construction Cost/Including Approximately 10% Contingencies)  $70,000  
C.  Architectural, Engineering and Inspection (15% of B) $20,000  
D.  Permits        
E.  Utilities        
F.  Furnishings        
G.  Acquisition/Purchase $10,000  
H.  Other Costs (Specify)              
                                                                                                        TOTAL: $100,000 


Project Rating (See Instructions): 


Section Two – Weighted Criteria 
Rate each criterion listed below on a scale of 1 to 4 based on the following rating key: 


 Raw Score Explanation 


1 Project does not meet criterion 
2 Project meets criterion poorly 
3 Project meets criterion satisfactorily 
4 Project meets criterion very well 


                                                                                                Score Comments 
1. Does the project meet a need with which a maximum 


number of citizens can identify? 
4       


2. Does the project result in maximum benefit to the 
community from the investment dollar? 


3       


3. Does the project conserve energy and/or provide a ten-
year or less pay back on the investment dollar? 


1       


4. Does the project require speedy implementation in 
order to assure its success of maximum effect? 


3 Existing structures need rehabilitation before they 
become hazardous to the boating public. 


5. Does the project improve or expand upon existing 
county services where such services are recognized 
and accepted as necessary and effective? 


3       


6. Does the project relate specifically to other existing or 
proposed programs? 


3       


7. Has the project been requested previously? See 
instructions for scoring information. 


0       


Section Three – Amplified Criteria 
NOTE: You MUST provide specific information justifying any boxes marked “Yes” 


 Yes No Comments 
8. Is the project necessary to meet Federal, State, or 


Local legal requirements? 
        


9. Does the project provide for and/or improve public 
health and/or safety? 


        


10. Does the project directly relate to the Board of 
County Commissioners’ stated strategic priorities? 


        


11. Is the project necessary to fulfill a contract 
obligation? 


        


12. Is the project urgently needed?         


Section Four – Personal Judgment 
                                             Check One: 
What is your overall personal judgment of the priority of this project? 
 


 1. Deferrable 


 2. Desirable 


 3. Necessary 


 4. Urgent 
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NUMBER PROJECT YEARS 2014 COST TOTAL COST TOTAL SCORE


P-1 Patrol Vehicles 2013-Future $92,000 $862,000 78


TOTALS $92,000 $862,000


PUBLIC SAFETY
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CAPITAL IMPROVEMENT PLAN 
                     PROJECT REQUEST FORM 


                      2014-2018 
 


1. Program Category: 2. Project Title: 3. Project No.:


Public Safety Patrol Vehicles P-1 


4. Description: 6.    Justification: 
Patrol Vehicle Replacement For the year of 2014, we would like to replace two patrol vehicles to continue on a 


systematic replacement schedule. 
 
For the years of 2014 thru 2018, we would like to replace a total of two adminstrative 
vehicles,  eight patrol vehicles and two jail ransport vehicles after 95,000 miles or  
the repairs exceeds the trade in value for the vehicle.  
 
We are projecting a cost of approximately $46,000 for one patrol vehicle with 
required equipment. 


5. Site Requirement: 
Not applicable. 


7.    Total Project Cost: 8.    Schedule: 
Prior Yrs Cost $126,000   Year 


2014 $92,000  
 


Phase Prior Yrs 2014 2015 2016 2017 2018 Future 


2015 $138,000  
Arc. & Eng.        


2016 $92,000 
2017 $138,000  


Acquisition        
2018 $138,000 
Future $138,000  


Construction        
Total Cost $862,000 


2014 County Cost $92,000 Comments:       


9.    Funding Distribution: 11.    Impact on Operating Budget: 


Federal       
  Amount 


2014 Succeeding Years 


State       
A.   Personnel Services             
B.   Contract Services             


County $862,000 
C.   Fixed Costs             
D.   Utility Costs             


Other       
E.   Materials & Supplies             
F.   Equipment             


Total $862,000 


G.   Estimated Annual Debt Service             
H.   Other                   


                        Total             
10. Recommended Funding  


Sources:   Comments: 
Sales Tax, ISF-I or General Fund These purchases will have a negligible effect on the operating budget.  


12.  Responsible Department: Total Score:
Gunnison County Sheriff's Office 78 


13.  Responsible Person: 14.  Date:


Richard Besecker May 28, 2013 
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CAPITAL IMPROVEMENT PLAN     
Supplementary Data 


 
Section One – Supplementary Cost Data
A.  Land Cost         
B.  Construction Cost/Including Approximately 10% Contingencies)         
C.  Architectural, Engineering and Inspection (15% of B)        
D.  Permits        
E.  Utilities        
F.  Furnishings        
G.  Acquisition/Purchase $862,000  
H.  Other Costs (Specify)              
                                                                                                        TOTAL: $862,000 


Project Rating (See Instructions): 


Section Two – Weighted Criteria 
Rate each criterion listed below on a scale of 1 to 4 based on the following rating key: 


 Raw Score Explanation 


1 Project does not meet criterion 
2 Project meets criterion poorly 
3 Project meets criterion satisfactorily 
4 Project meets criterion very well 


                                                                                                Score Comments 
1. Does the project meet a need with which a maximum 


number of citizens can identify? 
4       


2. Does the project result in maximum benefit to the 
community from the investment dollar? 


3       


3. Does the project conserve energy and/or provide a ten-
year or less pay back on the investment dollar? 


3       


4. Does the project require speedy implementation in 
order to assure its success of maximum effect? 


2       


5. Does the project improve or expand upon existing 
county services where such services are recognized 
and accepted as necessary and effective? 


3       


6. Does the project relate specifically to other existing or 
proposed programs? 


3       


7. Has the project been requested previously? See 
instructions for scoring information. 


2       


Section Three – Amplified Criteria 
NOTE: You MUST provide specific information justifying any boxes marked “Yes” 


 Yes No Comments 
8. Is the project necessary to meet Federal, State, or 


Local legal requirements? 
        


9. Does the project provide for and/or improve public 
health and/or safety? 


        


10. Does the project directly relate to the Board of 
County Commissioners’ stated strategic priorities? 


        


11. Is the project necessary to fulfill a contract 
obligation? 


        


12. Is the project urgently needed?         


Section Four – Personal Judgment 
                                             Check One: 
What is your overall personal judgment of the priority of this project? 
 


 1. Deferrable 


 2. Desirable 


 3. Necessary 


 4. Urgent 
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NUMBER PROJECT YEARS 2014 COST TOTAL COST TOTAL SCORE


R-1 Cottonwood Pass Project 2015-2016 $0 $1,800,000 92


R-2 Road Maint. and Snow Rem. Equipment 2014-2018 $450,000 $2,250,000 103


R-3 Road Hard Surfacing 2014-2018 $450,000 $2,400,000 93


R-4 Slate River Bridge Replacement 2014-2016 $100,000 $1,100,000 91


TOTALS $1,000,000 $7,550,000


ROADS IMPROVEMENTS
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CAPITAL IMPROVEMENT PLAN 
                     PROJECT REQUEST FORM 


                      2014-2018 
 


1. Program Category: 2. Project Title: 3. Project No.:


Roads Improvements Cottonwood Pass Project R-1 


4. Description: 6.    Justification: 
Reconstruction, including paving 
of Cottonwood Pass 


Preliminary engineering and environmental scoping for this project was done in the 
1990's.  Gunnison County recently submitted a Colorado Access Program 
Application (MAP 21) to Central Federal Lands for funding for this project.  Costs 
projected are for the first phase only. 


5. Site Requirement: 
Approval by the USFS is required. 


7.    Total Project Cost: 8.    Schedule: 
Prior Yrs Cost         Year 


2014        
 


Phase Prior Yrs 2014 2015 2016 2017 2018 Future 


2015 $900,000  
Arc. & Eng.        


2016 $900,000 
2017        


Acquisition        
2018       
Future       


Construction        
Total Cost $1,800,000 


2014 County Cost       Comments:       


9.    Funding Distribution: 11.    Impact on Operating Budget: 


Federal       
  Amount 


2014 Succeeding Years 


State       
A.   Personnel Services             
B.   Contract Services             


County $1,800,000 
C.   Fixed Costs             
D.   Utility Costs             


Other       
E.   Materials & Supplies             
F.   Equipment             


Total $1,800,000 


G.   Estimated Annual Debt Service             
H.   Other                   


                        Total             
10. Recommended Funding  


Sources:   Comments: 
Payment in Lieu of Taxes, Secure 
Rural Schools, Sales Tax, 
Avoided Equipment Purchases 


Reconstruction would significantly reduce required maintenance.  Cost information 
for this specific portion of Cottonwood Pass is not available. 


12.  Responsible Department: Total Score:
Public Works Department 92 


13.  Responsible Person: 14.  Date:


Marlene D. Crosby June 5, 2013 
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CAPITAL IMPROVEMENT PLAN     
Supplementary Data 


 
Section One – Supplementary Cost Data
A.  Land Cost         
B.  Construction Cost/Including Approximately 10% Contingencies)  $1,800,000  
C.  Architectural, Engineering and Inspection (15% of B)        
D.  Permits        
E.  Utilities        
F.  Furnishings        
G.  Acquisition/Purchase        
H.  Other Costs (Specify)              
                                                                                                        TOTAL: $1,800,000 


Project Rating (See Instructions): 


Section Two – Weighted Criteria 
Rate each criterion listed below on a scale of 1 to 4 based on the following rating key: 


 Raw Score Explanation 


1 Project does not meet criterion 
2 Project meets criterion poorly 
3 Project meets criterion satisfactorily 
4 Project meets criterion very well 


                                                                                                Score Comments 
1. Does the project meet a need with which a maximum 


number of citizens can identify? 
4       


2. Does the project result in maximum benefit to the 
community from the investment dollar? 


3       


3. Does the project conserve energy and/or provide a ten-
year or less pay back on the investment dollar? 


3 Reduced maintenance results in reduced fuel usage. 


4. Does the project require speedy implementation in 
order to assure its success of maximum effect? 


3       


5. Does the project improve or expand upon existing 
county services where such services are recognized 
and accepted as necessary and effective? 


4       


6. Does the project relate specifically to other existing or 
proposed programs? 4 


The Taylor River Road reconstruction will be completed 
in 2013.  This project will complete a corridor from Buena 
Vista to Almont which serves as an important access for 


visitors coming to our valley to recreate.


7. Has the project been requested previously? See 
instructions for scoring information. 


4 Project has not been requested previously, but has been 
on the drawing board since the 1990's. 


Section Three – Amplified Criteria 
NOTE: You MUST provide specific information justifying any boxes marked “Yes” 


 Yes No Comments 
8. Is the project necessary to meet Federal, State, or 


Local legal requirements? 
        


9. Does the project provide for and/or improve public 
health and/or safety? 


  Safety is a major consideration. 


10. Does the project directly relate to the Board of 
County Commissioners’ stated strategic priorities? 


  


This project was deferred in 2013 to fund Taylor River 
Road project.  By the end of 2017, 90% of all County 
maintained roads will be improved to the appropriate 


service level. 


11. Is the project necessary to fulfill a contract 
obligation? 


  It will be if project is accepted by FHWA. 


12. Is the project urgently needed?         


Section Four – Personal Judgment 
                                             Check One: 
What is your overall personal judgment of the priority of this project? 
 


 1. Deferrable 


 2. Desirable 


 3. Necessary 


 4. Urgent 
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CAPITAL IMPROVEMENT PLAN 
                     PROJECT REQUEST FORM 


                      2014-2018 
 


1. Program Category: 2. Project Title: 3. Project No.:


Roads Improvements Road Maintenance and Snow Removal Equipment R-2 


4. Description: 6.    Justification: 
Replace road maintenance and 
snow removal equipment. 


In prior years rolling stock has not been included in the Capital Improvement 
Program.  However, increased costs of equipment and the increased costs to ISF-I 
for utilities, gas and diesel has decreased the ability of ISF-I reserves to fund the 
needed equipment, including both new and replacement units.  Experience has 
taught us that if heavy equipment (graders, loaders, backhoes, dozers) are not 
replaced in a timely manner the result is overhaul/replacement of a major 
component.  Many of our dump trucks, which are used for summer maintenance and 
winter plowing, are 15+ years old.  The light duty vehicles in our fleet need to be 
replaced by more fuel efficient vehicles. 
 


5. Site Requirement: 
Not Applicable. 


7.    Total Project Cost: 8.    Schedule: 
Prior Yrs Cost         Year 


2014 $450,000  
 


Phase Prior Yrs 2014 2015 2016 2017 2018 Future 


2015 $450,000  
Arc. & Eng.        


2016 $450,000 
2017 $450,000  


Acquisition        
2018 $450,000 
Future       


Construction        
Total Cost $2,250,000 


2014 County Cost $450,000 Comments:       


9.    Funding Distribution: 11.    Impact on Operating Budget: 


Federal       
  Amount 


2014 Succeeding Years 


State       
A.   Personnel Services             
B.   Contract Services             


County $2,250,000 
C.   Fixed Costs             
D.   Utility Costs             


Other       
E.   Materials & Supplies             
F.   Equipment             


Total $2,250,000 


G.   Estimated Annual Debt Service             
H.   Other                   


                        Total             
10. Recommended Funding  


Sources:   Comments: 
Sales Tax, Increased Equipment 
Usage Rates 


New equipment results in reduced maintenance costs for all departments using 
equipment. 


12.  Responsible Department: Total Score:
Public Works Department 103 


13.  Responsible Person: 14.  Date:


Marlene D. Crosby June 5, 2013 
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CAPITAL IMPROVEMENT PLAN     
Supplementary Data 


 
Section One – Supplementary Cost Data
A.  Land Cost         
B.  Construction Cost/Including Approximately 10% Contingencies)         
C.  Architectural, Engineering and Inspection (15% of B)        
D.  Permits        
E.  Utilities        
F.  Furnishings        
G.  Acquisition/Purchase $2,250,000  
H.  Other Costs (Specify)              
                                                                                                        TOTAL: $2,250,000 


Project Rating (See Instructions): 


Section Two – Weighted Criteria 
Rate each criterion listed below on a scale of 1 to 4 based on the following rating key: 


 Raw Score Explanation 


1 Project does not meet criterion 
2 Project meets criterion poorly 
3 Project meets criterion satisfactorily 
4 Project meets criterion very well 


                                                                                                Score Comments 
1. Does the project meet a need with which a maximum 


number of citizens can identify? 
4 Public Works is one of the most visible departments of 


any County 


2. Does the project result in maximum benefit to the 
community from the investment dollar? 


4       


3. Does the project conserve energy and/or provide a ten-
year or less pay back on the investment dollar? 


4 Allowing the fleet to continue to age will only exacerbate 
the problem 


4. Does the project require speedy implementation in 
order to assure its success of maximum effect? 


3 New equipment is more energy efficient 


5. Does the project improve or expand upon existing 
county services where such services are recognized 
and accepted as necessary and effective? 


4       


6. Does the project relate specifically to other existing or 
proposed programs? 


4 Fleet development 


7. Has the project been requested previously? See 
instructions for scoring information. 


4       


Section Three – Amplified Criteria 
NOTE: You MUST provide specific information justifying any boxes marked “Yes” 


 Yes No Comments 
8. Is the project necessary to meet Federal, State, or 


Local legal requirements? 
        


9. Does the project provide for and/or improve public 
health and/or safety? 


  Dependable equipment results in a better response to 
emergencies and snow removal 


10. Does the project directly relate to the Board of 
County Commissioners’ stated strategic priorities? 


  By December 31, 2017, 90% of County maintained road 
miles will meet the identified maintenance service level 


11. Is the project necessary to fulfill a contract 
obligation? 


        


12. Is the project urgently needed?         


Section Four – Personal Judgment 
                                             Check One: 
What is your overall personal judgment of the priority of this project? 
 


 1. Deferrable 


 2. Desirable 


 3. Necessary 


 4. Urgent 
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CAPITAL IMPROVEMENT PLAN 
                     PROJECT REQUEST FORM 


                      2014-2018 
 


1. Program Category: 2. Project Title: 3. Project No.:


Roads Improvements Road Hard Surfacing R-3 


4. Description: 6.    Justification: 
Hard surfacing of approximately 
three miles of existing gravel 
roads per year 


The BOCC adopted a strategic goal to hard surface 14 miles of county roads by 
December 31, 2017 to reduce maintenance costs and improve the travel experience. 


5. Site Requirement: 
County Roads. 


7.    Total Project Cost: 8.    Schedule: 
Prior Yrs Cost         Year 


2014 $450,000  
 


Phase Prior Yrs 2014 2015 2016 2017 2018 Future 


2015 $500,000  
Arc. & Eng.        


2016 $500,000 
2017 $500,000  


Acquisition        
2018 $450,000 
Future       


Construction        
Total Cost $2,400,000 


2014 County Cost $450,000 Comments:       


9.    Funding Distribution: 11.    Impact on Operating Budget: 


Federal       
  Amount 


2014 Succeeding Years 


State       
A.   Personnel Services             
B.   Contract Services             


County $2,400,000 
C.   Fixed Costs             
D.   Utility Costs             


Other       
E.   Materials & Supplies             
F.   Equipment             


Total $2,400,000 


G.   Estimated Annual Debt Service             
H.   Other                   


                        Total             
10. Recommended Funding  


Sources:   Comments: 
Sales Tax, HUTF, Payment in 
Lieu of Taxes, Mineral Leasing 


Labor costs will not change, but material costs for gravel and magnesium chloride 
will be reduced. 


12.  Responsible Department: Total Score:
Public Works Department 93 


13.  Responsible Person: 14.  Date:


Marlene D. Crosby June 5, 2013 
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CAPITAL IMPROVEMENT PLAN     
Supplementary Data 


 
Section One – Supplementary Cost Data
A.  Land Cost         
B.  Construction Cost/Including Approximately 10% Contingencies)  $2,400,000  
C.  Architectural, Engineering and Inspection (15% of B)        
D.  Permits        
E.  Utilities        
F.  Furnishings        
G.  Acquisition/Purchase        
H.  Other Costs (Specify)              
                                                                                                        TOTAL: $2,400,000 


Project Rating (See Instructions): 


Section Two – Weighted Criteria 
Rate each criterion listed below on a scale of 1 to 4 based on the following rating key: 


 Raw Score Explanation 


1 Project does not meet criterion 
2 Project meets criterion poorly 
3 Project meets criterion satisfactorily 
4 Project meets criterion very well 


                                                                                                Score Comments 
1. Does the project meet a need with which a maximum 


number of citizens can identify? 
4       


2. Does the project result in maximum benefit to the 
community from the investment dollar? 


4 Increases customer satisfaction and reduces private 
vehicle maintenance 


3. Does the project conserve energy and/or provide a ten-
year or less pay back on the investment dollar? 


3 Reduces fuel consumption 


4. Does the project require speedy implementation in 
order to assure its success of maximum effect? 


3       


5. Does the project improve or expand upon existing 
county services where such services are recognized 
and accepted as necessary and effective? 


4       


6. Does the project relate specifically to other existing or 
proposed programs? 


4       


7. Has the project been requested previously? See 
instructions for scoring information. 


0       


Section Three – Amplified Criteria 
NOTE: You MUST provide specific information justifying any boxes marked “Yes” 


 Yes No Comments 
8. Is the project necessary to meet Federal, State, or 


Local legal requirements? 
        


9. Does the project provide for and/or improve public 
health and/or safety? 


        


10. Does the project directly relate to the Board of 
County Commissioners’ stated strategic priorities? 


  
By December 31, 2017, Gunnison County will have hard-


surfaced 14 miles of County roads in order to reduce 
maintenance costs and improve the travel experience 


11. Is the project necessary to fulfill a contract 
obligation? 


        


12. Is the project urgently needed?         


Section Four – Personal Judgment 
                                             Check One: 
What is your overall personal judgment of the priority of this project? 
 


 1. Deferrable 


 2. Desirable 


 3. Necessary 


 4. Urgent 
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CAPITAL IMPROVEMENT PLAN 
                     PROJECT REQUEST FORM 


                      2014-2018 
 


1. Program Category: 2. Project Title: 3. Project No.:


Roads Improvements Slate River Bridge Replacement R-4 


4. Description: 6.    Justification: 
Study wetland and hydraulic 
issues, design and construct 
bridge over the Slate River on 
Gothic Road. 


In 2001, the Gothic Road was widened and paved to meet criteria identified in the 
1998 Gothic Road Corridor Study completed by Transplan Associates, Inc.  The 
bridge crossing the Slate River is structurally sufficient, but functionally obsolete due 
to width and traffic.  Due to the heavy volume of automobile traffic and the number of 
trucks, replacement will require a significant detour structure. 


5. Site Requirement: 
Right-of-way will be required for a 
detour. 


7.    Total Project Cost: 8.    Schedule: 
Prior Yrs Cost         Year 


2014 $100,000  
 


Phase Prior Yrs 2014 2015 2016 2017 2018 Future 


2015        
Arc. & Eng.        


2016 $1,000,000 
2017        


Acquisition        
2018       
Future       


Construction        
Total Cost $1,100,000 


2014 County Cost $100,000 Comments:       


9.    Funding Distribution: 11.    Impact on Operating Budget: 


Federal $800,000 
  Amount 


2014 Succeeding Years 


State       
A.   Personnel Services             
B.   Contract Services             


County $300,000 
C.   Fixed Costs             
D.   Utility Costs             


Other       
E.   Materials & Supplies             
F.   Equipment             


Total $1,100,000 


G.   Estimated Annual Debt Service             
H.   Other                   


                        Total             
10. Recommended Funding  


Sources:   Comments: 
Federal Bridge Grant 
Sales Tax or Payment in Lieu of 
Taxes 


      


12.  Responsible Department: Total Score:
Public Works Department 91 


13.  Responsible Person: 14.  Date:


Marlene D. Crosby June 5, 2013 
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CAPITAL IMPROVEMENT PLAN     
Supplementary Data 


 
Section One – Supplementary Cost Data
A.  Land Cost  $80,000  
B.  Construction Cost/Including Approximately 10% Contingencies)  $883,000  
C.  Architectural, Engineering and Inspection (15% of B) $137,000  
D.  Permits        
E.  Utilities        
F.  Furnishings        
G.  Acquisition/Purchase        
H.  Other Costs (Specify)              
                                                                                                        TOTAL: $1,100,000 


Project Rating (See Instructions): 


Section Two – Weighted Criteria 
Rate each criterion listed below on a scale of 1 to 4 based on the following rating key: 


 Raw Score Explanation 


1 Project does not meet criterion 
2 Project meets criterion poorly 
3 Project meets criterion satisfactorily 
4 Project meets criterion very well 


                                                                                                Score Comments 
1. Does the project meet a need with which a maximum 


number of citizens can identify? 
4 Gothic Road is the busiest road in Gunnison County 


2. Does the project result in maximum benefit to the 
community from the investment dollar? 


4       


3. Does the project conserve energy and/or provide a ten-
year or less pay back on the investment dollar? 


2       


4. Does the project require speedy implementation in 
order to assure its success of maximum effect? 


1       


5. Does the project improve or expand upon existing 
county services where such services are recognized 
and accepted as necessary and effective? 


4 Improves Gothic Road and addressess service level 
concerns 


6. Does the project relate specifically to other existing or 
proposed programs? 


4       


7. Has the project been requested previously? See 
instructions for scoring information. 


4       


Section Three – Amplified Criteria 
NOTE: You MUST provide specific information justifying any boxes marked “Yes” 


 Yes No Comments 
8. Is the project necessary to meet Federal, State, or 


Local legal requirements? 
  By the time funding is available, this project will be 


necessary 


9. Does the project provide for and/or improve public 
health and/or safety? 


  The width of the bridge, combined with the amount of 
traffic caused a traffic hazard 


10. Does the project directly relate to the Board of 
County Commissioners’ stated strategic priorities? 


  


This project was deferred in 2013 to fund Taylor River 
Road project.  By the end of 2017, 90% of all County 
maintained roads will be improved to the appropriate 


service level. 


11. Is the project necessary to fulfill a contract 
obligation? 


        


12. Is the project urgently needed?   Further development in Mt. Crested Butte has increased 
the urgency 


Section Four – Personal Judgment 
                                             Check One: 
What is your overall personal judgment of the priority of this project? 
 


 1. Deferrable 


 2. Desirable 


 3. Necessary 


 4. Urgent 
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NUMBER PROJECT YEARS 2014 COST TOTAL COST TOTAL SCORE


SW-1 Landfill Closure and Construction 2013-2014 $1,000,000 $3,140,000 97


SW-2 Recycling Processing Facility Relocation 2015 $0 $275,000 81


TOTALS $1,000,000 $3,415,000


SOLID WASTE
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CAPITAL IMPROVEMENT PLAN 
                     PROJECT REQUEST FORM 


                      2014-2018 
 


1. Program Category: 2. Project Title: 3. Project No.:


Solid Waste Landfill Closure and Construction SW-1 


4. Description: 6.    Justification: 
Reclamation on existing cell and 
Phase 2 construction of a new 
Subtitle D compliant cell. 


The Gunnison County Landfill is the only municipal solid waste disposal site in the 
Gunnison Valley.  It serves residents of Gunnison, Saguache and Hinsdale Counties. 
 
We have been very proactive in extending the life of the current cell.  Construction of 
the new landfill cell is in progress, but fees over the next eight to ten years must be 
sufficient to accommodate to widen the base of the new cell.  Eventually, yardage 
will be deposited over the top, but the cell base must initially be constructed. 
 
Costs provided herein include both closure/reclamation of the existing site and 
construction of the new site. 


5. Site Requirement: 
Existing site south of current cell 
is available. 


7.    Total Project Cost: 8.    Schedule: 
Prior Yrs Cost $640,000   Year 


2014 $1,000,000  
 


Phase Prior Yrs 2014 2015 2016 2017 2018 Future 


2015        
Arc. & Eng.        


2016       
2017        


Acquisition        
2018       
Future $1,500,000  


Construction        
Total Cost $3,140,000 


2014 County Cost $1,000,000 Comments:       


9.    Funding Distribution: 11.    Impact on Operating Budget: 


Federal       
  Amount 


2014 Succeeding Years 


State       
A.   Personnel Services             
B.   Contract Services             


County $3,140,000 
C.   Fixed Costs             
D.   Utility Costs             


Other       
E.   Materials & Supplies             
F.   Equipment             


Total $3,140,000 


G.   Estimated Annual Debt Service             
H.   Other                   


                        Total             
10. Recommended Funding  


Sources:   Comments: 
Landfill Closure and Construction 
Reserves, Landfill fees to support 
closure of this new cell and the 
construction of the next new cell 


      


12.  Responsible Department: Total Score:
Public Works Department 97 


13.  Responsible Person: 14.  Date:


Marlene D. Crosby June 5, 2013 
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CAPITAL IMPROVEMENT PLAN     
Supplementary Data 


 
Section One – Supplementary Cost Data
A.  Land Cost         
B.  Construction Cost/Including Approximately 10% Contingencies)  $2,669,000  
C.  Architectural, Engineering and Inspection (15% of B) $471,000  
D.  Permits        
E.  Utilities        
F.  Furnishings        
G.  Acquisition/Purchase        
H.  Other Costs (Specify)              
                                                                                                        TOTAL: $3,140,000 


Project Rating (See Instructions): 


Section Two – Weighted Criteria 
Rate each criterion listed below on a scale of 1 to 4 based on the following rating key: 


 Raw Score Explanation 


1 Project does not meet criterion 
2 Project meets criterion poorly 
3 Project meets criterion satisfactorily 
4 Project meets criterion very well 


                                                                                                Score Comments 
1. Does the project meet a need with which a maximum 


number of citizens can identify? 
4 If a new cell is not constructed within the County, disposal 


fees for every resident of the County would be affected 


2. Does the project result in maximum benefit to the 
community from the investment dollar? 


4 Users of the cell about to be closed have supported the 
construction of this request for a new cell 


3. Does the project conserve energy and/or provide a ten-
year or less pay back on the investment dollar? 2 


Approximately 15% of all Landfill fees are used to support 
the activities of the County Recycling program, which in 
turn reduces the energy costs to extract new resources


4. Does the project require speedy implementation in 
order to assure its success of maximum effect? 


4       


5. Does the project improve or expand upon existing 
county services where such services are recognized 
and accepted as necessary and effective? 


4       


6. Does the project relate specifically to other existing or 
proposed programs? 


4       


7. Has the project been requested previously? See 
instructions for scoring information. 


0       


Section Three – Amplified Criteria 
NOTE: You MUST provide specific information justifying any boxes marked “Yes” 


 Yes No Comments 
8. Is the project necessary to meet Federal, State, or 


Local legal requirements? 
  At a minimum, closure and post-closure care of the 


current cell is required by C.R.S Title 30, Art. 20, Part 1 


9. Does the project provide for and/or improve public 
health and/or safety? 


  Public health is ensured with proper disposal of solid 
waste 


10. Does the project directly relate to the Board of 
County Commissioners’ stated strategic priorities? 


        


11. Is the project necessary to fulfill a contract 
obligation? 


  
Terms of Bureau of Land Management Purchase and 


Operating Plan with the Colorado Department of Public 
Health and Environment 


12. Is the project urgently needed?   Delay will result in eventual curtailment of service, but is 
not yet an emergency 


Section Four – Personal Judgment 
                                             Check One: 
What is your overall personal judgment of the priority of this project? 
 


 1. Deferrable 


 2. Desirable 


 3. Necessary 


 4. Urgent 
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CAPITAL IMPROVEMENT PLAN 
                     PROJECT REQUEST FORM 


                      2014-2018 
 


1. Program Category: 2. Project Title: 3. Project No.:


Solid Waste Recycling Processing Facility Relocation SW-2 


4. Description: 6.    Justification: 
Purchase of a new baler and 
relocation of the Recycling 
processing and storage facilities 
to Public Works site. 


The recycling Center needs to be moved to the Public Works Facility site in order to 
capitalize on staffing efficiencies realized from co-locating as well as additional 
space required to store recycled product until it can be transported to reclamation 
facilities.   
 
The current location of the Recycling Center will be maintained as a drop-off location 
to avoid reduced volumes from moving the drop-off to Gold Basin Industrial Park.   
 
The baler is reaching the end of its useful life, but we do not want to replace it in the 
current location for a couple of reasons:   
     1) There is no way to close the Center for 8-10 days, and  
     2) We do not want to spend money for the concrete pad that will be required in a 
location that is not permanent. 
   
Construction costs include site preparation, concrete pad, fencing, electrical (3 
phase power) and some type of canopy over the baler to protect the electrical.  We 
will use as much scrap from the old Public Works Facility as possible to create the 
storage building. 


5. Site Requirement: 
County lot in the Gold Basin 
Industrial Park 


7.    Total Project Cost: 8.    Schedule: 
Prior Yrs Cost         Year 


2014        
 


Phase Prior Yrs 2014 2015 2016 2017 2018 Future 


2015 $275,000  
Arc. & Eng.        


2016       
2017        


Acquisition        
2018       
Future       


Construction        
Total Cost $275,000 


2014 County Cost       Comments:       


9.    Funding Distribution: 11.    Impact on Operating Budget: 


Federal       
  Amount 


2014 Succeeding Years 


State       
A.   Personnel Services             
B.   Contract Services             


County $275,000 
C.   Fixed Costs             
D.   Utility Costs             


Other       
E.   Materials & Supplies             
F.   Equipment             


Total $275,000 


G.   Estimated Annual Debt Service             
H.   Other                   


                        Total             
10. Recommended Funding  


Sources:   Comments: 
Solid Waste Revenues, 
Sales Tax 


      


12.  Responsible Department: Total Score:


Public Works Department 81 


13.  Responsible Person: 14.  Date:


Marlene D. Crosby June 5, 2013 
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CAPITAL IMPROVEMENT PLAN     
Supplementary Data 


 
Section One – Supplementary Cost Data
A.  Land Cost         
B.  Construction Cost/Including Approximately 10% Contingencies)  $88,000  
C.  Architectural, Engineering and Inspection (15% of B)        
D.  Permits $2,000  
E.  Utilities $10,000  
F.  Furnishings        
G.  Acquisition/Purchase        
H.  Other Costs (Specify) Equipment/Baler $175,000  
                                                                                                        TOTAL: $275,000 


Project Rating (See Instructions): 


Section Two – Weighted Criteria 
Rate each criterion listed below on a scale of 1 to 4 based on the following rating key: 


 Raw Score Explanation 


1 Project does not meet criterion 
2 Project meets criterion poorly 
3 Project meets criterion satisfactorily 
4 Project meets criterion very well 


                                                                                                Score Comments 
1. Does the project meet a need with which a maximum 


number of citizens can identify? 
3       


2. Does the project result in maximum benefit to the 
community from the investment dollar? 4 


Storage of product in a building may result in better 
market price during the winter, also significantly extends 


the life of the Landfill 
3. Does the project conserve energy and/or provide a ten-


year or less pay back on the investment dollar? 
3       


4. Does the project require speedy implementation in 
order to assure its success of maximum effect? 


3       


5. Does the project improve or expand upon existing 
county services where such services are recognized 
and accepted as necessary and effective? 


4       


6. Does the project relate specifically to other existing or 
proposed programs? 4 


The baler is an absolutely critical part of our operation 
since everything but glass is baled.  Our existing baler 


needs replaced, but that has to happen when the Center 
is moved 


7. Has the project been requested previously? See 
instructions for scoring information. 


2       


Section Three – Amplified Criteria 
NOTE: You MUST provide specific information justifying any boxes marked “Yes” 


 Yes No Comments 
8. Is the project necessary to meet Federal, State, or 


Local legal requirements? 
        


9. Does the project provide for and/or improve public 
health and/or safety? 


        


10. Does the project directly relate to the Board of 
County Commissioners’ stated strategic priorities? 


        


11. Is the project necessary to fulfill a contract 
obligation? 


        


12. Is the project urgently needed?         


Section Four – Personal Judgment 
                                             Check One: 
What is your overall personal judgment of the priority of this project? 
 


 1. Deferrable 


 2. Desirable 


 3. Necessary 


 4. Urgent 
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NUMBER PROJECT YEARS 2014 COST TOTAL COST TOTAL SCORE


WS-1 Dos Rios Sewer System Upgrades 2014-2018 $100,000 $175,000 77


WS-2 Somerset Sewer System Future $0 $2,205,000 65


TOTALS $100,000 $2,380,000


WATER AND SEWER
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CAPITAL IMPROVEMENT PLAN 
                     PROJECT REQUEST FORM 


                      2014-2018 
 


1. Program Category: 2. Project Title: 3. Project No.:


Water and Sewer Dos Rios Sewer System Upgrades WS-1 


4. Description: 6.    Justification: 
Replacement of manholes and 
sections of line allowing ground 
water infiltration. 


The Dos Rios sewer system is our oldest system and is largely in an area of high 
ground water and/or irrigated meadows.  Age, exposure to ground water, and 
freeze/thaw cylces are causing deterioration of pipes and manholes.  Ground water 
infiltration increases our treatment costs and reduces wastewater treatment plant 
capacity. 


5. Site Requirement: 
Sewer lines have existing 
easements. 


7.    Total Project Cost: 8.    Schedule: 
Prior Yrs Cost         Year 


2014 $100,000  
 


Phase Prior Yrs 2014 2015 2016 2017 2018 Future 


2015        
Arc. & Eng.        


2016 $25,000 
2017 $25,000  


Acquisition        
2018 $25,000 
Future       


Construction        
Total Cost $175,000 


2014 County Cost $100,000 Comments:       


9.    Funding Distribution: 11.    Impact on Operating Budget: 


Federal       
  Amount 


2014 Succeeding Years 


State       
A.   Personnel Services             
B.   Contract Services       $-5,000 


County $175,000 
C.   Fixed Costs             
D.   Utility Costs             


Other       
E.   Materials & Supplies             
F.   Equipment             


Total $175,000 


G.   Estimated Annual Debt Service             
H.   Other                   


                        Total       $-5,000 
10. Recommended Funding  


Sources:   Comments: 
Dos Rios Sewer Reserves Reducing ground water infiltration reduces sewer treatments costs paid to the City of 


Gunnison each year.   
 


12.  Responsible Department: Total Score:
Public Works Department 77 


13.  Responsible Person: 14.  Date:


Marlene D. Crosby June 5, 2013 
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CAPITAL IMPROVEMENT PLAN     
Supplementary Data 


 
Section One – Supplementary Cost Data
A.  Land Cost         
B.  Construction Cost/Including Approximately 10% Contingencies)  $165,000  
C.  Architectural, Engineering and Inspection (15% of B) $10,000  
D.  Permits        
E.  Utilities        
F.  Furnishings        
G.  Acquisition/Purchase        
H.  Other Costs (Specify)              
                                                                                                        TOTAL: $175,000 


Project Rating (See Instructions): 


Section Two – Weighted Criteria 
Rate each criterion listed below on a scale of 1 to 4 based on the following rating key: 


 Raw Score Explanation 


1 Project does not meet criterion 
2 Project meets criterion poorly 
3 Project meets criterion satisfactorily 
4 Project meets criterion very well 


                                                                                                Score Comments 
1. Does the project meet a need with which a maximum 


number of citizens can identify? 
4 Users of system pay treatment costs. 


2. Does the project result in maximum benefit to the 
community from the investment dollar? 


3 Increased capacity at wastewater treatment plant. 


3. Does the project conserve energy and/or provide a ten-
year or less pay back on the investment dollar? 


2       


4. Does the project require speedy implementation in 
order to assure its success of maximum effect? 


3       


5. Does the project improve or expand upon existing 
county services where such services are recognized 
and accepted as necessary and effective? 


4       


6. Does the project relate specifically to other existing or 
proposed programs? 


4       


7. Has the project been requested previously? See 
instructions for scoring information. 


0 . 


Section Three – Amplified Criteria 
NOTE: You MUST provide specific information justifying any boxes marked “Yes” 


 Yes No Comments 
8. Is the project necessary to meet Federal, State, or 


Local legal requirements? 
        


9. Does the project provide for and/or improve public 
health and/or safety? 


        


10. Does the project directly relate to the Board of 
County Commissioners’ stated strategic priorities? 


        


11. Is the project necessary to fulfill a contract 
obligation? 


        


12. Is the project urgently needed?   Urgent in the sense it reduces chances of a failure which 
might cause a reportable spill 


Section Four – Personal Judgment 
                                             Check One: 
What is your overall personal judgment of the priority of this project? 
 


 1. Deferrable 


 2. Desirable 


 3. Necessary 


 4. Urgent 
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CAPITAL IMPROVEMENT PLAN 
                     PROJECT REQUEST FORM 


                      2014-2018 
 


1. Program Category: 2. Project Title: 3. Project No.:


Water and Sewer Somerset Sewer System WS-2 


4. Description: 6.    Justification: 
Replacement of existing system 
which serves 20 homes with a 
collection system and treatment 
system for 59 lots. 


The Colorado Department of Public Health & Environment has repeatedly raised 
concerns about possible pollution due to ineffective ISDS systems in this area.  This 
project has now become urgent due to regulartory requirements.   
 
Gunnison County manages a system that serves 20 homes, which is marginally 
effective.  There is not enough room for adequate systems in the small lots due to 
the confined working area. 
 
With such a small service area and large project costs, putting together a funding 
package that residents can afford will be extremely difficult. 


5. Site Requirement: 
Land will have to be acquired for 
a package plant. 


7.    Total Project Cost: 8.    Schedule: 
Prior Yrs Cost         Year 


2014        
 


Phase Prior Yrs 2014 2015 2016 2017 2018 Future 


2015        
Arc. & Eng.        


2016       
2017        


Acquisition        
2018       
Future $2,205,000  


Construction        
Total Cost $2,205,000 


2014 County Cost       Comments:       


9.    Funding Distribution: 11.    Impact on Operating Budget: 


Federal       
  Amount 


2014 Succeeding Years 


State       
A.   Personnel Services             
B.   Contract Services             


County $2,205,000 
C.   Fixed Costs             
D.   Utility Costs             


Other       
E.   Materials & Supplies             
F.   Equipment             


Total $2,205,000 


G.   Estimated Annual Debt Service             
H.   Other                   


                        Total             
10. Recommended Funding  


Sources:   Comments: 
Department of Local Affairs 
Colorado Department of Public 
Health and Environment 


A package plant will require at least a part-time certified operator, which will increase 
the cost of operations. 


12.  Responsible Department: Total Score:
Public Works Department 65 


13.  Responsible Person: 14.  Date:


Marlene D. Crosby June 5, 2013 
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CAPITAL IMPROVEMENT PLAN     
Supplementary Data 


 
Section One – Supplementary Cost Data
A.  Land Cost         
B.  Construction Cost/Including Approximately 10% Contingencies)  $2,000,000  
C.  Architectural, Engineering and Inspection (15% of B) $205,000  
D.  Permits        
E.  Utilities        
F.  Furnishings        
G.  Acquisition/Purchase        
H.  Other Costs (Specify)              
                                                                                                        TOTAL: $2,205,000 


Project Rating (See Instructions): 


Section Two – Weighted Criteria 
Rate each criterion listed below on a scale of 1 to 4 based on the following rating key: 


 Raw Score Explanation 


1 Project does not meet criterion 
2 Project meets criterion poorly 
3 Project meets criterion satisfactorily 
4 Project meets criterion very well 


                                                                                                Score Comments 
1. Does the project meet a need with which a maximum 


number of citizens can identify? 
3 Limited to Somerset residents 


2. Does the project result in maximum benefit to the 
community from the investment dollar? 


2       


3. Does the project conserve energy and/or provide a ten-
year or less pay back on the investment dollar? 


1       


4. Does the project require speedy implementation in 
order to assure its success of maximum effect? 


3       


5. Does the project improve or expand upon existing 
county services where such services are recognized 
and accepted as necessary and effective? 


3 Expands existing service 


6. Does the project relate specifically to other existing or 
proposed programs? 


2       


7. Has the project been requested previously? See 
instructions for scoring information. 


4 Has been on eligibility list (Colorado Department of Public 
Health and Environment) for many years 


Section Three – Amplified Criteria 
NOTE: You MUST provide specific information justifying any boxes marked “Yes” 


 Yes No Comments 
8. Is the project necessary to meet Federal, State, or 


Local legal requirements? 
  Colorado Department of Public Health and Environment 


9. Does the project provide for and/or improve public 
health and/or safety? 


  Water quality 


10. Does the project directly relate to the Board of 
County Commissioners’ stated strategic priorities? 


        


11. Is the project necessary to fulfill a contract 
obligation? 


        


12. Is the project urgently needed?   According to Colorado Department of Public Health and 
Environment 


Section Four – Personal Judgment 
                                             Check One: 
What is your overall personal judgment of the priority of this project? 
 


 1. Deferrable 


 2. Desirable 


 3. Necessary 


 4. Urgent 
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Gunnison County Board of Commissioner


Upcoming Meetings Schedule
Two or more County Commissioners will attend the following meetings:


Day Date Time Type Meeting Location


Mon 8/5 10:00 am MTG Colorado Water Congress Meeting with Local Interests; Upper 


Gunnison River Water Conservancy District Office at 210 W. 


Spencer Avenue, Suite B in Gunnison


UGRWCD


Tue 8/6 8:30 am RM Gunnison County Board of County Commissioners Regular 


Meeting


BOCC


Fri 8/9 8:00 - 


11:00 am


MTG Gunnison Valley Rural Transportation Authority CBTH


Tue 8/13 1:00 pm WS Gunnison County Board of County Commissioners Work 


Session


BOCC


Tue 8/20 8:30 am RM Gunnison County Board of County Commissioners Regular 


Meeting


BOCC


Tue 8/20 10:30 am MTG Gunnison/Hinsdale Board of Human Services BOCC


Tue 8/27 1:00 pm WS Gunnison County Board of County Commissioners Work 


Session


BOCC


Wed 8/28 5:30 pm PM Public Meeting; Gunnison County Courthouse Project FF


Day Date Time Type Meeting Location


Tue 9/3 8:30 am RM Gunnison County Board of County Commissioners Regular 


Meeting


BOCC


Thr 9/5 12:00 pm MTG Mayors & Managers Meeting; Hosted by the Library District tbd


Fri 9/6 8:00 am JPH Joint Public Hearing between the Gunnison County Board of 


County Commissioners and the Gunnison County Planning 


Commission; Tomichi Pit


PC


Tue 9/10 1:30 pm WS Gunnison County Board of County Commissioners Work 


Session


BOCC


Fri 9/13 8:00 - 


11:00 am


MTG Gunnison Valley Rural Transportation Authority BOCC


Tue 9/17 8:30 am RM Gunnison County Board of County Commissioners Regular 


Meeting


BOCC


Tue 9/17 10:30 am MTG Gunnison/Hinsdale Board of Human Services BOCC


Tue 9/24 1:00 pm SM Gunnison County Board of County Commissioners Special 


Meeting


BOCC


Tue 9/24 1:20 pm WS Gunnison County Board of County Commissioners Work 


Session


BOCC


Types:


Locations:


9/2/2013 - Labor Day - County Offices Closed


August 2013


September 2013


9/12/13 - 9/16/13 - Commissioner Chamberland Out of Office


RM = Regular Meeting; SM = Special Meeting; WS = Work Session; PH = Public Hearing; JPH = Joint Public Hearing; 


PM = Public Meeting; MTG = Other Meeting; EVT = EventBOCC = BOCC Boardroom; CBTH = CB Town Hall; PC = Planning Commission; AW = Aspinall-Wilson; FG = 


Fairgrounds, FSC = Family Services Center


Last Updated 8/2/2013, 1:42 PM


This schedule is subject to change at any time.  For more information please contact County Administration at (970) 641-0248.








Term Begins: Term Ends: Grant Contract #:


Submitter's Email Address:


Finance Review: Not Required


County Attorney Review: Required Not Required


Regular Agenda Time Allotted:


Action Requested:


Parties to the Agreement:


AgendaTitle: 


Summary:


Fiscal Impact:


Submitted by:


Certificate of Insurance Required


Reviewed by: Discharge Date:


Yes           No
Reviewed by: Discharge Date:


County Manager Review:


Discharge Date:


Required


Comments:


Consent Agenda 


AGENDA ITEM or FINAL CONTRACT REVIEW SUBMITTAL FORM 


 Revised April 2013


Comments:


Reviewed by:


Comments:


Worksession


Follow Up Agenda Date:Agenda Date:


ATrezise


Will review final contract when available.  Okay to advance from this stage from our perspective.


Assistant County Manager's Reports


KHaase 8/2/2013


9/1/2013


Other


?


River bank has been washed away on a few lots. Has occurred mostly in the 15ft easement that belongs to the County. This agreement would require
the County to provide & deliver rock & other materials necessary to rebuild the river bank.
See attachments for more details.


8/2/2013


mcrosby@gunnisoncounty.org


Lnienhueser


12/31/2013


8/2/2013


Riverwalk HOA on behalf of 4 parcels & Gunnison County


N/A8/6/2013


B. Lucero for M. Crosby
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Term Begins: Term Ends: Grant Contract #:


Submitter's Email Address:


Finance Review: Not Required
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5 minutes


MBirnie 7/12/2013


04/01/2013


ok    db     7/6/13


Board of County Commissioners' Signature


Various leases adopted over the past five years do not bill the same rate for each leasehold in the Gold Basin Industrial Park and the timing of the
annual Consumer Price Index adjustments make the current lease language an administrative burden and confusing to industrial park lessees.


Resolution; Adjusting Ground Rent for Use of Premises at the Gold Basin Industrial Park


7/5/2013


bcowan@gunnisoncounty.org


Lnienhueser


3/31/2014


7/3/2013


N/A8/6/2013


Ben Cowan







BOARD OF COUNTY COMMISSIONERS OF GUNNISON COUNTY 
RESOLUTION NO. 13-_____ 


 
A RESOLUTION ADJUSTING GROUND RENT FOR USE OF PREMISES AT THE GOLD BASIN 


INDUSTRIAL PARK 
 


WHEREAS, the Board of County Commissioners of Gunnison County, Colorado owns and operates 
the Gold Basin Industrial Park located in the County of Gunnison, State of Colorado and as legally described 
as 38.79 acres in NE4NW4. Section 11 49N1W #499861 and portions of 21.28 acres in SE4SW4. Section 2 
49N1W #499861; and 


 
WHEREAS, the Board of County Commissioners wants to adjust the ground rental rate where such 


an adjustment is not precluded by a current written lease; and 
 
WHEREAS, the Board of County Commissioners is taking this action in order to better fund the 


operation and maintenance of the Gold Basin Industrial Park; and 
 
WHEREAS, the Denver-Boulder-Greeley Consumer Price Index for All Urban Consumers, as 


published by the United State Department of Labor Bureau of Labor Statistics, for 2012 was 224.568, a 
1.9% increase from 2011.  


 
NOW, THEREFORE, BE IT RESOLVED by the Board of County Commissioners of Gunnison 


County, Colorado that effective on April 1, 2013: 
 
1. The ground rental rate shall be in the amount of $2,645 per annum per acre of premises 


occupied. 
 


2. Premises occupied will be rounded to the nearest thousandth of an acre (x.xxx acres).   
 


BE IT FURTHER RESOLVED THAT these rates shall remain in effect until changed by resolution by 
the Board of County Commissioners.   
 
 INTRODUCED by Commissioner                             , seconded by Commissioner                                                        
___________________________, and adopted this ____ day ___________, 2013. 
 


     BOARD OF COUNTY COMMISSIONERS 
     OF GUNNISON COUNTY, COLORADO 
 
 


____________________________________ 
 Paula Swenson, Chairperson 
 
 
____________________________________ 
 Phil Chamberland, Vice-Chairperson 
 
 
____________________________________ 
 Jonathan Houck, Commissioner 


Attest: 
 
____________________________ 
Deputy County Clerk 







BAMP


Acct Leasehold Acres Current  Current Current New New
Monthly Annual per sq ft Annual per ac Difference


1003 Leasehold 3B 2.562 749.26$      8,991.12$     0.08$             6,776.49$     2,645$          (2,214.63)$ 
1005 Leasehold 5 3.130 690.16$      8,281.92$     0.06$             8,278.85$     2,645$          (3.07)$         
1006 Leasehold 6 3.637 802.01$      9,624.12$     0.06$             9,619.87$     2,645$          (4.25)$         


9.329 2,241.43$   26,897.16$   24,675.21$  (2,221.96)$ 
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These changes provide consistency across all Industrial Park leasehold agreements.


MBirnie 7/12/2013


ok    db/6/13


Board of County Commissioners' Signature


Decrease of $2,214.63 current annual from prev. annual amt.


The current lease language is an administrative burden due to the rate, the timing of the CPI adjustment, that it bills in advance, and the interest rate is
not consistent with other billing accounts with the County.


Second Amendment to Ground Lease Agreement; B.A.M.P., LLC; Lot 3B, Gold Basin Industrial Park; 4/1/13


7/5/2013


bcowan@gunnisoncounty.org


Lnienhueser 7/3/2013


Gunnison County and B.A.M.P., LLC.


N/A7/23/2013


Ben Cowan







bcowan

Rectangle







SECOND AMENDMENT TO GROUND LEASE AGREEMENT 
 


WHEREAS, the Board of County Commissioners of Gunnison County, Colorado entered into a Ground Lease 
Agreement dated June 1, 2009, with B.A.M.P., L.L.C., a Colorado limited liability company whose address is 202 East 
Tomichi Avenue, Gunnison, Colorado 81230; and 


 
WHEREAS, the Board of County Commissioners of Gunnison County, Colorado and B.A.M.P., L.L.C. further 


amended said Lease Agreement on October 5, 2010; and 
 
WHEREAS, both parties to such agreement desire to amend the terms of the Ground Rent resulting in more 


convenient administration of the  agreement; and 
 
WHEREAS, such amendment shall replace Section 3. Ground Rent. in whole; and 
 
NOW, THEREFORE, in consideration of the mutual agreements included herein, the sufficiency of which is 


hereby acknowledged, the parties agree to amend the Ground Lease Agreement dated June 1, 2009: 
 
1. Section 3. Ground Rent.  In consideration of this lease agreement, Lessee shall pay to Lessor ground 


rent (“Ground Rent”) for use of the premises.  Ground Rent shall be in the amount of $2,645 per acre 
per annum, payable in monthly installments.  Payments shall be made by the end of the month 
following the then current month from invoice or other such notice from the County.  Ground rent shall 
be due and payable, whether or not Lessee receives a bill.  This ground rent requirement is not 
contingent upon receiving prior approval by the Gunnison County Community Development 
Department of Lessee’s application of proposed building or structure (hereinafter the “Improvements” 
or roadway or utility line(s) (hereinafter the “Infrastructure”) to be installed and/or constructed upon 
the Premises. Ground rent shall be adjusted from time to time by Resolution of the Board of County 
Commissioners.  Ground rent shall be payable to Gunnison County and shall be delivered to the 
County’s Finance Director at the Gunnison County Courthouse, 200 East Virginia Avenue, Gunnison, CO 
81230, or other such address as the Lessor may designate in writing from time to time.  Ground Rent 
shall be considered delinquent if not received by the end of the month following when the payment 
became due.  Interest shall accrue on the delinquent payment at the rate of one percent (1%) per 
month on all material balances that are not reasonably disputed.  Failure to timely pay the Ground Rent 
shall also be deemed a default event.   


 
IN WITNESS WHEREOF, the parties have executed the Amendment to be effective as of April 1, 2013.   


 
LESSOR: LESSEE: 
 
BOARD OF COUNTY COMMISSIONERS  B.A.M.P., LLC,  
OF THE COUNTY OF GUNNISON, COLORADO a Colorado Limited Liability Company 
 
 
 
By: ________________________________ By: ________________________________ 
 Paula Swenson, Chairperson  Daniel McKenna, Owner 
 
ATTEST: ATTEST: 
 
 
___________________________________ ___________________________________ 
Deputy County Clerk Secretary 
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-$3.07 per year


The current lease language is an administrative burden due to the rate, the timing of the CPI adjustment, that it bills in advance, and the interest rate is
not consistent with other billing accounts with the County.


First Amendment to Ground Lease Agreement; B.A.M.P., LLC; Lot 5, Gold Basin Industrial Park; 4/1/13


7/5/2013


bcowan@gunnisoncounty.org


Lnienhueser


3/31/2014


7/3/2013


Gunnison County and B.A.M.P., LLC.


N/A7/23/2013


Ben Cowan
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Rectangle







FIRST AMENDMENT TO GROUND LEASE AGREEMENT 
 


WHEREAS, the Board of County Commissioners of Gunnison County, Colorado entered into a Ground Lease 
Agreement dated June 1, 2009, with B.A.M.P., L.L.C., a Colorado limited liability company whose address is 202 East 
Tomichi Avenue, Gunnison, Colorado 81230; and 


 
WHEREAS, both parties to such agreement desire to amend the terms of the Ground Rent resulting in more 


convenient administration of the  agreement; and 
 
WHEREAS, such amendment shall replace Section 3. Ground Rent. in whole; and 
 
NOW, THEREFORE, in consideration of the mutual agreements included herein, the sufficiency of which is 


hereby acknowledged, the parties agree to amend the Ground Lease Agreement dated June 1, 2009: 
 
1. Section 3. Ground Rent.  In consideration of this lease agreement, Lessee shall pay to Lessor ground 


rent (“Ground Rent”) for use of the premises.  Ground Rent shall be in the amount of $2,645 per acre 
per annum, payable in monthly installments.  Payments shall be made by the end of the month 
following the then current month from invoice or other such notice from the County.  Ground rent shall 
be due and payable, whether or not Lessee receives a bill.  This ground rent requirement is not 
contingent upon receiving prior approval by the Gunnison County Community Development 
Department of Lessee’s application of proposed building or structure (hereinafter the “Improvements” 
or roadway or utility line(s) (hereinafter the “Infrastructure”) to be installed and/or constructed upon 
the Premises. Ground rent shall be adjusted from time to time by Resolution of the Board of County 
Commissioners.  Ground rent shall be payable to Gunnison County and shall be delivered to the 
County’s Finance Director at the Gunnison County Courthouse, 200 East Virginia Avenue, Gunnison, CO 
81230, or other such address as the Lessor may designate in writing from time to time.  Ground Rent 
shall be considered delinquent if not received by the end of the month following when the payment 
became due.  Interest shall accrue on the delinquent payment at the rate of one percent (1%) per 
month on all material balances that are not reasonably disputed.  Failure to timely pay the Ground Rent 
shall also be deemed a default event.   


 
IN WITNESS WHEREOF, the parties have executed the Amendment to be effective as of April 1, 2013.   


 
LESSOR: LESSEE: 
 
BOARD OF COUNTY COMMISSIONERS  B.A.M.P., LLC,  
OF THE COUNTY OF GUNNISON, COLORADO a Colorado Limited Liability Company 
 
 
 
By: ________________________________ By: ________________________________ 
 Paula Swenson, Chairperson  Daniel McKenna, Owner 
 
ATTEST: ATTEST: 
 
 
___________________________________ ___________________________________ 
Deputy County Clerk Secretary 
 





		Agenda Item - Lot 5Lease Amendment, B.A.M.P. Completed Form

		Current Lot 5 Sec 3 Language

		B A M P  Amendment Leasehold 5










Term Begins: Term Ends: Grant Contract #:


Submitter's Email Address:


Finance Review: Not Required


County Attorney Review: Required Not Required


Regular Agenda Time Allotted:


Action Requested:


Parties to the Agreement:


AgendaTitle: 


Summary:


Fiscal Impact:


Submitted by:


Certificate of Insurance Required


Reviewed by: Discharge Date:


Yes           No
Reviewed by: Discharge Date:


County Manager Review:


Discharge Date:


Required


Comments:


Consent Agenda 


AGENDA ITEM or FINAL CONTRACT REVIEW SUBMITTAL FORM 


 Revised April 2013


Comments:


Reviewed by:


Comments:


Worksession


Follow Up Agenda Date:Agenda Date:


DBaumgarten


MBirnie 7/12/2013


04/01/2013


ok    db     7/5/13


Board of County Commissioners' Signature


-$4.25 annually


The current lease language is an administrative burden due to the rate, the timing of the CPI adjustment, that it bills in advance, and the interest rate is
not consistent with other billing accounts with the County.


First Amendment to Ground Lease Agreement; B.A.M.P., LLC; Lot 6, Gold Basin Industrial Park; 4/1/13


7/5/2013


bcowan@gunnisoncounty.org


Lnienhueser


3/31/2014


7/3/2013


Gunnison County and B.A.M.P., LLC.


N/A7/23/2013


Ben Cowan
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FIRST AMENDMENT TO GROUND LEASE AGREEMENT 
 


WHEREAS, the Board of County Commissioners of Gunnison County, Colorado entered into a Ground Lease 
Agreement dated June 1, 2009, with B.A.M.P., L.L.C., a Colorado limited liability company whose address is 202 East 
Tomichi Avenue, Gunnison, Colorado 81230; and 


 
WHEREAS, both parties to such agreement desire to amend the terms of the Ground Rent resulting in more 


convenient administration of the  agreement; and 
 
WHEREAS, such amendment shall replace Section 3. Ground Rent. in whole; and 
 
NOW, THEREFORE, in consideration of the mutual agreements included herein, the sufficiency of which is 


hereby acknowledged, the parties agree to amend the Ground Lease Agreement dated June 1, 2009: 
 
1. Section 3. Ground Rent.  In consideration of this lease agreement, Lessee shall pay to Lessor ground 


rent (“Ground Rent”) for use of the premises.  Ground Rent shall be in the amount of $2,645 per acre 
per annum, payable in monthly installments.  Payments shall be made by the end of the month 
following the then current month from invoice or other such notice from the County.  Ground rent shall 
be due and payable, whether or not Lessee receives a bill.  This ground rent requirement is not 
contingent upon receiving prior approval by the Gunnison County Community Development 
Department of Lessee’s application of proposed building or structure (hereinafter the “Improvements” 
or roadway or utility line(s) (hereinafter the “Infrastructure”) to be installed and/or constructed upon 
the Premises. Ground rent shall be adjusted from time to time by Resolution of the Board of County 
Commissioners.  Ground rent shall be payable to Gunnison County and shall be delivered to the 
County’s Finance Director at the Gunnison County Courthouse, 200 East Virginia Avenue, Gunnison, CO 
81230, or other such address as the Lessor may designate in writing from time to time.  Ground Rent 
shall be considered delinquent if not received by the end of the month following when the payment 
became due.  Interest shall accrue on the delinquent payment at the rate of one percent (1%) per 
month on all material balances that are not reasonably disputed.  Failure to timely pay the Ground Rent 
shall also be deemed a default event.   


 
IN WITNESS WHEREOF, the parties have executed the Amendment to be effective as of April 1, 2013.   


 
LESSOR: LESSEE: 
 
BOARD OF COUNTY COMMISSIONERS  B.A.M.P., LLC,  
OF THE COUNTY OF GUNNISON, COLORADO a Colorado Limited Liability Company 
 
 
 
By: ________________________________ By: ________________________________ 
 Paula Swenson, Chairperson  Daniel McKenna, Owner 
 
ATTEST: ATTEST: 
 
 
___________________________________ ___________________________________ 
Deputy County Clerk Secretary 
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5 minutes


KHaase 7/30/2013


The idea behind the letter sounds great, but it does not contain any specifics about the actual amended easment.  In other words, you are being
asked to approve a concept without specifics on the ground -some discussion about what is being proposed on the record may be appropriate.


Board of County Commissioners' Signature


None


See attached letter from J Wenum, Colorado Parks and Wildlife Area Manager


Conservation Easement Amendment Concurrence; Viking Valley; Razor Creek Ranch, LLC; Greg Peterson


7/18/2013


khaase@gunnisoncounty.org


N/A8/6/2013


Katherine Haase







The 1989 FHA conservation easement ("CE") that created Viking Valley SHA was deficient 


in its protection language and the fact that mapping of the three habitat areas (riparian, hay 


and sage) was flawed.  In addition, the description of the property conveyed in the CE failed to 


identify legally, and with certainty, five 40 acre quarter-quarters that CPW considers part of 


Viking Valley SHA.  The opinion of two attorneys in the Attorney General's Office confirmed 


that it is uncertain whether this 200 acre portion of the CE is, in fact, legally burdened by the 


1989 CE.  To address these two issues, CPW and the landowner, Razor Creek Ranch, LLC 


(Greg Peterson) have agreed to the following. 


1.  Razor Creek will convey to CPW a Conservation Easement for the five quarter-quarters in 


question incorporating the same updated language of the CE Amendment.  With the execution 


of this new CE, all the property originally intended to be included in the 1989 CE will be 


protected. 


2.  CPW and Razor Creek will execute a Conservation Easement Amendment amending the 


1989 original CE by strengthening the habitat protection language by substituting and 


incorporating contemporary conservation easement language; clarifying and refining the 


mapping of the three habitat areas; making reference to a recent baseline report of the SHA; 


and including in the CE Amendment a recent management plan agreed to by the parties. 


The new conservation easement and the conservation easement amendment make reference to 


each other and state that the overall intent is that Viking Valley SHA be governed by a single 


set of protective standards, maps and management plan.  
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July 19, 2013 
 
TO:   The Boards of County Commissioners, Mayors and Councilmembers 


   County Administrators/Managers 
 
FROM: Thomas Davidson, CCI President 


   Legislative Committee Chair 


RE: CCI 2013 Legislative Committee Member Appointment and RSVP for Legislative Committee Meeting October 4, 2013 


   


According to CCI’s Bylaws, the Legislative Committee was formed to develop proposed policy statements for consideration by the full 
membership and to develop and adopt priorities for CCI’s legislative agenda. There are 63 CCI member counties of the Legislative 
Committee.   
 


The Legislative Committee will meet   Friday, October 4, 2013 at 10 a.m  
 


Please appoint ONE 2013 Legislative Committee member below from your county or city and county and fax/email back to Jeanne 


DeHaven at 303.861.2818; jdehaven@ccionline.org by August 30, 2013.  Should you have questions, please contact Jeanne 


DeHaven at CCI 303.861.4076 or jdehaven@ccionline.org. 
 


 


County: 


The BOCC of ____________________________County appoints Commissioner______________________________________  
as the 2013 Legislative Committee Member who will attend the Legislative Committee on October 4, 2013.  (If the appointed 
Commissioner Legislative Committee Member cannot attend, he or she may designate another commissioner from your 
county to attend.)   
 
 


 I Commissioner_________________________ as the appointed Legislative Committee Member will attend the Legislative  


 
Committee Meeting on October 4, 2013.    
 


     OR . . . .  
 


 I Commissioner________________________ as the appointed Legislative Committee Member designate Commissioner  


 


______________________________ who will attend the Legislative Committee Meeting October 5, 2013. 


 
 
___________________________________________________________________________________________________________ 
 
 
Signed_________________________________________, Board Chair, _____________________________________County 
 
 
Date ________________________________________   
 
 


 



mailto:jdehaven@ccionline.org

mailto:jdehaven@ccionline.org





 
 
 
 
City and County: 
 
 
 
____________________________City and County appoints Mayor or Councilmember__________________________________  
as the 2013 Legislative Committee Member who will attend the Legislative Committee on October 4, 2013.  (If the appointed 
Mayor or Councilmember Legislative Committee Member cannot attend, he or she may designate another Mayor or 
Councilmember from your city and county to attend.)   
 
 


I Mayor or Councilmember_________________________ as the appointed Legislative Committee Member will attend the  


 
Legislative Committee Meeting on October 4, 2013.    
 


       OR . . . . 
 


I Mayor or Councilmember________________________ as the appointed Legislative Committee Member designate Mayor  


 


or Councilmember ______________________________ who will attend the Legislative Committee Meeting October 4, 2013. 


 
 
Signed_________________________________________, Mayor or Council President, ___________________City and County 
 
 


Date ________________________________________   


 


ARTICLE V  
Voting Privileges 


 
Section 4.  Legislative Committee Voting.  Each Member of the Legislative Committee shall have one vote, except at the request of any five 


Members of the Legislative Committee the chair shall require proportional voting on a specific issue.  Proportional voting shall be determined by 


calculating the percentage of the total annual assessments paid to the Corporation by each Member and allocating to each Member the number of 


votes which is equal to the percentage share of the total annual assessments paid to the Corporation by each such Member. 


 


Section 5. Legislative Committee Voting - Designation of Temporary Alternate Representative.  Any Member of the Legislative Committee may 


designate a temporary alternate representative to serve as a Member of the Legislative Committee, provided:  


(1) the Member designates the alternate in writing to the chair or Executive Director, or  his/her designee; and  


(2)   the alternate is a county commissioner from that representative's county, or the mayor, or a Council Member from a city 


 and county. 


ARTICLE XI  
Committees and Sections 


Section 5.  Legislative Committee.   


(1) The Legislative Committee is hereby created to develop proposed policy statements for consideration by the Membership and develop 


and adopt priorities for the legislative agenda of the organization.  The Legislative Committee shall submit a written report to the 


Corporation office for Membership consideration. 


(2) The Legislative Committee shall consist of one county commissioner from each Member, in the case of a City and County, the Mayor, 


or a Council Member.  


(3) The president shall chair meetings of the Legislative Committee, which shall be held at the call of the president or at the request of any 


five Members.  If the president has not appointed his or her county’s representative to the Legislative Committee, he or she shall not be 


eligible to vote in matters before the Legislative Committee.  All Legislative Committee meetings are open to all county officials. 


(4) To constitute a quorum for the transaction of business at any Legislative Committee meeting, at least one half of the representatives on 


the Committee, or their temporary alternate representatives, must be present.  A majority vote of representatives present and voting shall be 


required for action.  
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Fiscal impact listed above does not include any County dollars.  They are seeking a letter of support only at this time.


5 minutes


MBirnie 7/29/2013


Board of County Commissioners' Signature


$300,000


See attached documents and information.


Request for Letter of Support; Great Outdoors Colorado Grant Application; Colorado Open Lands; Little Cimarron Farm; $300,000


7/24/2013


khaase@gunnisoncounty.org


Lnienhueser 7/24/2013


N/A8/6/2013


Katherine Haase for CO Open Lands







1


Katherine Haase


From: Dieter Erdmann <derdmann@westernrivers.org>
Sent: Tuesday, July 23, 2013 1:54 PM
To: BOCC
Cc: Amanda Nims
Subject: request for letter of support
Attachments: draft Gunnison County COL GOCO support letter.docx; Little Cimarron Project Information 


Sheet 0713.pdf


Hi Katherine, 
 
Thanks again for getting back to me last week regarding a request from Colorado Open Lands for a letter of support for 
their application to Great Outdoors Colorado. I’m a day late in getting this information to you and I hope that doesn’t 
preempt the request from being considered at the Commissioners 8/6 meeting.  
 
Attached please find information regarding the project as well as an example of a brief support letter for the proposal. 
Colorado Open Lands, the land trust that will hold the conservation easement, is seeking $300,000 from Great Outdoors 
Colorado for this project. GOCO requires that the grantee engage the Board of Commissioners of any County where a 
request is made. I’m assisting Colorado Open Lands in securing request letters as their staffer for the project is on 
summer vacation. 
 
About 190 acres of the 220‐acre property to be protected by conservation is located within Gunnison County. This 
property is owned by Western Rivers Conservancy under parcel numbers 3987‐263‐00‐043 and 030. I can provide more 
specific mapping information if that is helpful.  
 
Colorado Open Lands application to GOCO is due on 8/15. Please let me know whether you anticipate any problems with
this request or whether you have any questions regarding the attached. 
 
Thank you, 
 
Dieter  
 
Dieter Erdmann | Interior West Program Director 
Western Rivers Conservancy | Interior West Program 
1228 15th St, Suite 316 | Denver, CO 80202 
Office: 303-645-4953 | Mobile: 303-638-9465  |   www.westernrivers.org  
 


Sometimes to save a river, you have to buy it. 


 
 







 


 
 
 
 
 
August 6, 2013 
 
 
 
Lise Aangeenbrug 
Executive Director 
Great Outdoors Colorado 
303 E 17th Ave., Suite 1060 
Denver, CO 80203 
 
Dear Ms. Aangeenbrug, 
 
The Gunnison County Board of County Commissioners supports Colorado Open Lands’ application to 
the Great Outdoors Colorado Open Space program for funding in the amount of $300,000 to purchase 
a conservation easement protecting the 220-acre Little Cimarron Farm.  This property, currently owned 
by Western Rivers Conservancy, is located in the Little Cimarron Valley in western Gunnison County 
and eastern Montrose County.  
 
Gunnison County’s citizens cherish their sense of community and place, as evidenced by the 2012 
reauthorization of the Gunnison Valley Land Preservation Fund, a sales tax renewal that was approved 
by 81% of the County’s voting citizens. Gunnison County government strives to preserve and promote 
the well-being of the County’s natural environment and rural character, and to deliver services and set 
standards that reflect our values and preserve our unique quality of life for present and future 
generations to enjoy. 
 
Agriculture and recreational tourism are two fundamental elements of Gunnison County’s economy.  We 
understand that the goal of this project is to maintain and protect the agricultural productivity of the 
Little Cimarron Farm, while providing in-stream flows to benefit fisheries and aquatic habitat in the Little 
Cimarron River during certain portions of the irrigation season.  This appears to be a balanced, non-
regulatory strategy to meet competing resource needs. 
 
Thank you for the opportunity to comment on this proposal. 
 
Sincerely, 
 
 
 
__________________________ ___________________________ __________________________ 
Paula Swenson, Chairperson Phil Chamberland, Commissioner Jonathan Houck, Commissioner 
 
cc:  Amanda Nims, Land Protection Specialist; Colorado Open Lands; 274 Union Blvd, Suite 320, 


Lakewood, CO 80228 







The Little Cimarron River is one of the jewels 
of Colorado’s West Slope. It tumbles from the 
Uncompahgre Wilderness, bound for the Black 


Canyon of the Gunnison, 33 miles to the north.  


For the first 13 miles, the Little Cimarron has all the 
qualities of a wild trout stream, its waters cold and 
clear and teeming with naturally reproducing rainbow 
and brook trout. Once the river reaches the irrigation 
ditches of the lower valley, though, it is sometimes 
alternately dried up, re-watered and dried up again 
by irrigation diversions from mid-July to September. 
This is the fate of many such streams in the Rockies, 


as uses compete for a limited 
resource. But irrigated agricultural 
production and maintenance of 
aquatic habitat do not have to be 
mutually exclusive.  


Western Rivers Conservancy (WRC) has partnered 
with Colorado Water Trust (CWT) and Colorado 
Open Lands (COL) and acquired a farm that will allow 
us to place water in-stream and ensure perennial flows 
where today the Little Cimarron runs dry. To that end, 
WRC purchased a 220-acre farm with 5.76 cubic feet 
per second of senior water rights on the Little Cimarron 
River.  


By acquiring a farm with abundant water rights, WRC 
has effectively gained control of a lifeline for the Little 
Cimarron. We are now working with COL and CWT 
to attempt an unprecedented split-season irrigation 
approach that will benefit both the Little Cimarron 
and local agriculture. If successful, the system will keep 
water in the Little Cimarron during the driest months 
of the year while allowing for irrigation when the river 
has average or above-average flows.  


This project will attempt to restore perennial flows in the 
Little Cimarron all the way to the Black Canyon of the 
Gunnison, allowing native fishes to re-colonize a former 
part of their range. The agricultural productivity of the 
land will be protected with a conservation easement 
and the water will be dedicated in-stream during the 
dry summer months, when it is needed most.


Little Cimarron River


7.13


Re-watering a key tributary of Colorado’s Gunnison River
A project of Western Rivers Conservancy, Colorado Water Trust and Colorado Open Lands


Currently, the lower Little Cimarron is de-watered much of the year. Western Rivers 
Conservancy is purchasing senior water rights and working with Colorado Water Trust 
to dedicate them to in-stream use. This acquisition will permanently ensure the river flows 
year-round and will enhance its status as a prized trout stream.
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For more information, please contact:
Dieter Erdmann, Interior West Program Director
Western Rivers Conservancy
303-645-4953 | derdmann@westernrivers.org









		Agenda Item - Request for Letter of Support; Colorado Open Lands Completed Form

		CO Open Lands Email

		Little Cimarron Project Information Sheet 0713

		20130806 - CO Open Lands










 


 


 
 
 
 
 
August 6, 2013 
 
 
 
Board of Trustees                                                                                                                                                                                                                                   
El Pomar Foundation                                                                                                                                                                                                                             
10 Lake Circle                                                                                                                                                                                                                            
Colorado Springs, Co  80906 
 
Ladies and Gentlemen, 
 
The Gunnison County Board of County Commissioners enthusiastically supports the grant application 
from the Gunnison Arts Center for general operating funds to the El Pomar Foundation.  We depend on 
our non-profit community to provide vital services and amenities to our greater community and the 
Gunnison Arts Center has a rich history of doing just that for over two decades. 
 
All nonprofits in our valley have suffered from the recent recession, but the Gunnison Arts Center has 
demonstrated a particular recovery vitality by restructuring its board, creating an advisory council, hiring 
a new executive director, expanding programming, creating partnerships and adopting a challenging 
but realistic budget.  They have been, and continue to be, the “hub” of community creativity in our 
south valley. 
 
As with many nonprofits the Gunnison Arts Center has a comprehensive fundraising plan that includes 
memberships, small and large donors and grants.  We believe their application to El Pomar is a realistic 
need that fits your mission.  Your foundation has an important history of supporting nonprofits in our 
valley, and we think this application for $5,300 fits your criteria well. 
 
Thank you for your consideration of the Gunnison Arts Center’s grant request.  We wholeheartedly 
support the application. 
 
Sincerely, 
 
 
 
__________________________ ___________________________ __________________________ 
Paula Swenson, Chairperson Phil Chamberland, Commissioner Jonathan Houck, Commissioner 
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 LOT SPLIT FACILITATION AGREEMENT 


(FOSSIL RIDGE) 


 


This Lot Split Facilitation Agreement (the “Agreement”), dated this _____ day of 


___________, 2013, is by and between THE TRUST FOR PUBLIC LAND, a California 


nonprofit public benefit corporation authorized to do business in Colorado, whose address is 


1410 Grant Avenue #D210, Denver, CO  80203 (Tel: (303) 867-2331) (the “Owner”), and 


GUNNISON VALLEY HOUSING FOUNDATION, a Colorado nonprofit corporation, whose 


address is P.O. Box 1742, Gunnison, CO 81230 (Tel: 970-349-5363) (hereinafter referred to as 


“GVHF”).  Owner and GVHF are hereafter collectively referred to as the “Parties”. 


 


 Recitals 


 


WHEREAS, the Owner, GVHF, and Ralph (“Butch) E. Clark III and Judy P. Clark 


entered into that certain Donation Agreement dated October 18, 2010 whereby the Clarks 


donated to the Owner, in furtherance of the Owner’s nonprofit purposes and for the benefit of the 


GVHF, a 960 acre parcel (the “Fossil Ridge Property”) for the purposes set forth in said 


Donation Agreement; and 


 


WHEREAS, GVHF and Owner desire to create a new lot of fifteen (15) acres, more or 


less, including an existing rustic cabin (the “Cabin Parcel”), a description of which is attached 


hereto as Exhibit A, as a separate and distinct parcel, out of the Fossil Ridge Property, a 


description of which (Fossil Ridge Property) is attached hereto as Exhibit B, along with a 


nonexclusive, access and utility easement along an existing roadway, a description of which is 


attached hereto as Exhibit C (“Easement”), and all as depicted on that certain plat of survey 


entitled FOSSIL RIDGE EXEMPTION PLAT, for The Trust for Public Land, prepared by 


Schmueser, Gordon & Meyer, dated February 11, 2013, a copy of which is attached hereto as 


Exhibit D; and 


 


WHEREAS, GVHF has agreed to undertake and to be responsible for any and all actions, 


filings, expenses, and other matters required to accomplish a lot split creating the Cabin Parcel 


as a separate and distinct parcel; and 


 


WHEREAS, GVHF represents that it possesses the necessary expertise to carry out the 


purposes of this Agreement; and. 


 


 WHEREAS, upon the creation of the Cabin Parcel, Owner shall deliver to GVHF the 


Special Warranty Deed to the Cabin Parcel, attached hereto as Exhibit E, and the Access and 


Utility Easement, attached hereto as Exhibit F, fully executed, and GVHF shall file same of in 


the records of the Office of the Clerk and Recorder of Gunnison County, Colorado. 


 


NOW, THEREFORE, in consideration of the mutual covenants set forth herein below, 


and other consideration, the receipt and sufficiency of which the parties hereby acknowledge, the 


parties hereto agree: 
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1. Scope of Work. 


 


(a)   GVHF shall perform such acts as are necessary or desirable to undertake and to 


be responsible for any and all actions, filings, expenses, and other matters required to 


accomplish a lot split creating the Cabin Parcel as a separate and distinct parcel (the “Actions”). 


 


(b)   GVHF shall furnish the necessary personnel, incidental Actions, equipment and 


facilities to perform the Actions hereunder.  


 


(c)  GVHF shall perform the Actions in full compliance with applicable Federal, state 


and local laws and regulations and in full conformity with the standards of care and diligence 


normally practiced by reputable foundations in performing similar work in the community in 


which the Property is located.   


 


(d)   GVHF will regularly consult with Owner on the status and results of the Actions, 


and will submit written and verbal reports as necessary to keep Owner fully informed.  


 


(e) GVHF shall not file any documents, whether survey plats, deeds, or similar things 


with any public agency unless approved in advance in writing by Owner, which approval shall 


not be unreasonably withheld or delayed.  


 


2. Term.  This Agreement is effective upon execution by both parties and shall continue 


until recordation of the lot split adjustment plat after all necessary approvals of the jurisdictional 


public agencies. 


 


3. Expense and Cost.  GVHF shall bear all cost and expense associated with accomplishing 


the lot split. 


 


4. Termination.  Notwithstanding the provisions of Section 2, Owner shall have the right, at 


any time, in its sole discretion, by written notice to GVHF, to cancel this Agreement, if GVHF 


breaches any of its duties or obligations set forth in this Agreement.  GVHF shall stop work 


immediately upon receipt of a notice of termination and promptly deliver to Owner the results of 


GVHF's work to date of termination.  


 


5. Project Direction.  All Actions shall be carried out by or under the supervision of GVHF. 


   


6. Site Access.  Owner shall provide GVHF, its agents and subcontractors vehicular access 


to the Property. 


 


7. Indemnification.  GVHF shall defend, protect, indemnify and hold harmless Owner, its 


directors, officers, employees, agents and contractors and affiliated entities, from and against any 


and all claims, liabilities, demands, damages, losses, costs and expenses, including, but not 


limited to, attorney's fees and costs ("Liabilities") arising out of or resulting from the negligent 


acts, errors or omissions, or willful misconduct of GVHF, its agents, or employees with respect 


to the subject matter hereof.   
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8. Conveyance Upon Parcel Creation.  Upon creation of the Cabin Parcel as a legal parcel, 


GVHF shall provide evidence of same to Owner and Owner shall deliver to GVHF for 


recordation the Special Warranty Deed (Exhibit E) and the nonexclusive Access and Utility 


Easement (Exhibit F).  Upon receipt of same, and no later than September 1, 2013, GVHF shall 


relocate the roadway within the Access and Utility Easement so that it lies entirely on the Fossil 


Ridge Property, because said roadway currently crosses onto a small portion of the Northeast 


corner of the real property identified on Exhibit D as GLO Tract 46, owned by the United States 


of America and managed by the U.S. Forest Service, and which is located to the West and South 


of the Fossil Ridge Property.  The modified roadway shall be the same width as the existing 


roadway.  Specifically, GVHF shall move said roadway to the Fossil Ridge Property along its 


western boundary line, totally off of the adjoining property, and shall further reseed said 


adjoining property along the prior roadway. Upon completion of same, GVHF shall have 


prepared a new description of said Easement, which the parties agree to file of record.   


 


9. Entire Agreement.  This Agreement constitutes the entire agreement of the Parties and 


supersedes any and all prior or contemporaneous written or oral agreements between the Parties 


respecting the subject matter hereof. 


 


10. Modification.  No supplement, modification or amendment to this Agreement shall be 


binding unless executed in writing by both Parties. 


 


11. Waiver.  No waiver of any of the provisions of this Agreement shall be deemed, or shall 


constitute, a waiver of any other provision, whether or not similar, nor shall any waiver constitute 


a continuing waiver.  No waiver shall be binding unless executed in writing by the party making 


the waiver. 


 


12. Assignment.  This Agreement shall be binding upon and shall inure to the benefit of the 


Parties and their respective successors and assigns.  GVHF shall not be entitled to assign any of 


its rights or obligations hereunder without the prior written consent of Owner, which consent 


shall not be unreasonably withheld or delayed. 


 


13. Time of the Essence.  GVHF understands that time is of the essence in this Agreement 


and that Owner will be relying on the timeliness of the Actions in Owner’s subdivision and 


acquisition of the Cabin Parcel.   


 


14. Counterparts.  This Agreement may be executed in multiple counterparts and each such 


executed counterpart shall be deemed an original, but all of which together shall constitute a 


single instrument. 


 


15. Governing Law.  This Agreement shall be governed by, and construed and enforced in 


accordance with, the laws of the State of Colorado applicable to contracts made and to be 


performed in Colorado. 
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IN WITNESS WHEREOF, the Parties hereto have duly executed this Agreement as of 


the date and year first above written. 


 


 


 


 


 


OWNER:     GVHF: 


 


THE TRUST FOR PUBLIC LAND, GUNNISON VALLEY HOUSING  


a California nonprofit public benefit   FOUNDATION, a Colorado nonprofit 


corporation authorized to do business  corporation 


in Colorado 


 


 


By ________________________ By: _______________________________ 


 Justin Spring           Jim Starr 


 Senior Project Manager         President    


 


Date: __________________________ Date: ______________________________ 
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EXHIBIT A 


(Cabin Property Description) 


 


A PARCEL OF LAND BEING A PORTION OF THAT LAND AS DESCRIBED IN 


RECEPTION NO. 602240 IN THE RECORDS OF THE CLERK AND RECORDER OF 


GUNNISON COUNTY AS THE SOUTHWEST ONE-QUARTER (SW1/4) OF SECTION 2; 


THE SOUTH ONE-HALF (S1/2) OF SECTION 3; THE SOUTHEAST ONE-QUARTER 


(SE1/4) OF SECTION 4; THE NORTHEAST  ONE-QUARTER (NE1/4) OF SECTION 


10;  AND THE NORTHWEST  ONE-QUARTER (NW1/4)  OF SECTION 11;  ALL  BEING 


LOCATED  IN  TOWNSHIP  50  NORTH, RANGE 2 EAST OF THE NEW MEXICO 


PRINCIPAL MERIDIAN,  GUNNISON COUNTY COLORADO; 


 


INCLUDES ALL  OF TRACT 37 AND PART OF TRACT 38, ACCORDING TO THE 


INDEPENDENT RESURVEY OF JULY 27,    1933, AS ACCEPTED  ON MARCH 2, 1934,  


BY  THE ASSISTANT COMMISSIONER OF THE .DEPARTMENT OF THE INTERIOR, 


GENERAL LAND OFFICE; 


 


SAID PORTION OF LAND BEING MORE PARTICULARLY DESCRIBED AS FOLLOWS: 


 


COMMENCING AT THE TRACT CORNER .COMMON  TO GLO  TRACTS  37,   46  AND 47, 


  TOWNSHIP  50  NORTH, RANGE 2 EAST OF THE NEW MEXICO PRINCIPAL 


MERIDIAN, GUNNISON COUNTY COLORADO;  SAID CORNER BEING CORNER N0.3 


OF SAID GLO TRACT 37,  CORNER  N0.4 OF SAID GLO TRACT 46  AND CORNER 


N0.4 OF SAID GLO TRACT 47 AND MONUMENTED  WITH A 2-1/2" GLO BRASS CAP;  


THENCE ALONG THE BOUNDARY  LINE  COMMON TO SAID GLO TRACT 37 AND 


TRACT 47, N89°56'48"E A DISTANCE OF 1139.76. FEET TO THE TRUE POINT OF  


BEGINNING; THENCE THE FOLLOWING  FIVE (5) COURSES THROUGH  SAID GLO  


TRACT 37:   (1) N. 00°00'00" EAST, A DISTANCE OF 754.55 FEET; (2) S76° 42'06"E  A 


 DISTANCE OF 214.29 FEET; (3) S72°38'27" E A DISTANCE OF 635.42 FEET; (4) 


S64°30'43" E, A DISTANCE OF 327.33 FEET,· (5) S 00°00'04"W A DISTANCE OF 


373.78 FEET TO SAID COMMON BOUNDARY BETWEEN  GLO TRACT 37 AND 


TRACT 47; THENCE ALONG SAID COMMON BOUNDARY S89°56'48"W A  DISTANCE 


OF  1110.48 FEET TO THE TRUE POINT OF BEGINNING; . 


 


SAID PORTION OF LAND CONTAINING 15.00 ACRES MORE OR LESS AND BEING 


SUBJECT TO ALL EASEMENTS AND ENCUMBRANCES EXISTING OR OF RECORD. 
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EXHIBIT B 


(Fossil Ridge Property Description) 


 


TOWNSHIP 50 NORTH, RANGE 2 EAST, N.M.P.M.: 


 


Section 2: SW/4 


Section 3: S/2 


Section 4: SE/4 


Section 10: NE/4 


Section 11: NW/4 


(Includes all of tract 37 and part of Tract 38, according to the independent resurvey of July 27, 


1933, as accepted on March 2, 1934, by the Assistant Commissioner of the Department of the 


Interior, General Land Office), 


 


County of Gunnison, 


State of Colorado, 


 


containing 960 acres, more or less. 
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EXHIBIT C 


(Nonexclusive Access and Utility Easement (Existing Roadway) Description) 


 


Road Easement Centerline Description 


 


SAID STRIP OF LAND BEING 30 FEET IN WIDTH ON EACH SIDE OF THE 


FOLLOWING DESCRIBED CENTERLINE: 


 


COMMENCING AT THE TRACT CORNER COMMON TO GLO TRACTS 37, 46 AND 47, 


TOWNSHIP 50 NORTH, RANGE 2 EAST OF THE NEW MEXICO PRINCIPAL 


MERIDIAN, GUNNISON COUNTY COLORADO; SAID CORNER BEING CORNER NO.3 


OF SAID  GLO TRACT 37, CORNER NO.4 OF SAID GLO TRACT 46 AND CORNER NO.4 


OF SAID GLO TRACT 47 AND MONUMENTED WITH A 2-1/2" GLO BRASS CAP; 


THENCE N59°07'00”E A DISTANCE OF 1431.30 FEET TO THE INTERSECTION OF AN 


EXISTING TWO-TRACK ACCESS ROAD AND THE NORTHERLY BOUNDARY OF 


"PARCEL A" AS DESCRIBED AND SHOWN HEREON; THENCE THE FOLLOWING 


THIRTY-SIX (36) COURSES ALONG SAID ACCESS ROAD THROUGH SAID GLO 


TRACTS 37, 38 AND 46: (1) N31°31'01"W A DISTANCE OF 66.50 FEET; (2) N45°44'05"W 


A DISTANCE OF 218.70 FEET;  (3) N51°46'47"W A DISTANCE OF 267.34 FEET; (4) 


N31°27'16"W A DISTANCE OF 174.00 FEET; (5) N36°07'59"W A DISTANCE OF 212.25 


FEET; (6) N24°09'09"W A DISTANCE OF 233.52 FEET; (7) N31°11'31"W A DISTANCE OF 


235.23 FEET; (8) N41°49'50"W A DISTANCE OF 62.23 FEET TO A TANGENT POINT OF 


CURVATURE WITH A RADIUS OF 175.00 FEET AND A CENTRAL ANGLE OF 32°05'00" 


(CHORD = N25°47’20”W, 96.72 FEET); (9) THENCE NORTHWESTERLY ALONG SAID 


CURVE TO THE RIGHT AN ARC DISTANCE OF 97.99 FEET TO A POINT OF TANGENT 


LINE; (10) N09°44'50"W A DISTANCE OF 84.35 FEET TO A TANGENT POINT OF 


CURVATURE WITH A RADIUS OF 200.00 FEET AND A CENTRAL ANGLE OF 32°55'02" 


(CHORD = N26°12’20”W, 113.33 FEET); (11) THENCE NORTHWESTERLY ALONG SAID 


CURVE TO THE LEFT AN ARC DISTANCE OF 114.90 FEET TO A POINT OF TANGENT 


LINE; (12) N42°39'51"W A DISTANCE OF 177.97 FEET: (13) N25°42'47"W A DISTANCE 


OF 108.14 FEET: (14) N19°34'45"W A DISTANCE OF 374.41 FEET: (15) N00°49'43"W A 


DISTANCE OF 132.14 FEET TO A TANGENT POINT OF CURVATURE WITH A RADIUS 


OF 175.00 FEET AND A CENTRAL ANGLE OF 60°26'14" (CHORD = N31°02'50"W, 176.16 


FEET); (16) THENCE NORTHWESTERLY ALONG SAID CURVE TO THE LEFT AN ARC 


DISTANCE OF 184.60 FEET TO A POINT OF TANGENT LINE; (17) N61°15'57"W A 


DISTANCE OF 104.60 FEET: (18) N53°00'38"W A DISTANCE OF 118.33 FEET: (19) 


N62°59'44"W A DISTANCE OF 90.83 FEET: (20) N51°16'56"W A DISTANCE OF 255.92 


FEET: (21) N37°46'04"W A DISTANCE OF 245.83 FEET: (22) N25°58'45"W A DISTANCE 


OF 134.01 FEET TO A TANGENT POINT OF CURVATURE WITH A RADIUS OF 375.00 


FEET AND A CENTRAL ANGLE OF 42°27'09" (CHORD = N47°12'20"W, 271.54 FEET); 


(23) THENCE NORTHWESTERLY ALONG SAID CURVE TO THE LEFT AN ARC 


DISTANCE OF 277.85 FEET TO A POINT OF TANGENT LINE; (24) N68°25'54"W A 


DISTANCE OF 341.19 FEET TO A TANGENT POINT OF CURVATURE WITH A RADIUS 


OF 250.00 FEET AND A CENTRAL ANGLE OF 63°47'14" (CHORD = S79°40'29"W, 264.17 


FEET); (25) THENCE SOUTHWESTERLY ALONG SAID CURVE TO THE LEFT AN ARC 
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DISTANCE OF 278.32 FEET TO A POINT OF TANGENT LINE; (26) S47°46'52"W A 


DISTANCE OF 177.74 FEET TO A TANGENT POINT OF CURVATURE WITH A RADIUS 


OF 350.00 FEET AND A CENTRAL ANGLE OF 48°31'27" (CHORD = S72°02'35"W, 287.64 


FEET); (27) THENCE SOUTHWESTERLY ALONG SAID CURVE TO THE RIGHT AN 


ARC DISTANCE OF 296.42 FEET TO A POINT OF TANGENT LINE; (28) N83°41'42"W A 


DISTANCE OF 179.86 FEET: (29) S89°48'34"W A DISTANCE OF 169.79 FEET: (30) 


N80°25'41"W A DISTANCE OF 403.19 FEET: (31) N66°36'58"W A DISTANCE OF 97.15 


FEET: (32) N76°59'42"W A DISTANCE OF 162.69 FEET: (33) N69°29'50"W A DISTANCE 


OF 220.51 FEET TO A TANGENT POINT OF CURVATURE WITH A RADIUS OF 75.00 


FEET AND A CENTRAL ANGLE OF 35°44'56" (CHORD = N87°22'18"W, 46.04 FEET); (34) 


THENCE NORTHWESTERLY ALONG SAID CURVE TO THE LEFT AN ARC DISTANCE 


OF 46.80 FEET TO A POINT OF REVERSE CURVATURE WITH A RADIUS OF 235.00 


FEET AND A CENTRAL ANGLE OF 71°35'56" (CHORD = N69°26'48"W, 274.93 FEET); 


(35) THENCE NORTHWESTERLY ALONG SAID CURVE TO THE RIGHT AN ARC 


DISTANCE OF 293.66 FEET TO A POINT OF TANGENT LINE; (36) N33°38'50"W A 


DISTANCE OF 363.57 FEET TO THE TRUE POINT OF BEGINNING;    


 


SAID PORTION OF LAND CONTAINING 9.64 ACRES MORE OR LESS AND BEING 


SUBJECT TO ALL EASEMENTS AND ENCUMBRANCES EXISTING OR OF RECORD. 
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EXHIBIT D 


(Survey Plat) 


 


 


See attached plat. 
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EXHIBIT E 


(Special Warranty Deed) 


 


After Recording Return To: 


 


Gunnison Valley Housing Foundations 


P.O. Box 1742 


Gunnison, CO 81230 


______________________________ 


 


SPECIAL WARRANTY DEED 


 


 


THIS INDENTURE, made this ______ day of __________________, 2013, between THE 


TRUST FOR PUBLIC LAND, a nonprofit California public benefit corporation authorized to do 


business in Colorado, whose address is 116 New Montgomery, 4th Floor, San Francisco, CA  


94105, GRANTOR, and the GUNNISON VALLEY HOUSING FOUNDATION, a Colorado 


nonprofit corporation, whose address is P.O. Box 1742, Gunnison, CO  81230; 


 


WITNESSETH, that the said Grantor, does by these presents GRANT, BARGAIN and 


CONVEY by way of a donation to the said GRANTEE and its assigns land lying and being in 


Gunnison County, Colorado, and described as follows: 


 


NEW MEXICO PRINCIPAL MERIDIAN 


  


A PARCEL OF LAND BEING A PORTION OF THAT LAND AS DESCRIBED IN 


RECEPTION NO. 602240 IN THE RECORDS OF THE CLERK AND RECORDER OF 


GUNNISON COUNTY AS THE SOUTHWEST ONE-QUARTER (SW1/4) OF SECTION 2; 


THE SOUTH ONE-HALF (S1/2) OF SECTION 3; THE SOUTHEAST ONE-QUARTER 


(SE1/4) OF SECTION 4; THE NORTHEAST ONE-QUARTER (NE1/4) OF SECTION 10; 


AND THE NORTHWEST ONE-QUARTER (NW1/4) OF SECTION 11; ALL BEING 


LOCATED IN TOWNSHIP 50 NORTH, RANGE 2 EAST OF THE NEW MEXICO 


PRINCIPAL MERIDIAN, GUNNISON COUNTY COLORADO;   


 


INCLUDES ALL OF TRACT 37 AND PART OF TRACT 38, ACCORDING TO THE 


INDEPENDENT RESURVEY OF JULY 27, 1933, AS ACCEPTED ON MARCH 2, 1934, BY 


THE ASSISTANT COMMISSIONER OF THE DEPARTMENT OF THE INTERIOR, 


GENERAL LAND OFFICE; 


 


SAID PORTION OF LAND BEING MORE PARTICULARLY DESCRIBED AS FOLLOWS: 


 


COMMENCING AT THE TRACT CORNER COMMON TO GLO TRACTS 37, 46 AND 47, 


TOWNSHIP 50 NORTH, RANGE 2 EAST OF THE NEW MEXICO PRINCIPAL 


MERIDIAN, GUNNISON COUNTY COLORADO; SAID CORNER BEING CORNER NO.3 


OF SAID  GLO TRACT 37, CORNER NO.4 OF SAID GLO TRACT 46 AND CORNER NO.4 
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OF SAID GLO TRACT 47 AND MONUMENTED WITH A 2-1/2" GLO BRASS CAP; 


THENCE ALONG THE BOUNDARY LINE COMMON TO SAID GLO TRACT 37 AND 


TRACT 47, N89°56'48”E A DISTANCE OF 1139.76 FEET TO THE TRUE POINT OF 


BEGINNING; THENCE THE FOLLOWING FIVE (5) COURSES THROUGH SAID GLO 


TRACT 37: (1) N00°00'00"E A DISTANCE OF 754.55 FEET; (2) S76°42'06"E A DISTANCE 


OF 214.29 FEET; (3) S72°38'27"E A DISTANCE OF 635.42 FEET; (4) S64°30'43"E A 


DISTANCE OF 327.33 FEET; (5) S00°00'04"W A DISTANCE OF 373.78 FEET TO SAID 


COMMON BOUNDARY BETWEEN GLO TRACT 37 AND TRACT 47;  THENCE ALONG 


SAID COMMON BOUNDARY S89°56'48"W A DISTANCE OF 1110.48 FEET TO THE 


TRUE POINT OF BEGINNING;    


 


SAID PORTION OF LAND CONTAINING 15.00 ACRES MORE OR LESS AND BEING 


SUBJECT TO ALL EASEMENTS AND ENCUMBRANCES EXISTING OR OF RECORD. 


 


COUNTY OF GUNNISON, 


STATE OF COLORADO. 


 


Together with all and singular hereditaments and appurtenances thereof belonging, or in anywise 


appertaining to, and the reversion and reversions, remainder and remainders, rents, issues and 


profits thereto, and all the estate, right, title, interest, claim and demand whatsoever of the said 


Grantor, either in law or in equity, of, in and to the above bargained premises, with the 


hereditaments and appurtenances. 


 


To have and to hold the same premises above granted and described with the appurtenances, 


unto the Grantee and its assigns forever. 


 


GRANTOR covenants and warrants that it is lawfully seized and possessed of the real property 


described above and has the full right, power, and authority to execute this conveyance, and that 


said property is free and clear of all liens, claims, or encumbrances, except for those items listed 


in Exhibit A attached hereto and incorporated herein by reference, and that it will defend the 


title to the real property conveyed herein and the quiet enjoyment thereof against the lawful 


claims and demands those persons, claiming by, through or under the Grantor and no one other, 


subject to the matters of record set forth on Exhibit A. 


  


 


Signed and delivered this ______ day of ____________________________, 2013, by the duly 


authorized representative of the Grantor.  


 


 


 


 


 


 


 


GRANTOR: 
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THE TRUST FOR PUBLIC LAND, a non-


profit California public benefit corporation 


 


 


       By:________________________________ 


            JUSTIN SPRING,  


     Senior Project Manager                            


                                                                        


                              


 


ACKNOWLEDGMENT 


 


STATE OF COLORADO  ) 


     )  ss. 


COUNTY OF _________________ ) 


 


This instrument was acknowledged before me this _____ day of ______________, 2013, 


by JUSTIN SPRING, Senior Project Manager of The Trust for Public Land, a nonprofit 


California public benefit corporation. 


 


WITNESS my hand and official seal. 


 


             


       Notary Public Signature 


[SEAL] 


 


My Commission expires:       . 
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Exhibit A to Special Warranty Deed 


(Title Commitment Schedule B-2 Exceptions) 
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EXHIBIT F 


(Access and Utility Easement – Nonexclusive) 


 


 ACCESS AND UTILITY EASEMENT 


 


THIS GRANT OF EASEMENT (“Agreement”) is made this ____ day of __________, 2013, 


by and between THE TRUST FOR PUBLIC LAND, a nonprofit California public benefit 


corporation, authorized to do business in Colorado ("Grantor"), and the GUNNISON VALLEY 


HOUSING FOUNDATION, a Colorado nonprofit corporation, whose address is P.O. Box 1742, 


Gunnison, CO  81230. 


 


 W I T N E S S E T H: 


 


A. Grantor owns that certain real estate located in the County of Gunnison, State of 


Colorado, more particularly described as follows: 


 


See Exhibit A attached hereto and incorporated herein by reference (hereinafter the 


"Servient Estate"). 


 


B. Grantee owns that certain real estate located in the County of Gunnison, State of 


Colorado more particularly described as follows: 


 


See Exhibit B attached hereto and incorporated herein by reference (hereinafter the 


"Dominant Estate"). 


 


C. The Servient Estate is presently unimproved and the Dominant Estate has a rustic 


cabin and outbuildings located on it. 


 


D. Grantor desires to grant and Grantee desires to receive a nonexclusive Sixty (60) foot 


wide easement, over and across an existing roadway which crosses the Servient Estate for the benefit 


of the Dominant Estate, the centerline of which is more particularly described as follows: 


 


See Exhibit C attached hereto and incorporated herein by reference (hereinafter the 


"Roadway"). 


 


NOW, THEREFORE, in consideration of their respective covenants and agreements set forth 


herein and for other good and valuable consideration, the sufficiency and receipt of which are hereby 


acknowledged, the parties covenant and agree to the following. 


 


1. INCORPORATION OF RECITALS.  The recitals set forth above are incorporated 


herein by reference as if fully set forth herein. 
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2. GRANT OF EASEMENT.  Grantor hereby grants to Grantee a nonexclusive 


permanent and perpetual easement, to run with the land, over, across and on the Roadway for the 


purposes of ingress, egress, and the installment, maintenance, repair and replacement of any utilities, 


which shall be underground (the "Easement"); provided, however, that Grantee shall have no 


absolute right to plow snow from the Roadway, and shall first consult with and receive Grantor’s 


approval for same, which approval shall not be unreasonably withheld. 


 


 3. MAINTENANCE, REPAIR AND LIABILITY.  Grantee shall be and hereby is 


authorized to repair and maintain the Easement over the Servient Estate to ensure that it is useable 


and passable for ingress and egress to the Dominant Estate, and for the installment, maintenance, 


repair and replacement of any utilities, and is permitted to place basecourse and gravel on the 


Easement, but shall have no authority or permission to pave the Easement or otherwise make the 


Roadway surface impermiable.  Grantee is responsible for noxious weed control within the 


Easement.  Plowing of the Easement in the winter time is prohibited.  Grantee hereby agrees to and 


does indemnify and hold Grantor, its directors, officers, employees, agents and attorneys, harmless 


from any and all demands, claims, causes of action, judgments, liabilities, costs, expenses and fees, 


including reasonable attorneys' fees, incurred by Grantor, which arise from or in connection with 


Grantee's, or Grantee's directors, officers, employees, agents, invitees, and/or any other person using 


said Easement by or through the Grantee,  use, maintenance, repair and presence on and under the 


Easement. 


 


 4. INCIDENTAL TRESPASS.  Grantor agrees that, during maintenance of the 


Roadway and placement or maintenance of any utilities, no reasonable incidental trespass caused by 


equipment or material beyond the easement shall be deemed a trespass. 


 


 5. USE OF SERVIENT ESTATE AND ROADWAY.  Grantor shall have the right to 


use the Servient Estate and the Roadway for any purposes not inconsistent with the full use and 


enjoyment of the rights herein granted to the Grantee.  Grantor shall not be responsible for any 


damage to the Roadway and associated utilities caused by its use of the Servient Estate, unless it is 


caused by Grantor’s intentional acts or gross negligence. 


 


 6. RESTORATION.  Immediately upon completion of any maintenance or 


reconstruction work within the Easement, Grantee shall restore any property disturbed or damaged  


to a condition as near as reasonably possible to the condition that existed prior to such work.  Such 


restoration shall include reseeding with native plants which are free of noxious weeds. 


 


7. INSURANCE.  Grantee shall obtain and maintain general liability insurance 


covering the use of the Dominant Estate and the Easement in reasonable commercial amounts at all 


times. 


 


8. MISCELLANEOUS. 


 


(a) Governing Law.  This Agreement shall be governed by the laws of the State 


of Colorado. 


 


(b) Waiver of Default.  Failure by either party to enforce any provision of this 
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Agreement shall not be construed as a waiver of such provision or of the right to such party 


thereafter to enforce such provision.  No term or provision hereof shall be deemed waived and no 


breach excused unless such waiver or consent shall be in writing and signed by the party claimed to 


have waived or consented. 


 


(c) Modifications.  Except as expressly set forth elsewhere in this Agreement, 


this Agreement may be modified only in writing, signed by both parties hereto.   


 


(d) Integration Clause.  This Agreement shall constitute the entire agreement 


between the parties hereto with respect to the subject matter hereof and shall supersede all prior 


correspondence, conversations and negotiations with respect thereto. 


 


(e) Attorney's Fees.  The parties agree that reasonable attorneys fees and costs 


shall be awarded to the prevailing party in any arbitration or litigation between the parties in 


connection with this Agreement. 


 


(f)   Binding Effect.  This Agreement shall be binding upon the heirs, successors, 


assigns and representatives of the parties hereto and shall run with the Servient and Dominant 


Estates. 


 


(g)   Severability.  If any provision, in whole or in part, of this Agreement 


should be found to be invalid or unenforceable, it shall not affect the validity of any other 


provisions within this Agreement which shall continue to bind the parties. 


 


 


IN WITNESS WHEREOF, the parties have executed this Agreement effective the date 


first above set forth. 


 


GRANTOR     GRANTEE 


 


THE TRUST FOR PUBLIC LAND  GUNNISON VALLEY HOUSING AUTHORITY 


 


 


By: ___________________________ By: _________________________________ 


 


Name: Justin Spring    Jim Starr 


 


Title: Senior Project Manager   President 


 


Date:_________________________  Date:_________________________________ 
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ACKNOWLEDGMENTS 


 


STATE OF COLORADO ) 


    ) ss. 


COUNTY OF __________ ) 


 


This instrument was acknowledged before me, a Notary Public, on this ____ day of 


__________, 2013, by Justin Spring, as Senior Project Manager of The Trust for Public Land, a 


California nonprofit public benefit corporation, on behalf of said corporation. 


 


______________________________ 


Notary Public 


 


My Commission Expires: 


 


_____________________ 


 


 


 


STATE OF COLORADO ) 


    ) ss. 


COUNTY OF __________ ) 


 


This instrument was acknowledged before me, a Notary Public, on this _____ day of 


__________, 2013, by Jim Starr as President of the Gunnison Valley Housing Foundation, a 


Colorado nonprofit corporation, on behalf of said corporation. 


______________________________ 


Notary Public 


 


My Commission Expires: 


 


_____________________ 
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Exhibit A – Servient Estate 


 


[945 acre parcel] 
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Exhibit B – Dominant Estate 


 


A PARCEL OF LAND BEING A PORTION OF THAT LAND AS DESCRIBED IN 


RECEPTION NO. 602240 IN THE RECORDS OF THE CLERK AND RECORDER OF 


GUNNISON COUNTY AS THE SOUTHWEST ONE-QUARTER (SW1/4) OF SECTION 2; 


THE SOUTH ONE-HALF (S1/2) OF SECTION 3; THE SOUTHEAST ONE-QUARTER 


(SE1/4) OF SECTION 4; THE NORTHEAST  ONE-QUARTER (NE1/4) OF SECTION 


10;  AND THE NORTHWEST  ONE-QUARTER (NW1/4)  OF SECTION 11;  ALL  BEING 


LOCATED  IN  TOWNSHIP  50  NORTH, RANGE 2 EAST OF THE NEW MEXICO 


PRINCIPAL MERIDIAN,  GUNNISON COUNTY COLORADO; 


 


INCLUDES ALL  OF TRACT 37 AND PART OF TRACT 38, ACCORDING TO THE 


INDEPENDENT RESURVEY OF JULY 27,    1933, AS ACCEPTED  ON MARCH 2, 1934,  


BY  THE ASSISTANT COMMISSIONER OF THE .DEPARTMENT OF THE INTERIOR, 


GENERAL LAND OFFICE; 


 


SAID PORTION OF LAND BEING MORE PARTICULARLY DESCRIBED AS FOLLOWS: 


 


COMMENCING AT THE TRACT CORNER .COMMON  TO GLO  TRACTS  37,   46  AND 47, 


  TOWNSHIP  50  NORTH, RANGE 2 EAST OF THE NEW MEXICO PRINCIPAL 


MERIDIAN, GUNNISON COUNTY COLORADO;  SAID CORNER BEING CORNER N0.3 


OF SAID GLO TRACT 37,  CORNER  N0.4 OF SAID GLO TRACT 46  AND CORNER 


N0.4 OF SAID GLO TRACT 47 AND MONUMENTED  WITH A 2-1/2" GLO BRASS CAP;  


THENCE ALONG THE BOUNDARY  LINE  COMMON TO SAID GLO TRACT 37 AND 


TRACT 47, N89°56'48"E A DISTANCE OF 1139.76. FEET TO THE TRUE POINT OF  


BEGINNING; THENCE THE FOLLOWING  FIVE (5) COURSES THROUGH  SAID GLO  


TRACT 37:   (1) N. 00°00'00" EAST, A DISTANCE OF 754.55 FEET; (2) S76° 42'06"E  A 


 DISTANCE OF 214.29 FEET; (3) S72°38'27" E A DISTANCE OF 635.42 FEET; (4) 


S64°30'43" E, A DISTANCE OF 327.33 FEET,· (5) S 00°00'04"W A DISTANCE OF 


373.78 FEET TO SAID COMMON BOUNDARY BETWEEN  GLO TRACT 37 AND 


TRACT 47; THENCE ALONG SAID COMMON BOUNDARY S89°56'48"W A  DISTANCE 


OF  1110.48 FEET TO THE TRUE POINT OF BEGINNING; . 


 


SAID PORTION OF LAND CONTAINING 15.00 ACRES MORE OR LESS AND BEING 


SUBJECT TO ALL EASEMENTS AND ENCUMBRANCES EXISTING OR OF RECORD. 
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Exhibit C – Roadway Easement Centerline Description 


 


SAID STRIP OF LAND BEING 30 FEET IN WIDTH ON EACH SIDE OF THE 


FOLLOWING DESCRIBED CENTERLINE: 


 


COMMENCING AT THE TRACT CORNER COMMON TO GLO TRACTS 37, 46 AND 47, 


TOWNSHIP 50 NORTH, RANGE 2 EAST OF THE NEW MEXICO PRINCIPAL 


MERIDIAN, GUNNISON COUNTY COLORADO; SAID CORNER BEING CORNER NO.3 


OF SAID  GLO TRACT 37, CORNER NO.4 OF SAID GLO TRACT 46 AND CORNER NO.4 


OF SAID GLO TRACT 47 AND MONUMENTED WITH A 2-1/2" GLO BRASS CAP; 


THENCE N59°07'00”E A DISTANCE OF 1431.30 FEET TO THE INTERSECTION OF AN 


EXISTING TWO-TRACK ACCESS ROAD AND THE NORTHERLY BOUNDARY OF 


"PARCEL A" AS DESCRIBED AND SHOWN HEREON; THENCE THE FOLLOWING 


THIRTY-SIX (36) COURSES ALONG SAID ACCESS ROAD THROUGH SAID GLO 


TRACTS 37, 38 AND 46: (1) N31°31'01"W A DISTANCE OF 66.50 FEET; (2) N45°44'05"W 


A DISTANCE OF 218.70 FEET;  (3) N51°46'47"W A DISTANCE OF 267.34 FEET; (4) 


N31°27'16"W A DISTANCE OF 174.00 FEET; (5) N36°07'59"W A DISTANCE OF 212.25 


FEET; (6) N24°09'09"W A DISTANCE OF 233.52 FEET; (7) N31°11'31"W A DISTANCE OF 


235.23 FEET; (8) N41°49'50"W A DISTANCE OF 62.23 FEET TO A TANGENT POINT OF 


CURVATURE WITH A RADIUS OF 175.00 FEET AND A CENTRAL ANGLE OF 32°05'00" 


(CHORD = N25°47’20”W, 96.72 FEET); (9) THENCE NORTHWESTERLY ALONG SAID 


CURVE TO THE RIGHT AN ARC DISTANCE OF 97.99 FEET TO A POINT OF TANGENT 


LINE; (10) N09°44'50"W A DISTANCE OF 84.35 FEET TO A TANGENT POINT OF 


CURVATURE WITH A RADIUS OF 200.00 FEET AND A CENTRAL ANGLE OF 32°55'02" 


(CHORD = N26°12’20”W, 113.33 FEET); (11) THENCE NORTHWESTERLY ALONG SAID 


CURVE TO THE LEFT AN ARC DISTANCE OF 114.90 FEET TO A POINT OF TANGENT 


LINE; (12) N42°39'51"W A DISTANCE OF 177.97 FEET: (13) N25°42'47"W A DISTANCE 


OF 108.14 FEET: (14) N19°34'45"W A DISTANCE OF 374.41 FEET: (15) N00°49'43"W A 


DISTANCE OF 132.14 FEET TO A TANGENT POINT OF CURVATURE WITH A RADIUS 


OF 175.00 FEET AND A CENTRAL ANGLE OF 60°26'14" (CHORD = N31°02'50"W, 176.16 


FEET); (16) THENCE NORTHWESTERLY ALONG SAID CURVE TO THE LEFT AN ARC 


DISTANCE OF 184.60 FEET TO A POINT OF TANGENT LINE; (17) N61°15'57"W A 


DISTANCE OF 104.60 FEET: (18) N53°00'38"W A DISTANCE OF 118.33 FEET: (19) 


N62°59'44"W A DISTANCE OF 90.83 FEET: (20) N51°16'56"W A DISTANCE OF 255.92 


FEET: (21) N37°46'04"W A DISTANCE OF 245.83 FEET: (22) N25°58'45"W A DISTANCE 


OF 134.01 FEET TO A TANGENT POINT OF CURVATURE WITH A RADIUS OF 375.00 


FEET AND A CENTRAL ANGLE OF 42°27'09" (CHORD = N47°12'20"W, 271.54 FEET); 


(23) THENCE NORTHWESTERLY ALONG SAID CURVE TO THE LEFT AN ARC 


DISTANCE OF 277.85 FEET TO A POINT OF TANGENT LINE; (24) N68°25'54"W A 


DISTANCE OF 341.19 FEET TO A TANGENT POINT OF CURVATURE WITH A RADIUS 


OF 250.00 FEET AND A CENTRAL ANGLE OF 63°47'14" (CHORD = S79°40'29"W, 264.17 


FEET); (25) THENCE SOUTHWESTERLY ALONG SAID CURVE TO THE LEFT AN ARC 


DISTANCE OF 278.32 FEET TO A POINT OF TANGENT LINE; (26) S47°46'52"W A 


DISTANCE OF 177.74 FEET TO A TANGENT POINT OF CURVATURE WITH A RADIUS 


OF 350.00 FEET AND A CENTRAL ANGLE OF 48°31'27" (CHORD = S72°02'35"W, 287.64 


FEET); (27) THENCE SOUTHWESTERLY ALONG SAID CURVE TO THE RIGHT AN 
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ARC DISTANCE OF 296.42 FEET TO A POINT OF TANGENT LINE; (28) N83°41'42"W A 


DISTANCE OF 179.86 FEET: (29) S89°48'34"W A DISTANCE OF 169.79 FEET: (30) 


N80°25'41"W A DISTANCE OF 403.19 FEET: (31) N66°36'58"W A DISTANCE OF 97.15 


FEET: (32) N76°59'42"W A DISTANCE OF 162.69 FEET: (33) N69°29'50"W A DISTANCE 


OF 220.51 FEET TO A TANGENT POINT OF CURVATURE WITH A RADIUS OF 75.00 


FEET AND A CENTRAL ANGLE OF 35°44'56" (CHORD = N87°22'18"W, 46.04 FEET); (34) 


THENCE NORTHWESTERLY ALONG SAID CURVE TO THE LEFT AN ARC DISTANCE 


OF 46.80 FEET TO A POINT OF REVERSE CURVATURE WITH A RADIUS OF 235.00 


FEET AND A CENTRAL ANGLE OF 71°35'56" (CHORD = N69°26'48"W, 274.93 FEET); 


(35) THENCE NORTHWESTERLY ALONG SAID CURVE TO THE RIGHT AN ARC 


DISTANCE OF 293.66 FEET TO A POINT OF TANGENT LINE; (36) N33°38'50"W A 


DISTANCE OF 363.57 FEET TO THE TRUE POINT OF BEGINNING;    


 


SAID PORTION OF LAND CONTAINING 9.64 ACRES MORE OR LESS AND BEING 


SUBJECT TO ALL EASEMENTS AND ENCUMBRANCES EXISTING OR OF RECORD. 
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AGREEMENT CREATING RESTRICTIVE COVENANTS 


 


This Agreement Creating Restrictive Covenants (“Agreement”) is dated this ____ 


day of August 2013, and is by and among THE TRUST FOR PUBLIC LAND, a 


California nonprofit public benefit corporation authorized to do business in Colorado, 


whose address is 1410 Grant Street #D210, Denver, CO 80203  (the “Owner”), the 


BOARD OF COUNTY COMMISSIONERS OF THE COUNTY OF GUNNISON, 


COLORADO, a political subdivision of the State of Colorado  whose address is 200 


East Virginia, Gunnison, CO 81230  (the “County”), and the GUNNISON VALLEY 


HOUSING FOUNDATION, a Colorado nonprofit corporation whose address is P.O. 


Box 1742, Gunnison, CO 81230 (the “GVHF”). 


 


RECITALS 


 


 WHEREAS, the Owner owns a parcel of land 960 acres in size, more or less, the 


description of which is attached hereto and incorporated herein as Exhibit A; and 


 


 WHEREAS, the Owner wishes to create a new parcel of land approximately 15 


acres in size which includes an existing rustic cabin, known as the Jorgensen/Clark 


Cabin, and out buildings (the “Cabin Parcel”), the description of which is attached 


hereto and incorporated herein as Exhibit B, as a separate and distinct parcel, out of the 


960 acre parcel described in Exhibit A; and 


 


 WHEREAS, the Owner has applied to the County for a statutory subdivision 


exemption to accomplish the creation of the new parcel of approximately 15 acres; and 


 


 WHEREAS, the County is requiring that, as a condition precedent to permitting 


the requested subdivision exemption, the Owner impose certain restrictive covenants on 


the future use of the Cabin Parcel, which shall run with the Cabin Parcel and restrict its 


use in perpetuity; and 


 


 WHEREAS, the Owner shall convey the Cabin Parcel to the GVHF upon 


completion of the statutory subdivision exemption contemplated herein.  


 


 WHEREAS, the Owner and the GVHF are willing to restrict the future use of the 


Cabin Parcel as set forth below. 


 


 NOW, IN CONSIDERATION OF THE FOREGOING, THE PARTIES 


HEREBY STIPULATE AND AGREE TO THE FOLLOWING: 


 


1. The Cabin Parcel described in Exhibit B shall hereafter be subject to the 


following restrictive covenants which shall run with the Cabin Parcel in 


perpetuity: 


 


The Cabin Parcel shall not be subdivided or otherwise partitioned and shall at 


all times be owned by a single entity;   
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No use shall be allowed on the Cabin Parcel without each and every requisite 


Gunnison County permit; 


Nothing in this Agreement is or shall be construed to be a waiver or 


elimination of any Gunnison County permit;  


 


Regardless of any Gunnison County permit, in all circumstances, no industrial 


or commercial uses or full time residential uses shall be allowed on the Cabin 


Parcel, other than educational, agricultural and de-minimus commercial 


recreational uses that do not involve the use of all-terrain vehicles, 


motorcycles or other motorized vehicles, except snowmobiles for Nordic 


activities;   


 


The Cabin Parcel shall be used for the following purposes only, as allowed by 


the owner of the Cabin Parcel and its successors and assigns.  Such uses may 


include use as a Nordic skiing hut, an educational or recreational retreat for 


entities such as Western State Colorado University, the RE1J School District, 


and other nonprofit organizations, use for wilderness training purposes, use by 


big game hunters and others, use by nonprofit organizations for fundraising 


and similar events, and use for weddings, receptions and other such events 


with a limited number of invitees.     


 


No new roads shall be constructed on the Cabin Parcel and there shall be no 


alteration of the surface of the land on the Cabin Parcel, unless such alteration 


is associated with maintaining, improving or replacing the existing roads and 


structures on the Cabin Parcel as identified on Exhibit C attached hereto and 


incorporated herein by reference;   


 


There shall be no timber harvesting on the Cabin Parcel, other than to control 


invasive non-native species, to perform tree thinning for the purpose of 


maintaining the character and nature of the existing wildlife habitat, to prevent 


personal injury and property damage, and for uses on the Cabin Parcel such as 


cutting firewood;   


 


There shall be no exploration, development, mining or other extraction or 


removal of minerals, including but not limited to coal, oil, gas, gravel or 


hydrocarbons on, under, or in the Cabin Parcel by any method, except for the 


extraction of gravel or fill dirt to be used for permitted purposes on the Cabin 


Parcel;   


 


The use of herbicides on the Cabin Parcel is prohibited, except as a treatment 


of last resort;  


 


The use of alfalfa or any other type of hay which is not certified as weed free 


is prohibited on the Cabin Parcel;   
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There shall be no off-road use of motorized vehicles, other than for 


maintenance and other than for snowmobiles used for Nordic activities, or off-


trail use of mechanized vehicles on the Cabin Parcel;   


 


Winter use of the Cabin Parcel from two days after the end of the last regular 


elk hunting season for the Cabin Parcel until March 14 shall be allowed only 


if restricted as follows: 


 


Only Gunnison Nordic, or its successor organization, members can use 


the Cabin Parcel during this time period. 


 


Only one Nordic ski trip to the Cabin Parcel by Gunnison Nordic 


members shall be allowed each week, with no more than eight 


participants on each trip.  The participants shall be allowed to stay no 


longer then three nights at the Cabin Parcel.  There may be exceptions 


to this limitation only for emergency purposes. 


 


Only one route shall be used to access the Cabin Parcel, and that route 


shall be the Lost Canyon Road, County Road 743, to the turn off for 


the Cabin Parcel, except that if the United States Forest Service 


approves a route to another Nordic cabin or hut, that route may be used 


only to access the other Nordic cabin or hut. 


 


Those using the Cabin Parcel for overnight stays shall ski only in 


locations above 9,500 feet, except when they are on the Cabin Parcel 


or skiing into and out of the Cabin Parcel. 


 


There shall be no dogs, cats or other domesticated animals, other than 


service dogs, allowed.   


 


Only the Jorgensen/Clark Cabin may be used for cooking and/or 


sleeping purposes during this time period. 


 


Gunnison Nordic shall provide the County, not later than June 1 of 


each year, a report on the preceding winter’s use of the Cabin Parcel, 


including the dates of use, the number of users, the length of stays, and 


any unusual circumstances they encountered.  These reports shall be 


provided to the Gunnison County Department of Public Works for 


distribution to Colorado Parks and Wildlife and any other requesting 


entity. 


 


There shall be no use of the Cabin Parcel during Gunnison Sage Grouse and 


other formal closures affecting the lands adjacent to the Cabin Parcel or the 


Lost Canyon Road, which are imposed by the United States Forest Service, 


the United States Bureau of Land Management, or Colorado Parks and 


Wildlife, Gunnison County or their successor organizations; 
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No utility easements shall be allowed to exist on the Cabin Parcel, other than 


for utilities used on the Cabin Parcel; provided, further, however, that any 


such utilities shall be placed underground;   


 


The dumping or accumulation of any kind of trash, sludge, refuse or 


hazardous waste is prohibited on the Cabin Parcel;   


 


Renewable energy generation systems, except those used exclusively for the 


purpose of allowing Grantee to offset its energy consumption, are prohibited 


on the Cabin Parcel;   


 


Fencing may be constructed and maintained around the perimeter of the Cabin 


Parcel and as needed to keep cattle away from the improvements on the Cabin 


Parcel, but only barbed wire, electric or wooden rail fencing that is compatible 


with the movement of wildlife across the Cabin Parcel is permitted;   


 


No loud, dangerous, destructive or otherwise inappropriate uses or activities 


shall be allowed on the Cabin Parcel, including but not limited to, shooting 


ranges, paint ball ranges, feed lots, the use of fireworks, helicopter pads, 


vegetation removal except for road and trail maintenance and weed control, 


and littering; 


 


There shall be no more than three additional structures constructed on the 


Cabin Parcel, having the aggregate size of no more than 2,400 square feet and 


individual structure sizes no larger than 1,200 square feet, or heights greater 


than 22 feet; provided, however that any and all such improvements shall be 


located within the building envelope shown on Exhibit C attached hereto and 


incorporated herein by reference. 


 


2. The above restrictive covenants shall be enforced by the Owner or its 


successors and assigns, and may be enforced by Gunnison County, a political 


subdivision of the State of Colorado, and as to use of the Cabin Parcel during 


the winter time period set forth in paragraph 1, by those entities and Colorado 


Parks and Wildlife, an administrative division of the State of Colorado.  


 


3. This Agreement and the restrictive covenants set forth herein are being 


imposed upon the Cabin Parcel and duly recorded for the benefit of the public 


as represented by the County. 


 


4. If the County is required to initiate any proceeding, including but not limited 


to legal proceedings to enforce this Agreement, the GVHF or its successors 


and assigns shall pay the reasonable attorney fees and costs incurred by the 


County to investigate and pursue the enforcement action. 
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5. This Agreement shall be recorded as an encumbrance in perpetuity upon the 


Cabin Parcel in the official records of Gunnison County, Colorado 


simultaneously with the recordation of the documents permitting the Owner’s 


requested subdivision exemption. 


 


6.   The provisions of this Agreement shall be binding upon and inure to the 


benefit of the successors and assigns of the GVHF.   


 


7.   This Agreement may be amended only by a written document signed by the 


GVHF and the County, and as to provisions concerning use of the Cabin 


Parcel from two days after the end of the last regular elk hunting season for 


the Cabin Parcel unitl March 14, by the GVHF, the County, and the Colorado 


Division of Parks and Wildlife. 


 


8.  It is the intent of the parties that the Agreement, and each element in the 


Agreement, is a restrictive covenant constraining use of the Cabin Parcel. 


 


IN WITNESS WHEREOF, the parties hereto have duly executed this Agreement 


as of the date first above written. 


 


 


OWNER:     COUNTY: 


 


THE TRUST FOR PUBLIC LAND,  BOARD OF COUNTY COMMISSIONERS  


a California nonprofit public benefit   OF THE COUNTY OF GUNNISON,   


corporation authorized to do business  COLORADO, a political subdivision of the   


in Colorado     State of Colorado     


            


        


 


By:________________________  By: _______________________________ 


       Justin Spring,           Paula Swenson, Chairperson 


       Senior Project Manager          


              


 


Date: __________________________ Date: ______________________________ 
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GVHF: 


 


GUNNISON VALLEY HOUSING  


FOUNDATION,  


a Colorado nonprofit corporation 


 


 


 


By:____________________________ 


     James H. Starr, President 


 


 


Date:__________________________ 


 


 


STATE OF COLORADO ) 


     ) ss 


County of Gunnison  ) 


 


 The foregoing instrument was acknowledged before me this ____ day of July 


2013, by Justin Spring, Senior Project Manager of The Trust for Public Land, a 


California nonprofit public benefit corporation authorized to do business in Colorado. 


 


 Witness my hand and official seal 


 


 (SEAL)     ______________________________ 


        Notary Public 


        My Commission expires: _________ 


 


 


 


STATE OF COLORADO ) 


     ) ss 


County of Gunnison  ) 


 


 The foregoing instrument was acknowledged before me this ____ day of August 


2013, by Paula Swenson, Chairperson, Board of County Commissioners of the County of 


Gunnison, Colorado, a political subdivision of the State of Colorado. 


 


 Witness my hand and official seal 


 


 (SEAL)     ______________________________ 


        Notary Public 


        My Commission expires: _________ 
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STATE OF COLORADO ) 


     ) ss 


County of Gunnison  ) 


 


 The foregoing instrument was acknowledged before me this ____ day of July 


2013, by James H. Starr, President of the Gunnison Valley Housing Foundation, a 


Colorado nonprofit corporation. 


 


 Witness my hand and official seal 


 


 (SEAL)     ______________________________ 


        Notary Public 


        My Commission expires: _________ 


 


 


 


 
After recording please return to: 


Gunnison Valley Housing Authority 


P.O. Box 1742 


Gunnison, CO 81230
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EXHIBIT A 


 
A PARCEL OF LAND AS DESCRIBED IN RECEPTION NO. 602240 IN THE RECORDS OF THE CLERK AND 


RECORDER OF GUNNISON COUNTY AS 


 


THE SOUTHWEST ONE-QUARTER (SW1/4) OF SECTION 2; THE SOUTH ONE-HALF (S1/2) OF SECTION 3; THE 


SOUTHEAST ONE-QUARTER (SE1/4) OF SECTION 4; THE NORTHEAST ONE-QUARTER (NE1/4) OF SECTION 10; 


AND THE NORTHWEST ONE-QUARTER (NW1/4) OF SECTION 11; ALL BEING LOCATED IN TOWNSHIP 50 


NORTH, RANGE 2 EAST OF THE NEW MEXICO PRINCIPAL MERIDIAN, GUNNISON COUNTY COLORADO;   


 


INCLUDES ALL OF TRACT 37 AND PART OF TRACT 38, ACCORDING TO THE INDEPENDENT RESURVEY OF 


JULY 27, 1933, AS ACCEPTED ON MARCH 2, 1934, BY THE ASSISTANT COMMISSIONER OF THE 


DEPARTMENT OF THE INTERIOR, GENERAL LAND OFFICE. 


 


CONTAINING 960.15 ACRES MORE OR LESS AND BEING SUBJECT TO ALL EASEMENTS ENCUMBRANCES 


EXISTING OR OF RECORD. 
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EXHIBIT B 


 


A PARCEL OF LAND BEING A PORTION OF THAT LAND AS DESCRIBED IN 


RECEPTION NO. 602240 IN THE RECORDS OF THE CLERK AND RECORDER OF 


GUNNISON COUNTY AS THE SOUTHWEST ONE-QUARTER (SW1/4) OF 


SECTION 2; THE SOUTH ONE-HALF (S1/2) OF SECTION 3; THE SOUTHEAST 


ONE-QUARTER (SE1/4) OF SECTION 4; THE NORTHEAST  ONE-QUARTER 


(NE1/4) OF SECTION 10;  AND THE NORTHWEST  ONE-QUARTER (NW1/4)  


OF SECTION 11;  ALL  BEING LOCATED  IN  TOWNSHIP  50  NORTH, RANGE 2 


EAST OF THE NEW MEXICO PRINCIPAL MERIDIAN,  GUNNISON COUNTY 


COLORADO; 


 


INCLUDES ALL  OF TRACT 37 AND PART OF TRACT 38, ACCORDING TO THE 


INDEPENDENT RESURVEY OF JULY 27,    1933, AS ACCEPTED  ON MARCH 2, 


1934,  BY  THE ASSISTANT COMMISSIONER OF THE .DEPARTMENT OF THE 


INTERIOR, GENERAL LAND OFFICE; 


 


SAID PORTION OF LAND BEING MORE PARTICULARLY DESCRIBED AS 


FOLLOWS: 


 


COMMENCING AT THE TRACT CORNER .COMMON  TO GLO  TRACTS  37,   46  


AND 47,   TOWNSHIP  50  NORTH, RANGE 2 EAST OF THE NEW MEXICO 


PRINCIPAL MERIDIAN, GUNNISON COUNTY COLORADO;  SAID CORNER 


BEING CORNER N0.3 OF SAID GLO TRACT 37,  CORNER  N0.4 OF SAID GLO 


TRACT 46  AND CORNER N0.4 OF SAID GLO TRACT 47 AND MONUMENTED  


WITH A 2-1/2" GLO BRASS CAP;  THENCE ALONG THE BOUNDARY  LINE  


COMMON TO SAID GLO TRACT 37 AND TRACT 47, N89°56'48"E A DISTANCE 


OF 1139.76. FEET TO THE TRUE POINT OF  BEGINNING; THENCE THE 


FOLLOWING  FIVE (5) COURSES THROUGH  SAID GLO  TRACT 37:   (1) N. 


00°00'00" EAST, A DISTANCE OF 754.55 FEET; (2) S76° 42'06"E  A  DISTANCE 


OF 214.29 FEET; (3) S72°38'27" E A DISTANCE OF 635.42 FEET; (4) 


S64°30'43" E, A DISTANCE OF 327.33 FEET,· (5) S 00°00'04"W A 


DISTANCE OF 373.78 FEET TO SAID COMMON BOUNDARY BETWEEN  GLO 


TRACT 37 AND TRACT 47; THENCE ALONG SAID COMMON BOUNDARY 


S89°56'48"W A  DISTANCE OF  1110.48 FEET TO THE TRUE POINT OF 


BEGINNING; . 


 


SAID PORTION OF LAND CONTAINING 15.00 ACRES MORE OR LESS AND 


BEING SUBJECT TO ALL EASEMENTS AND ENCUMBRANCES EXISTING OR OF 


RECORD. 
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EXHIBIT C 


[INSERT PLAT] 
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DISCLOSURE STATEMENT 


 


1. The Trust for Public Land, a California nonprofit public benefit corporation authorized to do 


business in Colorado (“TPL”), is the owner of certain real property situated in Gunnison 


County, Colorado commonly known as the Fossil Ridge property, containing 945.15 acres, 


more or less, and more specifically described in Exhibit "A" attached hereto (the 


“Property”). 


 


2. TPL intends to convey a portion of the Property to the United States through the Fossil Ridge 


I Land Exchange and is providing this statement to the U.S. Forest Service regarding pending 


actions and current uses that may affect title to the Property beyond those title exceptions 


shown in the title commitment issued by Gunnison County Abstract Company, No. G12-16-


3, dated ________________. 


 


3. Upon approval of the Gunnison County Board of County Commissioners, TPL will record a 


subdivision exemption plat in the Gunnison County records which will legally split the 


Property and a 15-acre parcel within Tract 37, Township 50 North, Range 2 East, N.M.P.M. 


along the tract’s southern property boundary (the “Cabin Parcel”) into two separate and 


distinct legal parcels.  A copy of the proposed exemption plat, titled “Plat of Fossil Ridge 


Exemption” dated _______________ is contained in Exhibit “B”, attached hereto.    


 


4. In conjunction with the subdivision exemption plat, TPL will convey a sixty-foot wide 


nonexclusive, access and utility easement along an existing roadway on the Property to 


benefit the Cabin Parcel (the “Access and Utility Easement”).  A copy of the Access and 


Utility Easement to be granted is shown in Exhibit “C” attached hereto. 


 


5. The existing roadway currently crosses onto a small portion of the northeast corner of Tract 


46, Township 50 North, Range 2 East, N.M.P.M. which is located west and south of the 


Property.  This tract is owned by the United States of America and managed by the U.S. 


Forest Service.  No later than September 1, 2013, the Gunnison Valley Housing Foundation 


will relocate the roadway within the Access and Utility Easement so that it lies entirely on 


the Property.  The segment of relocated roadway will be the same width as the existing 


roadway.  The abandoned section of roadway will, to the extent necessary and as agreed to 


by the Gunnison Ranger District, have adequate drainage installed, be re-contoured, and be 


revegetated using native species.  Gunnison District Ranger John Murphy, or his 


representative, will be contacted in advance of work occurring on National Forest land, even 


if it is minor in nature. 


   


6. TPL is aware of historic and present day cattle grazing occurring on the Property by livestock 


owned by the grazing allotment permittee on the National Forest lands surrounding the 


Property.  TPL has not officially or unofficially granted permission for the grazing activity 


occurring on the Property.  This grazing activity is impossible to control as the Property is 


not fenced.   


 


7. TPL is aware of the following travel routes that pass through the Property:  FSR 743 crosses 


the northwest portion of the Property; an overgrown trail shown as a “jeep trail” on USGS 
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topographic maps and as Route 743.4A on Gunnison National Forest travel management 


maps crosses the southern portion of the Property from the Cabin Parcel to the Property’s 


eastern boundary;  a small segment of a four-wheel drive road, shown as FSR 586 on 


Gunnison National Forest travel management maps crosses the north central boundary of the 


Property; and, a single-track trail, shown as FST 472 may clip the northeast corner of the 


Property near Beaver Creek.  TPL is not aware of any not-of-record claims associated with 


these routes.   


 


8. TPL is not aware of any other existing actions, claims, encumbrances, or uses not-of-record 


that affect the Property. 


 


7.9.TPL is not aware of any other pending actions, claims, encumbrances, or uses not-of-record 


that affect the Property. 


 


Executed this    day of     , 2013. 


 


             


      Justin Spring,  


Senior Project Manager 


 


 


 


State of Colorado  ) 


    ) ss. 


City and County of Denver ) 


 


The foregoing instrument was acknowledged before me this         day of   , 2013 


by Justin Spring as Senior Project Manager of the Trust for Public Land. 


 


 


             


        Notary Public 


 


 


 


My commission expires:      
 


 


Commented [TR1]: Does the Colorado Trail Spur to Gunnison 
also need to be listed? 
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EXHIBIT “A” 


 


To Disclosure Agreement 


 


 


Township 50 North, Range 2 East, N.M.P.M., Gunnison County, Colorado 


All of Tract 37 and portion of Tract 38, in Sections 2, 3, 4, 10, and 11. 


 


EXCEPTING therefrom an approximately 15.00-acre parcel within Tract 37 along 


the southern property boundary.  This is identified as Parcel A on the plat titled, “Plat 


for Fossil Ridge Exemption” dated ______________, 2013. 


 







 


EXHIBIT “B” 


 


To Disclosure Agreement 


 


Insert Subdivision Exemption Plat 
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EXHIBIT “C” 


 


To Disclosure Agreement 


 


 


ACCESS AND UTILITY EASEMENT 


 


THIS GRANT OF EASEMENT (“Agreement”) is made this ____ day of __________, 


2013, by and between THE TRUST FOR PUBLIC LAND, a nonprofit California public benefit 


corporation, authorized to do business in Colorado ("Grantor"), and the GUNNISON VALLEY 


HOUSING FOUNDATION, a Colorado nonprofit corporation, whose address is P.O. Box 1742, 


Gunnison, CO  81230. 


 


 W I T N E S S E T H: 


A. Grantor owns that certain real estate located in the County of Gunnison, State of 


Colorado, more particularly described as follows: 


See Exhibit A attached hereto and incorporated herein by reference (hereinafter the 


"Servient Estate"). 


B. Grantee owns that certain real estate located in the County of Gunnison, State of 


Colorado more particularly described as follows: 


See Exhibit B attached hereto and incorporated herein by reference (hereinafter the 


"Dominant Estate"). 


C. The Servient Estate is presently unimproved and the Dominant Estate has a rustic 


cabin and outbuildings located on it. 


D. Grantor desires to grant and Grantee desires to receive a nonexclusive Sixty (60) 


foot wide easement, over and across an existing roadway which crosses the Servient Estate for the 


benefit of the Dominant Estate, the centerline of which is more particularly described as follows: 


See Exhibit C attached hereto and incorporated herein by reference (hereinafter the 


"Roadway"). 


NOW, THEREFORE, in consideration of their respective covenants and agreements set 


forth herein and for other good and valuable consideration, the sufficiency and receipt of which 


are hereby acknowledged, the parties covenant and agree to the following. 
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1. INCORPORATION OF RECITALS.  The recitals set forth above are 


incorporated herein by reference as if fully set forth herein. 


2. GRANT OF EASEMENT.  Grantor hereby grants to Grantee a nonexclusive 


permanent and perpetual easement, to run with the land, over, across and on the Roadway for the 


purposes of ingress, egress, and the installment, maintenance, repair and replacement of any 


utilities, which shall be underground (the "Easement"); provided, however, that Grantee shall have 


no absolute right to plow snow from the Roadway.  , and shall first consult with and receive 


Grantor’s approval for same, which approval shall not be unreasonably withheld. 


 3. MAINTENANCE, REPAIR AND LIABILITY.  Grantee shall be and hereby is 


authorized to repair and maintain the Easement over the Servient Estate to ensure that it is useable 


and passable for ingress and egress to the Dominant Estate, and for the installment, maintenance, 


repair and replacement of any utilities, and is permitted to place basecourse and gravel on the 


Easement, but shall have no authority or permission to pave the Easement or otherwise make the 


Roadway surface impermiableimpermeable.  Grantee is responsible for noxious weed control 


within the Easement.  Plowing of the Easement in the winter time is prohibited.  Grantee shall first 


consult with and receive Grantor’s approval prior to plowing snow in the spring or fall.  Grantee 


hereby agrees to and does indemnify and hold Grantor, its directors, officers, employees, agents 


and attorneys, harmless from any and all demands, claims, causes of action, judgments, liabilities, 


costs, expenses and fees, including reasonable attorneys' fees, incurred by Grantor, which arise 


from or in connection with Grantee's, or Grantee's directors, officers, employees, agents, invitees, 


and/or any other person using said Easement by or through the Grantee,  use, maintenance, repair 


and presence on and under the Easement. 


 4. INCIDENTAL TRESPASS.  Grantor agrees that, during maintenance of the 


Roadway and placement or maintenance of any utilities, no reasonable incidental trespass caused 


by equipment or material beyond the easement shall be deemed a trespass. 


 5. USE OF SERVIENT ESTATE AND ROADWAY.  Grantor shall have the right 


to use the Servient Estate and the Roadway for any purposes not inconsistent with the full use and 


enjoyment of the rights herein granted to the Grantee.  Grantor shall not be responsible for any 


damage to the Roadway and associated utilities caused by its use of the Servient Estate, unless it 


is caused by Grantor’s intentional acts or gross negligence. 


 6. RESTORATION.  Immediately upon completion of any maintenance or 


reconstruction work within the Easement, Grantee shall restore any property disturbed or damaged  


to a condition as near as reasonably possible to the condition that existed prior to such work.  Such 


restoration shall include reseeding with native plants which are free of noxious weeds and shall be 


done in coordination with the Owner.   


7. INSURANCE.  Grantee shall obtain and maintain general liability insurance 


covering the use of the Dominant Estate and the Easement in reasonable commercial amounts at 


all times. 


8. MISCELLANEOUS. 
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(a) Governing Law.  This Agreement shall be governed by the laws of the 


State of Colorado. 


(b) Waiver of Default.  Failure by either party to enforce any provision of this 


Agreement shall not be construed as a waiver of such provision or of the right to such party 


thereafter to enforce such provision.  No term or provision hereof shall be deemed waived and no 


breach excused unless such waiver or consent shall be in writing and signed by the party claimed 


to have waived or consented. 


(c) Modifications.  Except as expressly set forth elsewhere in this Agreement, 


this Agreement may be modified only in writing, signed by both parties hereto.   


(d) Integration Clause.  This Agreement shall constitute the entire agreement 


between the parties hereto with respect to the subject matter hereof and shall supersede all prior 


correspondence, conversations and negotiations with respect thereto. 


(e) Attorney's Fees.  The parties agree that reasonable attorneys fees and costs 


shall be awarded to the prevailing party in any arbitration or litigation between the parties in 


connection with this Agreement. 


(f)   Binding Effect.  This Agreement shall be binding upon the heirs, 


successors, assigns and representatives of the parties hereto and shall run with the Servient and 


Dominant Estates. 


(g)   Severability.  If any provision, in whole or in part, of this Agreement 


should be found to be invalid or unenforceable, it shall not affect the validity of any other 


provisions within this Agreement which shall continue to bind the parties. 


 


IN WITNESS WHEREOF, the parties have executed this Agreement effective the date 


first above set forth. 


 


GRANTOR     GRANTEE 


 


THE TRUST FOR PUBLIC LAND  GUNNISON VALLEY HOUSING AUTHORITY 


 


 


By: ___________________________ By: _________________________________ 


 


Name: ________________________  Jim Starr 


 


Title: _________________________  President 


 


Date:_________________________  Date:_________________________________ 
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ACKNOWLEDGMENTS 


 


STATE OF COLORADO ) 


    ) ss. 


COUNTY OF __________ ) 


 


This instrument was acknowledged before me, a Notary Public, on this ____ day of 


__________, 2013, by _________________________, as __________________________ of 


The Trust for Public Land, a California nonprofit public benefit corporation, on behalf of said 


corporation. 


 


______________________________ 


Notary Public 


 


My Commission Expires: 


 


_____________________ 


 


 


 


STATE OF COLORADO ) 


    ) ss. 


COUNTY OF __________ ) 


 


This instrument was acknowledged before me, a Notary Public, on this _____ day of 


__________, 2013, by Jim Starr as President of the Gunnison Valley Housing Foundation, a 


Colorado nonprofit corporation, on behalf of said corporation. 


______________________________ 


Notary Public 


 


My Commission Expires: 


 


_____________________ 
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Exhibit A – Servient Estate 


 


TOWNSHIP 50 NORTH, RANGE 2 EAST, N.M.P.M.: 


 


Section 2: SW/4 


Section 3: S/2 


Section 4: SE/4 


Section 10: NE/4 


Section 11: NW/4 


(Includes all of tract 37 and part of Tract 38, according to the independent resurvey of July 27, 


1933, as accepted on March 2, 1934, by the Assistant Commissioner of the Department of the 


Interior, General Land Office), 


 


County of Gunnison, 


State of Colorado, 


 


containing 960 acres, more or less. 
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Exhibit B – Dominant Estate 


 


A PARCEL OF LAND BEING A PORTION OF THAT LAND AS DESCRIBED IN 


RECEPTION NO. 602240 IN THE RECORDS OF THE CLERK AND RECORDER OF 


GUNNISON COUNTY AS THE SOUTHWEST ONE-QUARTER (SW1/4) OF SECTION 2; 


THE SOUTH ONE-HALF (S1/2) OF SECTION 3; THE SOUTHEAST ONE-QUARTER 


(SE1/4) OF SECTION 4; THE NORTHEAST  ONE-QUARTER (NE1/4) OF SECTION 


10;  AND THE NORTHWEST  ONE-QUARTER (NW1/4)  OF SECTION 11;  ALL  BEING 


LOCATED  IN  TOWNSHIP  50  NORTH, RANGE 2 EAST OF THE NEW MEXICO 


PRINCIPAL MERIDIAN,  GUNNISON COUNTY COLORADO; 


 


INCLUDES ALL  OF TRACT 37 AND PART OF TRACT 38, ACCORDING TO THE 


INDEPENDENT RESURVEY OF JULY 27,    1933, AS ACCEPTED  ON MARCH 2, 1934,  


BY  THE ASSISTANT COMMISSIONER OF THE .DEPARTMENT OF THE INTERIOR, 


GENERAL LAND OFFICE; 


 


SAID PORTION OF LAND BEING MORE PARTICULARLY DESCRIBED AS FOLLOWS: 


 


COMMENCING AT THE TRACT CORNER .COMMON  TO GLO  TRACTS  37,   46  AND 47,   


TOWNSHIP  50  NORTH, RANGE 2 EAST OF THE NEW MEXICO PRINCIPAL 


MERIDIAN, GUNNISON COUNTY COLORADO;  SAID CORNER BEING CORNER N0.3 


OF SAID GLO TRACT 37,  CORNER  N0.4 OF SAID GLO TRACT 46  AND CORNER N0.4 


OF SAID GLO TRACT 47 AND MONUMENTED  WITH A 2-1/2" GLO BRASS CAP;  


THENCE ALONG THE BOUNDARY  LINE  COMMON TO SAID GLO TRACT 37 AND 


TRACT 47, N89°56'48"E A DISTANCE OF 1139.76. FEET TO THE TRUE POINT OF  


BEGINNING; THENCE THE FOLLOWING  FIVE (5) COURSES THROUGH  SAID GLO  


TRACT 37:   (1) N. 00°00'00" EAST, A DISTANCE OF 754.55 FEET; (2) S76° 42'06"E  


A  DISTANCE OF 214.29 FEET; (3) S72°38'27" E A DISTANCE OF 635.42 FEET; 


(4) S64°30'43" E, A DISTANCE OF 327.33 FEET,· (5) S 00°00'04"W A DISTANCE 


OF 373.78 FEET TO SAID COMMON BOUNDARY BETWEEN  GLO TRACT 37 AND 


TRACT 47; THENCE ALONG SAID COMMON BOUNDARY S89°56'48"W A  DISTANCE 


OF  1110.48 FEET TO THE TRUE POINT OF BEGINNING; . 


 


SAID PORTION OF LAND CONTAINING 15.00 ACRES MORE OR LESS AND BEING 


SUBJECT TO ALL EASEMENTS AND ENCUMBRANCES EXISTING OR OF RECORD. 
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Exhibit C – Roadway Easement Centerline Description 


 


SAID STRIP OF LAND BEING 30 FEET IN WIDTH ON EACH SIDE OF THE FOLLOWING 


DESCRIBED CENTERLINE: 


 


COMMENCING AT THE TRACT CORNER COMMON TO GLO TRACTS 37, 46 AND 47, 


TOWNSHIP 50 NORTH, RANGE 2 EAST OF THE NEW MEXICO PRINCIPAL MERIDIAN, 


GUNNISON COUNTY COLORADO; SAID CORNER BEING CORNER NO.3 OF SAID  


GLO TRACT 37, CORNER NO.4 OF SAID GLO TRACT 46 AND CORNER NO.4 OF SAID 


GLO TRACT 47 AND MONUMENTED WITH A 2-1/2" GLO BRASS CAP; THENCE 


N59°07'00”E A DISTANCE OF 1431.30 FEET TO THE INTERSECTION OF AN EXISTING 


TWO-TRACK ACCESS ROAD AND THE NORTHERLY BOUNDARY OF "PARCEL A" AS 


DESCRIBED AND SHOWN HEREON; THENCE THE FOLLOWING THIRTY-SIX (36) 


COURSES ALONG SAID ACCESS ROAD THROUGH SAID GLO TRACTS 37, 38 AND 46: 


(1) N31°31'01"W A DISTANCE OF 66.50 FEET; (2) N45°44'05"W A DISTANCE OF 218.70 


FEET;  (3) N51°46'47"W A DISTANCE OF 267.34 FEET; (4) N31°27'16"W A DISTANCE OF 


174.00 FEET; (5) N36°07'59"W A DISTANCE OF 212.25 FEET; (6) N24°09'09"W A 


DISTANCE OF 233.52 FEET; (7) N31°11'31"W A DISTANCE OF 235.23 FEET; (8) 


N41°49'50"W A DISTANCE OF 62.23 FEET TO A TANGENT POINT OF CURVATURE 


WITH A RADIUS OF 175.00 FEET AND A CENTRAL ANGLE OF 32°05'00" (CHORD = 


N25°47’20”W, 96.72 FEET); (9) THENCE NORTHWESTERLY ALONG SAID CURVE TO 


THE RIGHT AN ARC DISTANCE OF 97.99 FEET TO A POINT OF TANGENT LINE; (10) 


N09°44'50"W A DISTANCE OF 84.35 FEET TO A TANGENT POINT OF CURVATURE 


WITH A RADIUS OF 200.00 FEET AND A CENTRAL ANGLE OF 32°55'02" (CHORD = 


N26°12’20”W, 113.33 FEET); (11) THENCE NORTHWESTERLY ALONG SAID CURVE 


TO THE LEFT AN ARC DISTANCE OF 114.90 FEET TO A POINT OF TANGENT LINE; 


(12) N42°39'51"W A DISTANCE OF 177.97 FEET: (13) N25°42'47"W A DISTANCE OF 


108.14 FEET: (14) N19°34'45"W A DISTANCE OF 374.41 FEET: (15) N00°49'43"W A 


DISTANCE OF 132.14 FEET TO A TANGENT POINT OF CURVATURE WITH A RADIUS 


OF 175.00 FEET AND A CENTRAL ANGLE OF 60°26'14" (CHORD = N31°02'50"W, 176.16 


FEET); (16) THENCE NORTHWESTERLY ALONG SAID CURVE TO THE LEFT AN ARC 


DISTANCE OF 184.60 FEET TO A POINT OF TANGENT LINE; (17) N61°15'57"W A 


DISTANCE OF 104.60 FEET: (18) N53°00'38"W A DISTANCE OF 118.33 FEET: (19) 


N62°59'44"W A DISTANCE OF 90.83 FEET: (20) N51°16'56"W A DISTANCE OF 255.92 


FEET: (21) N37°46'04"W A DISTANCE OF 245.83 FEET: (22) N25°58'45"W A DISTANCE 


OF 134.01 FEET TO A TANGENT POINT OF CURVATURE WITH A RADIUS OF 375.00 


FEET AND A CENTRAL ANGLE OF 42°27'09" (CHORD = N47°12'20"W, 271.54 FEET); 


(23) THENCE NORTHWESTERLY ALONG SAID CURVE TO THE LEFT AN ARC 


DISTANCE OF 277.85 FEET TO A POINT OF TANGENT LINE; (24) N68°25'54"W A 


DISTANCE OF 341.19 FEET TO A TANGENT POINT OF CURVATURE WITH A RADIUS 
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OF 250.00 FEET AND A CENTRAL ANGLE OF 63°47'14" (CHORD = S79°40'29"W, 264.17 


FEET); (25) THENCE SOUTHWESTERLY ALONG SAID CURVE TO THE LEFT AN ARC 


DISTANCE OF 278.32 FEET TO A POINT OF TANGENT LINE; (26) S47°46'52"W A 


DISTANCE OF 177.74 FEET TO A TANGENT POINT OF CURVATURE WITH A RADIUS 


OF 350.00 FEET AND A CENTRAL ANGLE OF 48°31'27" (CHORD = S72°02'35"W, 287.64 


FEET); (27) THENCE SOUTHWESTERLY ALONG SAID CURVE TO THE RIGHT AN 


ARC DISTANCE OF 296.42 FEET TO A POINT OF TANGENT LINE; (28) N83°41'42"W A 


DISTANCE OF 179.86 FEET: (29) S89°48'34"W A DISTANCE OF 169.79 FEET: (30) 


N80°25'41"W A DISTANCE OF 403.19 FEET: (31) N66°36'58"W A DISTANCE OF 97.15 


FEET: (32) N76°59'42"W A DISTANCE OF 162.69 FEET: (33) N69°29'50"W A DISTANCE 


OF 220.51 FEET TO A TANGENT POINT OF CURVATURE WITH A RADIUS OF 75.00 


FEET AND A CENTRAL ANGLE OF 35°44'56" (CHORD = N87°22'18"W, 46.04 FEET); (34) 


THENCE NORTHWESTERLY ALONG SAID CURVE TO THE LEFT AN ARC DISTANCE 


OF 46.80 FEET TO A POINT OF REVERSE CURVATURE WITH A RADIUS OF 235.00 


FEET AND A CENTRAL ANGLE OF 71°35'56" (CHORD = N69°26'48"W, 274.93 FEET); 


(35) THENCE NORTHWESTERLY ALONG SAID CURVE TO THE RIGHT AN ARC 


DISTANCE OF 293.66 FEET TO A POINT OF TANGENT LINE; (36) N33°38'50"W A 


DISTANCE OF 363.57 FEET TO THE TRUE POINT OF BEGINNING;    


 


SAID PORTION OF LAND CONTAINING 9.64 ACRES MORE OR LESS AND BEING 


SUBJECT TO ALL EASEMENTS AND ENCUMBRANCES EXISTING OR OF RECORD. 
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ORDINANCE NO. 17 


 


 THE BOARD OF COUNTY COMMISSIONERS 


 OF THE COUNTY OF GUNNISON, COLORADO 


 


AN ORDINANCE PROHIBITING THE OPERATION OF MARIJUANA 


CULTIVATION FACILITIES, MARIJUANA PRODUCT MANUFACTURING 


FACILITIES, MARIJUANA TESTING FACILITIES OR RETAIL MARIJUANA 


STORES WITHIN THE UNINCORPORATED BOUNDARIES OF GUNNISON 


COUNTY, STATE OF COLORADO   


 


 


 WHEREAS, the Board of County Commissioners of the County of Gunnison (“Board”) 


has the authority to exercise all County powers for the unincorporated areas of Gunnison County 


pursuant to Section 30-11-103, C.R.S.; and 


 


WHEREAS, on November 6, 2012, the voters of Colorado approved the adoption of 


Amendment 64, Personal Use and Regulation of Marijuana; and 


 


WHEREAS, said Amendment 64 became effective upon official declaration of the vote 


thereon by proclamation of the Governor, pursuant to Section 1(4) of Article V, of the Colo. 


Constitution; and 


 WHEREAS, Amendment 64 added a new Section 16 to Article XVIII of the Colo. 


Constitution; and   


 WHEREAS, Amendment 64 defines a “Locality” in part in section 2(e) of Section 16 to 


include a county; and 


 


WHEREAS, part 5(f) of Section 16 provides the following: 


 
(f) A LOCALITY MAY ENACT ORDINANCES OR REGULATIONS, NOT IN CONFLICT WITH THIS 


SECTION OR WITH REGULATIONS OR LEGISLATION ENACTED PURSUANT TO THIS SECTION, 


GOVERNING THE TIME, PLACE, MANNER AND NUMBER OF MARIJUANA ESTABLISHMENT 


OPERATIONS; ESTABLISHING PROCEDURES FOR THE ISSUANCE, SUSPENSION, AND REVOCATION 


OF A LICENSE ISSUED BY THE LOCALITY IN ACCORDANCE WITH PARAGRAPH (h) OR (i), SUCH 


PROCEDURES TO BE SUBJECT TO ALL REQUIREMENTS OF ARTICLE 4 OF TITLE 24 OF THE 


COLORADO ADMINISTRATIVE PROCEDURE ACT OR ANY SUCCESSOR PROVISION; ESTABLISHING 


A SCHEDULE OF ANNUAL OPERATING, LICENSING, AND APPLICATION FEES FOR MARIJUANA 


ESTABLISHMENTS, PROVIDED, THE APPLICATION FEE SHALL ONLY BE DUE IF AN APPLICATION IS 


SUBMITTED TO A LOCALITY IN ACCORDANCE WITH PARAGRAPH (i) AND A LICENSING FEE 


SHALL ONLY BE DUE IF A LICENSE IS ISSUED BY A LOCALITY IN ACCORDANCE WITH 


PARAGRAPH (h) OR (i); AND ESTABLISHING CIVIL PENALTIES FOR VIOLATION OF AN ORDINANCE 


OR REGULATION GOVERNING THE TIME, PLACE, AND MANNER OF A MARIJUANA 


ESTABLISHMENT THAT MAY OPERATE IN SUCH LOCALITY. A LOCALITY MAY PROHIBIT THE 


OPERATION OF MARIJUANA CULTIVATION FACILITIES, MARIJUANA PRODUCT MANUFACTURING 


FACILITIES, MARIJUANA TESTING FACILITIES, OR RETAIL MARIJUANA STORES THROUGH THE 


ENACTMENT OF AN ORDINANCE OR THROUGH AN INITIATED OR REFERRED MEASURE; 
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PROVIDED, ANY INITIATED OR REFERRED MEASURE TO PROHIBIT THE OPERATION OF 


MARIJUANA CULTIVATION FACILITIES, MARIJUANA PRODUCT MANUFACTURING FACILITIES, 


MARIJUANA TESTING FACILITIES, OR RETAIL MARIJUANA STORES MUST APPEAR ON A GENERAL 


ELECTION BALLOT DURING AN EVEN NUMBERED YEAR (underline added), and;  


 


WHEREAS, consistent with the authority granted to the Board in Amendment 64, the Board 


desires to adopt this ordinance prohibiting the operation of marijuana cultivation facilities, marijuana 


product manufacturing facilities, marijuana testing facilities or retail marijuana stores within the 


unincorporated areas of Gunnison County, Colorado; now therefore, 


 


BE IT ORDAINED BY THE BOARD OF COUNTY COMMISSIONERS OF THE 


COUNTY OF GUNNISON as follows: 


 


Purpose.   The purpose of this ordinance is to promote the general public welfare and safety 


throughout Gunnison County, Colorado by prohibiting the operation of marijuana cultivation 


facilities, marijuana product manufacturing facilities, marijuana testing facilities or retail 


marijuana stores. 


 


Definitions.  Unless otherwise specified or the context otherwise requires, any terms used 


herein shall have the same meanings as provided in Article XVIII, Section 16 of the Colo. 


Constitution.  These definitions include, but are not limited to the following: 
 


(1) “MARIJUANA” OR “MARIHUANA” MEANS ALL PARTS OF THE PLANT OF THE 


GENUS CANNABIS WHETHER GROWING OR NOT, THE SEEDS THEREOF, THE 


RESIN EXTRACTED FROM ANY PART OF THE PLANT, AND EVERY COMPOUND, 


MANUFACTURE, SALT, DERIVATIVE, MIXTURE, OR PREPARATION OF THE 


PLANT, ITS SEEDS, OR ITS RESIN, INCLUDING MARIHUANA CONCENTRATE. 


“MARIJUANA” OR “MARIHUANA” DOES NOT INCLUDE INDUSTRIAL HEMP, NOR 


DOES IT INCLUDE FIBER PRODUCED FROM THE STALKS, OIL, OR CAKE MADE 


FROM THE SEEDS OF THE PLANT, STERILIZED SEED OF THE PLANT WHICH IS 


INCAPABLE OF GERMINATION, OR THE WEIGHT OF ANY OTHER INGREDIENT 


COMBINED WITH MARIJUANA TO PREPARE TOPICAL OR ORAL 


ADMINISTRATIONS, FOOD, DRINK, OR OTHER PRODUCT. 


 


(2) “MARIJUANA ACCESSORIES” MEANS ANY EQUIPMENT, PRODUCTS, OR 


MATERIALS OF ANY KIND WHICH ARE USED, INTENDED FOR USE, OR 


DESIGNED FOR USE IN PLANTING, PROPAGATING, CULTIVATING, GROWING, 


HARVESTING, COMPOSTING, MANUFACTURING, COMPOUNDING, CONVERTING, 


PRODUCING, PROCESSING, PREPARING, TESTING, ANALYZING, PACKAGING, 


REPACKAGING, STORING, VAPORIZING, OR CONTAINING MARIJUANA, OR FOR 


INGESTING, INHALING, OR OTHERWISE INTRODUCING MARIJUANA INTO THE 


HUMAN BODY. 


 


(3) “MARIJUANA CULTIVATION FACILITY” MEANS AN ENTITY LICENSED TO 


CULTIVATE, PREPARE, AND PACKAGE MARIJUANA AND SELL MARIJUANA TO 


RETAIL MARIJUANA STORES, TO MARIJUANA PRODUCT MANUFACTURING 


FACILITIES, AND TO OTHER MARIJUANA CULTIVATION FACILITIES, BUT NOT 


TO CONSUMERS. 
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(4) “MARIJUANA ESTABLISHMENT” MEANS A MARIJUANA CULTIVATION 


FACILITY, A MARIJUANA TESTING FACILITY, A MARIJUANA PRODUCT 


MANUFACTURING FACILITY, OR A RETAIL MARIJUANA STORE. 


 


(5) “MARIJUANA PRODUCT MANUFACTURING FACILITY” MEANS AN ENTITY 


LICENSED TO PURCHASE MARIJUANA; MANUFACTURE, PREPARE, AND 


PACKAGE MARIJUANA PRODUCTS; AND SELL MARIJUANA AND MARIJUANA 


PRODUCTS TO OTHER MARIJUANA PRODUCT MANUFACTURING FACILITIES 


AND TO RETAIL MARIJUANA STORES, BUT NOT TO CONSUMERS. 


 


(6) “MARIJUANA PRODUCTS” MEANS CONCENTRATED MARIJUANA PRODUCTS 


AND MARIJUANA PRODUCTS THAT ARE COMPRISED OF MARIJUANA AND 


OTHER INGREDIENTS AND ARE INTENDED FOR USE OR CONSUMPTION, SUCH 


AS, BUT NOT LIMITED TO, EDIBLE PRODUCTS, OINTMENTS, AND TINCTURES. 


 


(7) “MARIJUANA TESTING FACILITY” MEANS AN ENTITY LICENSED TO 


ANALYZE AND CERTIFY THE SAFETY AND POTENCY OF MARIJUANA. 


 


(8) “MEDICAL MARIJUANA CENTER” MEANS AN ENTITY LICENSED BY A STATE 


AGENCY TO SELL MARIJUANA AND MARIJUANA PRODUCTS PURSUANT TO 


SECTION 14 OF THIS ARTICLE AND THE COLORADO MEDICAL MARIJUANA 


CODE. 


 


(9) “RETAIL MARIJUANA STORE” MEANS AN ENTITY LICENSED TO PURCHASE 


MARIJUANA FROM MARIJUANA CULTIVATION FACILITIES AND MARIJUANA 


AND MARIJUANA PRODUCTS FROM MARIJUANA PRODUCT MANUFACTURING 


FACILITIES AND TO SELL MARIJUANA AND MARIJUANA PRODUCTS TO 


CONSUMERS. 


 


 Enforcement.  This ordinance shall be enforced by the Gunnison County Sheriff. 


 


Violation.  It shall be unlawful for any person to violate any provision of this ordinance.   


 


 Disposition of Fines and Forfeitures.  Unless otherwise provided by law, all fines and 


penalties, and the surcharge thereon, for the violation of this ordinance shall be paid into the 


treasury of Gunnison County.  The fine for a first offense and for any subsequent offense 


shall be one thousand dollars ($1000) per violation and each day shall be deemed a separate 


violation.  The penalty assessment procedure provided in C.R.S. 16-2-201 may be followed 


by any arresting law enforcement officer for any such violation. 


 


 


Surcharges.  In addition to the fines and penalties prescribed in this ordinance, any person 


convicted of a violation of this ordinance shall be subject to the statutory surcharges of ten 


dollars ($10.00) for the Victims and Witnesses Assistance and Law Enforcement Fund. 


These surcharges shall be paid to the clerk of the court by each person convicted of violating 


this ordinance.  The clerk shall transmit the moneys to the respective funds in accordance 
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with C.R.S. § 30-15-402(2). 


 


Scope.  This ordinance shall apply within the unincorporated territory of Gunnison County 


and to all other areas designated herein.  This ordinance shall in no way limit application and 


enforcement of any statutes of the State of Colorado but shall be in addition thereto. 


 


Severability.  If any part or parts of this ordinance are for any reason held to be invalid, such 


provision shall not affect the validity of the remaining portions of this ordinance.  The Board 


of County Commissioners hereby declares that it would have passed this ordinance and each 


part or parts hereof, irrespective of the fact that any one part or parts be declared invalid. 


 


Repeal.  All ordinances and/or resolutions or parts or ordinances and/or resolutions 


inconsistent with provisions of this ordinance are hereby repealed, except that this repeal 


shall not affect or prevent the prosecution or punishment of any person for any act done or 


committed in violation of any ordinance hereby repealed prior to the effective date of this 


ordinance. 


 


EFFECTIVE DATE. 


 


 In order to preserve the immediate health and safety of Gunnison County and its residents, 


this ordinance shall take effect immediately upon its publication as provided in § 30-15-405, C.R.S.  


 


INTRODUCED, READ AND ADOPTED ON FIRST READING on June 18, 2013, 


and ordered published in the Gunnison Country Times and the Crested Butte News.   


 


THE BOARD OF COMMISSIONERS 


OF THE COUNTY OF GUNNISON, COLORADO 


 


By:_________________________________ 


      Paula Swenson, Chair 


 


ATTEST: 


 


____________________________________ 


Deputy Clerk to the Board 


 


 


 


 ADOPTED ON SECOND AND FINAL READING ON _____________________,  2013, 


and ordered published by reference to title only in the Gunnison Country Times and the Crested 


Butte News. 


 


 







 


 
5 


THE BOARD OF COMMISSIONERS 


OF THE COUNTY OF GUNNISON, COLORADO 


 


By:_________________________________ 


      Paula Swenson, Chair 


 


ATTEST: 


 


__________________________________ 


Deputy Clerk to the Board 
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CERTIFICATE 


 


 I hereby certify that the foregoing Ordinance No. 17 was introduced, read and adopted on first 


reading at the regular meeting of the Board of County Commissions of the County of Gunnison on 


________________, 2013, and the same was published in full in the Gunnison Country Times and 


the Crested Butte News, newspapers of general circulation published in Gunnison County, on 


________________, 2013, and thereafter was adopted on second and final reading at a regular public 


hearing of the Board of County Commissioners of the County of Gunnison on ________________, 


2013.  Said ordinance was published by reference to title only on _________________, 2013.  Said 


ordinance shall become effective as of ____________________, 2013. 


 


 


  ___________________________________ 


  Deputy Clerk  


 


State of Colorado ) 


 )ss. 


County of Gunnison ) 


 


 Subscribed and sworn to before me this _____ day of _____________, 2013, by 


______________________, Deputy Clerk. 


 


      ___________________________________ 


      Notary Public 


      Address: 


 


 


My commission expires:___________________________ 


 


 


CERTIFICATION 


 


I, _______________________, Gunnison County Deputy Clerk, do hereby certify that the foregoing 


Ordinance No. 17. entitled, AN ORDINANCE PROHIBITING THE OPERATION OF 


MARIJUANA CULTIVATION FACILITIES, MARIJUANA PRODUCT 


MANUFACTURING FACILITIES, MARIJUANA TESTING FACILITIES, OR RETAIL 


MARIJUANA STORES WITHIN THE INCORPORATED BOUNDARIES OF GUNNISON 


COUNTY, STATE OF COLORADO, is a true, correct and complete copy from the records in my 


office, that said ordinance was duly adopted by the Board of County Commissioners of Gunnison 


County and is in full force and effect. 


           _____________________________________ 


 Deputy Clerk  













GUNNISON COUNTY BOARD OF COMMISSIONERS 
MEETING AGENDA – Revision #1 


 
DATE:  Tuesday, August 6, 2013        Page 1 of 3 
PLACE:   Commissioners Meeting Room at Courthouse 
 
 
 
WORK SESSION: 
 
8:30 am • Visitors; Gunnison City Council; Items of Mutual Interest 


1. Collaboration with Western State Colorado University 
2. Amendment 64 Implementation 
3. Discovery Center Discussion 
4. Gunnison Valley Animal Welfare League Shelter 
5. Trail Development in the Gunnison Area 
6. Gunnison Rising Status 
7. Regional Housing Authority Structure and Progress 
8. Non-profit Contributions 
9. Senior Transportation Needs 
10. Community Center Expansion for Senior Needs 
11. City County Intergovernmental Agreements 
12. Region 10 Grant for Local Agriculture Incubator 


 
10:30 • Visitor; CCOERA Executive Director Jake Kuijper; Gunnison County Retirement Planning 
 


• Adjourn 
 
 
GUNNISON COUNTY BOARD OF EQUALIZATION: 
 
11:10 am • Minutes Approval; 7/8/2013 
 


• Adjourn 
 
 
REGULAR MEETING: 
 
11:15 am • Call to Order; Agenda Review 
 
11:20  • Consent Agenda:  These items will not be discussed unless requested by a Commissioner or 


citizen.  Items removed from consent agenda for discussion may be rescheduled later in this 
meeting, or at a future meeting. 


1. Colorado Division of Criminal Justice; DCJ Form 4-B, Change in Signing Authority; 
Gunnison County Substance Abuse Prevention Project; 1/7/13 


2. Acknowledgment of County Manager Signature; Colorado Department of Public Health 
and Environment; Additional Funding for Amendment 35 Immunizations; Purchase Order 
#OE FHA EPI13000(070); 7/1/13 thru 12/31/13; $5,264 


3. Application for Gunnison Sage Grouse Conservation Trust Funds; Raven Study at the 
Gunnison County Landfill; Dr. Patrick Magee; $4,500 


4. Memorandum of Understanding; Western Local Workforce Investment Board and the 
Western Chief Local Elected Official Representing the Boards of County Commissioners of 
Delta, Gunnison, Hinsdale, Montrose, Ouray and San Miguel Counties, and the State of 
Colorado, Acting by and through the Department of Labor and Employment, for the 
Benefit of the Colorado Rural Workforce Consortium, Division of Employment and 
Training, 633 17th Street, 12th Floor, Denver, Colorado 80202; Term 6/30/2018 


5. Quit Claim Deed & Statement of Authority; Gunnison Heights Subdivision Association; 
Approximately 0.191 Acres Identified as the "Common Area" on the Plat Titled "Plat of 


NOTE:  This agenda is subject to change, including the addition of items up to 24 hours in advance or the deletion of items at any time.  All times are approximate.  The 
County Manager and Assistant County Manager’s reports may include administrative items not listed.  Regular Meetings, Public Hearings, and Special Meetings are recorded 
and ACTION MAY BE TAKEN ON ANY ITEM.   Work Sessions are not recorded and formal action cannot be taken.  For further information, contact the County 
Administration office at 641-0248.  If special accommodations are necessary per ADA, contact 641-0248 or TTY 641-3061 prior to the meeting.  Meeting agendas and 
approved meeting minutes are posted at http://www.gunnisoncounty.org/commissioners_meetings.html. 



http://www.gunnisoncounty.org/commissioners_meetings.html





GUNNISON COUNTY BOARD OF COMMISSIONERS 
MEETING AGENDA – Revision #1 


 
DATE:  Tuesday, August 6, 2013        Page 2 of 3 
PLACE:   Commissioners Meeting Room at Courthouse 
 
 


Gunnison Heights Subdivision W1/2NE1/4 Sec 3, T49N, R1W, NMPM, Gunnison County, 
Colorado" Recorded in the Records of the Office of Clerk and Recorder of Gunnison 
County, Colorado on June 14, 1984, Bearing Reception No: 381601 


6. Agreement for Genetic Testing Services; DNA Diagnostics Center; Paternity Testing; 
7/22/13 thru 6/30/14 


7. Professional Service Agreement; Monica Bilow; Provide Services to the Office of Juvenile 
Services Regarding Assessment, Service Planning, Case Management and Clinical Services 
to Promote Health and Wellness to Individuals and Families Referred from Gunnison 
County Family Advocacy and Support Team through the Office of Juvenile Services; 
8/6/13 thru 6/30/14 


8. Software Sales Order; Peak Performance Imaging Solutions; Laserfiche Document 
Management System; $35,287 


9. Ratification of Submission; State of Colorado – Department of Local Affairs, Energy and 
Mineral Impact Assistance Program Application, Tier II; Gunnison County Courthouse 
Project; $1,000,000 


10. Memorandum of Understanding; Mesa County Health Department and Gunnison County 
Health and Human Services; Emergency Preparedness Response; $19,003 


11. Fourth Addendum to the Development Improvements Agreement for Skyland Filing III, 
Phase II; N.D. Enterprises, LLC; Extension of Work Completion Date to 11/30/16 


12. Colorado Department of Public Health and Environment, PSD-WIC, FLA, Contract Routing 
#14-58765; Amendment for Task Orders #1; Women and Infant Children Program; 
7/11/13 thru 9/30/14; $55,836 


13. 2014-2018 Gunnison County Capital Improvement Plan 
 
11:25 • Scheduling 
 
11:30 • Unscheduled Citizens:  Limit to 5 minutes per item.  No formal action can be taken at this meeting.   
 • Commissioner Items:  Commissioners will discuss among themselves activities that they have recently participated 


in that they believe other Commissioners and/or members of the public may be interested in hearing about. 
• Lunch Break 


 
1:00 pm • County Manager’s Reports 


1. REVISED: Gunnison Valley Animal Welfare Shelter Loan Guarantee 
 


1:15 • Deputy County Manager’s Reports and Project Updates 
1. Update from 7/26/13 Meeting in Tin Cup  
2. Riverwalk Estates Bank Stabilization 
3. ATV Variance Request; Portion of County Road 76; Quartz Creek Property Owners 


Association 
4. Taylor Road Closures and Traffic Control Zones 


 
1:30 • Resolution; Adjusting Ground Rent for Use of Premises at the Gold Basin Industrial Park 


1. Second Amendment to Ground Lease Agreement; B.A.M.P., LLC; Lot 3B, Gold Basin 
Industrial Park; 4/1/13 


2. First Amendment to Ground Lease Agreement; B.A.M.P., LLC; Lot 5, Gold Basin Industrial 
Park; 4/1/13 


3. First Amendment to Ground Lease Agreement; B.A.M.P., LLC; Lot 6, Gold Basin Industrial 
Park; 4/1/13 


 
1:35 • Conservation Easement Amendment Concurrence; Viking Valley; Razor Creek Ranch, LLC; Greg 


Peterson 


NOTE:  This agenda is subject to change, including the addition of items up to 24 hours in advance or the deletion of items at any time.  All times are approximate.  The 
County Manager and Assistant County Manager’s reports may include administrative items not listed.  Regular Meetings, Public Hearings, and Special Meetings are recorded 
and ACTION MAY BE TAKEN ON ANY ITEM.   Work Sessions are not recorded and formal action cannot be taken.  For further information, contact the County 
Administration office at 641-0248.  If special accommodations are necessary per ADA, contact 641-0248 or TTY 641-3061 prior to the meeting.  Meeting agendas and 
approved meeting minutes are posted at http://www.gunnisoncounty.org/commissioners_meetings.html. 



http://www.gunnisoncounty.org/commissioners_meetings.html





GUNNISON COUNTY BOARD OF COMMISSIONERS 
MEETING AGENDA – Revision #1 


 
DATE:  Tuesday, August 6, 2013        Page 3 of 3 
PLACE:   Commissioners Meeting Room at Courthouse 
 
 
 
1:40 • 2013 Colorado Counties, Inc. (CCI) Legislative Committee Member Appointment; RSVP for 


Legislative Committee Meeting October 4, 2013 
 
1:45 • Requests for Letters of Support: 


1. Great Outdoors Colorado Grant Application; Colorado Open Lands; Little Cimarron Farm; 
$300,000 


2. REVISED: El Pomar Foundation Grant Application; Gunnison Arts Center; $5,300 
 
1:50 • Lot Cluster Application; Lots S-15 and S-16, Larkspur Subdivision; Robert and Emily Pannier 
 
1:55 • Fossil Ridge Subdivision Exemption 
 
2:05 • Adoption, Order to Publish and Second Reading of Ordinance Prohibiting the Operation of 


Marijuana Cultivation Facilities, Marijuana Product Manufacturing Facilities, Marijuana Testing 
Facilities or Retail Marijuana Stores within the Unincorporated Boundaries of Gunnison County, 
State of Colorado 


 
 • Adjourn 
 
 
Please Note: Packet materials for the above discussions will be available on the Gunnison County website at 


http://www.gunnisoncounty.org/commissioners_meetings.html no later than 6:00 pm on the Friday 
prior to the meeting.   


 
 


NOTE:  This agenda is subject to change, including the addition of items up to 24 hours in advance or the deletion of items at any time.  All times are approximate.  The 
County Manager and Assistant County Manager’s reports may include administrative items not listed.  Regular Meetings, Public Hearings, and Special Meetings are recorded 
and ACTION MAY BE TAKEN ON ANY ITEM.   Work Sessions are not recorded and formal action cannot be taken.  For further information, contact the County 
Administration office at 641-0248.  If special accommodations are necessary per ADA, contact 641-0248 or TTY 641-3061 prior to the meeting.  Meeting agendas and 
approved meeting minutes are posted at http://www.gunnisoncounty.org/commissioners_meetings.html. 



http://www.gunnisoncounty.org/commissioners_meetings.html
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City of Gunnison/Gunnison County Agreements (MOUs, IGAs, etc.) 
As of 07/08/2013 


 


Type Date Description 


MUTUAL 


AID/Safety 


  


IGA 2/18/1989 Fire Fighting/AARF Mutual Aid 


MOA 9/20/2000 Mutual Aid;  All Valley Jurisdictions 


IGA 6/23/2005 Disaster Emergency Cooperation/Mutual Aid; all valley 


IGA 4/30/2009 Emergency Water Supply City to Nursing Home 


MOU 8/2/2011 Nursing Home to Use Community Center in Emergency 


PLANNING   


IGA 4/5/2011 Review Impact of County Special Development Projects 


IGA 7/3/2001 Three Mile Plan Development Review Process 


MOU 11/27/1974 County Id’ing Areas of State Interest w/impact on City 


WATER   


MOA 2/26/2007 City/County Work Together on Water Matters 


WASTEWATER   


MOA 11/1979 Placement of City Sewer Dump Station by Airport 


MOA 04/1995 City Treating County Sewer Districts Sewage 


IGA 12/14/1999 Treatment of N. CR 13 Properties Sewage 


MOA 7/13/2001 City Treatment of County Sewer Districts Sewage 


IGA 2/10/2009 City Treatment of Gold Basin Industrial Park Sewage 


IGA 4/6/2010 City Treatment of County Tomichi Sewer District Flows 


MISC.    


IGA 10/22/2002 Creation of Gunnison River Valley Local Marketing 


District 


IGA 8/01/1981 County to Collect City Use Tax and Remit Back 


IGA 6/18/1996 Construction/Costs of Shared Fiber Optic Network 


MOA 11/24/1985 Co-op Trail Acquisition-Ridgeline & CO Trail Spur 


MOU 12/06/2000 Use of NCIC/CCIC system by all jurisdictions 


IGA 2004 County $ for Community Center for Young@Heart 


space and needs 


IGA 7/10/2012 Creation of Gunnison Valley Regional HA 


IGA 1/1/2006 Establishment Sage Grouse Conservation Coordinator 


IGA 9/18/2007 Supporting Valley-Wide Energy Efficiencies 


IGA 9/9/2008 Public Art Placement at Blackstock (revocable  license)  


MOA 2011 Valley-wide Jurisdictions for Collaborative Energy 


Planning 


IGA 4/11/2013 Undesirable Plant Management (renewable yearly) 
 








Gunnison County 
CCOERA Retirement Plan  


Presented by: 
 


Jacob P. Kuijper 
Executive Director 


 
  


  
 


  August 6, 2013 







Agenda 


•What Makes CCOERA Unique 
 - Plan Highlights & Enhancements 
 - Current Products & Services 
 - The CCOERA Advantage  


•Gunnison County Plan Facts & Trends 


• Individual Participant Service 


•Service Strategy for Gunnison County 
Employees 


•Questions & Answers 
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What Makes CCOERA Unique   Why the CCOERA System Works 


• Plan Highlights & Enhancements 
-Fee Waiver, 2010, 2011, 
2012 & 3Q 2013 (0.1875% 
annualized) 


- Hueler Annuity Services 
  (Income Annuity option) 


- Fund Expense Ratio 
  Reductions 


- Hub International Retiree 
  Insurance Services 
  (Gunnison Dental, Retiree Medical options) 


- $300k Fee Cap  2007, 
reduced to $200k, 7/1/11 


- Retiree Benefits Tab 
(Pre-retirement planning; Retiree money 
matters; Retirement lifestyles; Planning tools) 


 
- Roth 457 Option, 1/1/2011 
   


- Retirement Readiness 
  Workshop/Worksheet 
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What Makes CCOERA Unique   Why the CCOERA System Works 


• Quality Products & Services 
 - Book Value Fund (current yield of 2.2%, 
   & 3.43% last 5 years) 
 


 - Custom Pension Portfolios (Professionally 
       Allocated & Rebalanced) 
 


 - Select Mutual Funds (Open Architecture – 
       No Proprietary Mutual Funds) 
  


 - Self-Directed Brokerage Account (Schwab –  
       Individual Stock & Most Fund Options) 
 


 - Web site account access & tracking 
 


 - High quality educational seminars 
4 
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PERIODIC TABLE OF INVESTMENT RETURNS 
Annual Returns of Key Indices (2003-2012) 
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What Makes CCOERA Unique   Why the CCOERA System Works 


• Participant Elected Board 
 (7 Board Members; 5 county elected) 
 
• Independent Tax Counsel 
 (Holland & Hart) 
 
• Independent Record Keeper  
 (Great West Retirement Solutions) 
 
• Independent Investment Advisor 
 (Innovest Portfolio Solutions) 
 
• Governmental Retirement Plan Specialist 
  (since 1968; 216 members) 
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The CCOERA Advantage   Why the CCOERA System Works 


• Why Costs are Low 
 - A Non-profit Retirement Association 
  


 - CCOERA pays no dividends, no profit sharing, no 
   employee bonuses/commissions 
 


 - Annual budget is based on a .25% Administration 
   Fee, which is eliminated on the amount of combined 
      account balances that exceeds $200,000) 
  


 - Nonprofit means savings are passed  
   on to all CCOERA participants, thereby 
      allowing us to reduce fees when possible 
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The CCOERA Advantage   Why the CCOERA System Works 


• Experienced Retirement Counselors 
 - CCOERA Staff collectively has over 100 
   years experience in the retirement and 
      investment services industry 
 


 - Offer opportunity to review investments and  
   retirement goals with five experienced CCOERA 
   Counselors 
 - Focus on individual counseling as well as educational 
      meetings on retirement and investing 
 


 - Employer Service Plans are designed to fit each 
   employer’s unique service needs and requests 
   (457 Auto enrollment for new employees; Roth; Loans; Contribution schedules; Benefit Fairs)  
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Characteristics of a successful Investor 
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• Develop a Healthy Perspective on the Markets 
 


• Avoid Letting Your Emotions adversely affect 
your Investment Decisions 


  


• Don’t Attempt to Time the Market 
 


• Utilize Dollar-cost Averaging and Portfolio 
Rebalancing Strategies 


 


• Review Your Investment Objectives and 
Understand Your Portfolio Allocations 


 


• Contact Your CCOERA Client Services 
Representative If You Need Assistance 
 


(Asset allocation and diversification do not ensure a profit or guarantee against a loss.) 


 


What Investors Should Do Now 
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Gunnison County Plan Facts & Trends – 401 by Investment 
Option Comparison 
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Gunnison County  
 Facts & Trends – 457 by Inv. Option Comparison 
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Gunnison County combined assets by Inv. option 
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Gunnison County 401 Ave Bal 
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Gunnison County 457 Ave. Bal. 
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Gunnison County Combined Balances 


20 18 







Gunnison County  
   Plan Facts & Trends – Blended Rates of Return 
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Gunnison Forfeitures 
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Gunnison Loans 
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Gunnison County  
   Individual Participant Service 
 


• Tracking Metrics (GPs v IMs) 
• Contact Management System 
• Targeted Service Approach 
 - Older Participants 
 - Larger Accounts 
 - Younger Participants 
 - Retired Participants  
• Quality products & services encourage 


participants to maintain their accounts with 
CCOERA throughout retirement 
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   2013 Service Strategy 


 


• Specific Service Objectives 
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 July 08 13 


 
GUNNISON COUNTY BOARD OF EQUALIZATION 


MEETING MINUTES 
July 08, 2013 


 
The July 08, 2013 Board of Equalization meeting was held in the Board of County Commissioners 
Meeting Room at Courthouse at 200 East Virginia Avenue, Gunnison.  Present were: 
 
Paula Swenson, Chairperson    Kristy McFarland, County Assessor   
Phil Chamberland, Commissioner   George Lickiss, Senior Appraiser  
Jonathan Houck, Commissioner    Bobbie Lucero, Clerk to the Board 
     
 
CALL TO ORDER:      Chairperson Swenson called the July 08, 2013 meeting of the County Board 
of Equalization to order at 8:28 am.   
 
REAL PROPERTY REPORT:  County Assessor Kristy McFarland advised the total number of Real 
Property protests submitted to the Assessor’s Office for the 2013 protest period was 521. She 
reported 284 protests were adjusted, 222 protests were denied and 15 protests were stipulated.  
She further reported the approximate assessed value in Gunnison County was $500,000,000 for real 
property, with a total approximate assessed value of $578,000,000.  
 
PERSONAL PROPERTY REPORT:  County Assessor Kristy McFarland advised the total number of 
Personal Property protests submitted to the Assessor’s Office for the 2013 protest period was ten. 
She reported five protests were stipulated, four were adjusted and one was denied. County Assessor 
She further reported the approximate assessed value for personal property was $78,000,000.  
 
County Assessor Kristy McFarland also presented the 2013 Failure to Report Personal Property Log 
and Protest Master Log that identified those who participated in the appeals process this year. The 
board reviewed the reports provided. 
 
Moved by Commissioner Chamberland and seconded by Commissioner Houck to accept the 2013 
Failure to Report Log and Protest Master Log.  Motion carried unanimously. 
 
Moved by Commissioner Chamberland and seconded by Commissioner Houck to accept the Real 
Property Report in the amount of $500,000,000 and the Personal Property Report in the amount of 
$78,000,000 as presented by County Assessor Kristy McFarland.  Motion carried unanimously. 
 
Moved by Commissioner Houck, seconded by Commissioner Chamberland to adjust the value of 
account number R030514 to the value of $19,300, due to an error discovered by the Assessor’s 
Office.  This was presented by County Assessor Kristy McFarland.  Motion carried unanimously. 
 
ADJOURN:     Moved by Commissioner Chamberland and seconded by Commissioner Houck, to 
adjourn the meeting.    Motion passed unanimously.    The July 08, 2013 meeting of the County 
Board of Equalization adjourned at 8:36 am. 
 


 
__________________________________ 
Paula Swenson, Chairperson 


 
_________________________________ 
Phil Chamberland, Commissioner 


 
__________________________________ 
Jonathan Houck, Commissioner 


 
Minutes Prepared By: 
 
_____________________________________ 
Bobbie Lucero, Deputy County Clerk 
 
Attest: 
 
__________________________________ 
Stella Dominguez, County Clerk 


Gunnison County Board of Equalization - 1 - 
Minutes of July 08, 2013 
Approved: ???  
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