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FROM: James R. True
CC: Sara Ott
Kate Johnson
Luisa Berne
DATE: July 9, 2024
RE: Entrance to Aspen Vote

| have been asked by City Council to provide an opinion as to whether certain decisions regarding the
Entrance to Aspen would require a new citizen vote. Although the question may seem simple, the
answer may become quite complicated depending on what the direction of Council ultimately is. At
this point, this opinion addresses the need for a citizen vote if the alignment of a proposed entrance
crosses on or over City open space in a manner other than as approved in a 1996 ballot question.

What is known as the debate over the “Entrance to Aspen” includes proposals for new
construction of a roadway and bridge over the Marolt Open Space and the Thomas property,
often referred to as the “straight shot”, and proposals for improvements of what is known as the
existing alignment, the “S-curves” from Main Street, over 7™ and Hallum, then across the
existing Castle Creek Bridge. Various different versions of construction and re-construction
along these alignments have been considered over the years. The “straight shot” would follow
the Main Street right-of-way as it passes 7" Street, although the exact alignment as it continues
west has had different proposals.

It is well recognized that any reasonable Entrance to Aspen solution other than utilizing the
existing alignment will cross the Marolt Open Space. Doing so would always implicate Aspen’s
Charter, specifically, Section 13.4. Restrictions on the sale or change in use of property, which
states:

Council shall not sell, exchange or dispose of public building, utilities or real
property in use for public purposes, including real property acquired for open
space purposes, without first obtaining the approval of a majority of the electors
voting thereon. Additionally, the city council shall not cause or permit the change
in use of the real property acquired for open space purposes, other than for
recreational, agricultural or underground easement purposes, without first
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obtaining the approval of a majority of the electors voting thereon. No real
property acquired for open space purposes shall be sold, exchanged, disposed of,
or converted to other uses other than for recreational, agricultural or underground
easement purposes, unless such open space is replaced with other open space
property of equivalent or greater value as of the date of sale or conversion as
determined by the City Council by resolution following a public hearing taking
into consideration monetary, environmental, and aesthetic values.!

This memo will not address the question of whether the grant of an above ground easement would be
deemed an exchange or sale of real property. That issue is not relevant to the discussions here. What
is relevant is the import of the second sentence, which very clearly requires the vote of the electorate
in order to change the “use” of property acquired for open space purposes.

In considering the status of the Entrance to Aspen questions and the use of the properties that will be
used for the alignments, the first step is to review the acquisition of the properties. A large portion,
25.5 acres, of the Marolt Ranch was purchased from Opal Marolt in 1983 out of open space funds.
See, Ordinance #15, Series of 1983. At that time, Ms. Marolt made a charitable donation of an
additional 10 acres. See, Resolution #20, Series of 1983.2

The Thomas property, a portion of which is also part of the Entrance to Aspen, was acquired in a
series of transactions commencing in 1956. It has been represented that the portion of the property
that is affected by the Entrance to Aspen was actually acquired for transportation purposes, although
other portions were acquired with park dedication fees.

In 1988, voters approved a change of use of a portion of the Marolt property for affordable housing.
Subsequently, the voters were asked to consider both properties for the Entrance to Aspen.

There have been numerous votes on the Entrance to Aspen. However, although some votes predated
this vote, | am going to focus on ballot issues commencing in 1990. The Ballot issues and the
Statement and Certificate of Determination of Election for such votes considered here are each
attached hereto.

February 13, 1990:

The first election to be considered here was in 1990 and consisted of two questions. The first,
Question 7, requested approval of the grant of rights of way for the purpose the construction of a four-
lane entrance into Aspen. This question passed overwhelmingly with a vote of 1475 (68.1%) yes and
1042 (31.9%) no.

Question 8 on that ballot asked whether the voters preferred this four-lane project over what was

referred to as the “Direct Connection” or over the “Existing Alignment.” The voters chose the Direct
Connection by a vote of 1495 (58.9%) to 1042 (41.1%).2

1 The sentences highlighted in blue were added following a Charter Amendment adopted by the voters in the election of
1999. However, this language does not change the analysis and opinions contained herein.

2 Ordinance #15 does not set forth the funds from which the purchase was made. However, it has been represented in
the previous ballot questions that it was acquired with open space funds. With regard to the donation, there were
representations that the donation was conditioned on use of the property as open space or for cultural purposes but there is
no deed restriction to this property.

3 Itis interesting to note that this February special election had a 71% turnout. This is a high percentage even for general
elections. It is likely that this turnout was a reflection of the fact that there were three very controversial questions on the
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It is important to note, and this will be emphasized later that this “Direct Connection” was not identical
to the “Modified Direct” that was the subject of the 1996 election, discussed below.

There were two ballot issues in 1994 regarding the Entrance to Aspen but they were both rejected by
the voters and are not relevant to this discussion.

November 5, 1996:
City Question 2A on the 1996 ballot asked the following:

Shall City Council be authorized to use or convey to the State of Colorado, Department of
Transportation, necessary rights of way across City owned property, including the Marolt
Property, acquired for open space purposes, and the Thomas Property, acquired for
transportation purposes, for a two lane parkway and a corridor for a light rail transit system
(to be constructed when the financing is available); subject to the following?

Only if:
= The light rail transit system shall be built only after adequate financing mechanisms and final
design details are identified and approved by a public vote.
« The use of the corridor shall be contingent upon environmental and historic resource
mitigation measures including but not limited to:
» Cut and cover tunnel of at least 400’ .... [remaining bullet points omitted]

This vote passed solidly with a vote of 1656 (59.1%) in favor and 1147 (40.9%) against.
Record of Decision - 1998:

As you all know, construction of a roadway that would potentially rely on Federal funds is a
complicated process that may require action through the National Environmental Protection Act
(NEPA), including a formal Environmental Impact Study (EIS), then adoption of a Record of
Decision (ROD). With regard to the Entrance to Aspen, this process was undertaken, and a ROD was
adopted in 1998. The ROD adopted the “Modified Direct” alignment as the preferred alternative.
However, the ROD also recognized the difficulty in funding a light rail system and approved this
preferred alternative but authorized the construction of a dedicated busway until the light rail system
was funded. The 1996 ballot issue contained a caveat on the construction of a “corridor for a light rail
transit system” with such construction when “financing is available.” However, it did not address the
use of Marolt and Thomas Properties for an interim busway.

November 2, 1999
Initiative 200, was ballot measure to authorize the increase of $20,000,000 in debt, without increasing
taxes, “for the purpose of contributing to the construction of a light rail transportation system...” The

ballot issue contained the following paragraph:

D. And that defeat of this debt authorization, or lack of approval of the debt

ballot. First, was the proposed ban on the sale of animal products, aka the “Fur ban”. The Fur Ban was receiving national
attention. The second was a decision on the development of the property how occupied by the Ritz. The third was this
entrance to Aspen question.
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authorization required from Pitkin County, will result in the initial
construction of the phased modified direct alternative, as described in the
draft supplemental environmental impact statement, and confirmed in the
above identified Record of Decision, consisting of the development of
phased exclusive bus lanes on the same alignment approved for
construction of an eventual light rail transportation system; said light rail
system intended to serve as the first section of an eventual valley wide
rail project, and funding hereby approved acting as part of the mandatory
local match for federal funding for the larger system.

Since this vote to fund a train system failed, this paragraph D became relevant to these discussions.
However, although this arguably grants approval of a phased approach, including approval of an
interim busway, it is difficult to assert that modification of use of open space was the actual intent of
the voters, since the specific question was a debt increase. Nonetheless, this was argued by some at
the time that it did provide the authority to proceed with the ROD.

Memo of John Worcester — November 8, 1999.

Following the adoption of the 1996 Ballot proposal and the failure of the 1999 vote, there was
apparently a great deal of discussion regarding the ROD and moving forward with development of
the entrance with an interim busway.

In response to these requests, John Worcester, then City Attorney, issued a memo expressing his
opinion on whether the ROD could move forward without another vote on the issue. The argument
in favor of this ability was based on the 1990 vote and the above paragraph within the 1999 ballot
initiative. As noted above, the 1990 vote authorizes a direct alignment that was different than what
was considered in 1996, and the 1999 vote was specifically for issuance of debt.

Mr. Worcester’s conclusion, which I believe was correct and which | would have supported at the
time, was that the City could move forward with the ROD but, in all likelihood, the growing
opposition to the preferred alternative would mount a formal campaign that would most likely prevail
on this issue if it were litigated.

In his 1999 Memo, John Worcester stated:

Based upon all of the above, my recommendation is that if Council wishes to proceed
with the bus system described in the Record of Decision that it seek clear authorization
for such a use on the Marolt property from the electors in order to be in compliance
with Section 13.4 of the City Charter. If not, the City will undoubtedly face a legal
challenge. While some arguments could be made to defend such a challenge, it is my
opinion that the City would have a tough time defending such arguments. Even if the
City won such a challenge, opponents could wage a strong public campaign that the
City was not following the actual intent of the voters in approving a four lane highway
long discarded by CDOT and the voters when they approved the 1996 ballot measure
for a two lane parkway and transit corridor for light rail.

Although the request for the authorization to proceed with a busway was not placed on the ballot until
May 2001, it has to be assumed that this was done based, at least in part, on Mr. Worcester’s 1999
opinion.

Confidential Attorney-Client Communication



Confidential Memorandum From James R. True - Page 5

May 8, 2001:

As noted above, the 2001 election appears to have been designed to resolve the issue raised by Mr.
Worcester by seeking specific voter approval of the interim busway.

The language of Question No. 4, is clear:

Shall the City Council be authorized to use or to convey to the State of Colorado
necessary rights of was (including temporary construction easement) across City
owner property including, but not limited to, the Marolt and Thomas properties,
acquired for open space and transportation purposes, for a two lane parkway, and
separate transit lanes to be used exclusively for buses until such time as the community
supports the contraction and funding of a light rail transit system; subject to the
following measures and conditions:

e The proposed two lane parkway and exclusive bus lanes shall be constructed
and used in the future only as permitted by the August 1998 Colorado
Department of Transportation Record of Decision....

e Approval of this ballot measure shall bot be construed as superseding the
approval granted by the electorate in November 1996 for the use of City
owned property for the construction of a two lane parkway and corridor for
light rail transit system?

In a significantly closer vote, this ballot issue failed with 913 (46.4%) in favor and (1056) 53.6%
opposed.

2002 Easement

Although the 2001 vote failed and the 2002 advisory vote that preferred the S-curves, discussed
below, had not yet occurred, City Council, nonetheless, decided to proceed with the issuance of the
easement to CDOT authorized by the 1996 vote. This easement, which is attached hereto, essentially
reflects the ballot language. In fact, the specific grant states that the City:

... grants to [CDOT], here referred to as Grantee, a right-of-way easement to
construct, operate and maintain a two lane parkway and a corridor for a light rail transit
system (to be constructed when the financing is available), but for no other purpose
Of purposes, ...

The easement sets forth specific conditions on which the grant is made. Most of the conditions reflect
the terms of the 1996 vote. However, one of the conditions refers to the ROD.

Given the grant of the easement, the City must take into account Colorado law on the use of easements
and CDOT’s rights as the beneficiary of the easement.

Generally, the owner of an easement, has the right to use the area of the easement consistent with the

grant. The question arises when the use of the easement is expanded beyond the specific grant and is
considered inconsistent with the grant. Standard easement law allows the reasonable expansion of an
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easement. The argument would be that bus use and train use are both mass transit alternatives, so the
change from one to the other is not an expansion, or if deemed an expansion, an insignificant one.

There are three substantive arguments counter to this suggestion. First is that the City, through its
own initiative, brought this issue to the electorate and this change was specifically rejected by the
electorate. Second is that the easement itself is limiting, specifying a grant for a purpose “but for no
other purpose or purposes.” The third is that even if it had not been specifically rejected, by the voters,
it is still a change of use of Open Space and the City’s Charter would be controlling.

With regard to CDOT’s rights as the beneficiary of the 2002 easement, easement holders have in the
past asserted that as long as their use was within the granted dimensions of the easement and that the
use was generally consistent with the purposes of the easement and did not interfere with the rights
of the grantor, then some expansion of use would be allowed. However, it appears that the Supreme
Court rejected that concept in the case of Lazy Dog Ranch v. Telluray Ranch Corporation, 965 P.2d
1229 (Colo. 1998). There the Court said that the question of use is dependent on the specific terms
of the grant. If the terms of the grant are ambiguous then extrinsic evidence can be used to determine
the intent of the grant. However, if the grant is clear, then it must be applied as written.

In this instance, the grant is very clear. However, even if deemed to be ambiguous because of the
reference therein to the ROD or for other reasons, allowing consideration of the intent of the grant,
the most definitive statement of that intent is the 2001 vote, which failed to approve a modified version
of the grant consistent with the ROD.

November 5, 2002:

In the November 5, 2002 election the City and County had advisory votes regarding the
alignment of the Entrance to Aspen. The County vote was 3079 (51%) in favor of the “S” curves and
2963 (49%) in favor of the “modified direct” alignment.

The City vote was 1405 (55.6%) in favor of the “S” curves and 1123 (44.4%) in favor of the
“modified direct” alignment.

Friends of Marolt Park v. U.S. Department of Transportation, et al.:

In 1999, following the completion of the Record of Decision, a group of local citizens, who had
formed the entity known as the Friend of Marolt Park (FMP), filed suit against the Department of
Transportation, CDOT, the City of Aspen, and others challenging the ROD. There were two specific
challenges asserted. First, the FMP alleged that there was a violation of procedural requirements of
National Environmental Policy Act (NEPA™), 42 U.S.C. 88 4321-4370f because of the failure to allow
additional comments regarding the phased approach. Second, was that the action violated § 4(f) of
the Transportation Act, 49 U.S.C. 8 303(c) which asserted that the approval of the phased approach
will cause the construction of a highway design which does not minimize harm to Marolt Park as
required by the Transportation Act. The 10" Circuit Court of Appeals held in Friends of Marolt Park
v. US. Dep’t of Transp., 382 F.3d 1088 (10th Cir. 2004) that there was no violation of NEPA.
However, the Court determined that the allegations regarding 8§ 4(f) were not ripe, i.e. the case was
premature. In finding that this claim was premature, the Court stated:

The ROD indicates that before the phased project can be built, Aspen voters must
approve a right-of-way transfer for the construction of two highway lanes, two bus
lanes, and the light rail. Likewise, the non-phased project cannot go forward without
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voter approval of a funding plan for the light rail. Thus, any impact on FMP from the
USDOT's decision "rests upon contingent future events that may not occur as
anticipated, or indeed may not occur at all."” Texas v. United States, 523 U. S. 296,300
(1998) (quotations omitted).

Consequently, the Court denied the challenge to the NEPA procedures and dismissed the challenge
to 8 4(f) of the Transportation Act on ripeness grounds.

City Council Alternatives:

Each of these votes, some of which passed, some of which failed, are all extremely important to
consider in evaluating the proper way to proceed now, some 22 years after the last vote regarding the
“Straight Shot”.* Based on these election results, Colorado law on easements, and the determination
of the Federal Court in the Friends of Marolt litigation, my conclusion is substantially the same as
that of John Worcester in 1999 and | will paraphrase his opinion to some degree.

If Council wishes to proceed with the bus system described in the ROD, it is my recommendation
that it seek clear authorization for such a use on the Marolt property from the electors in order to be
in compliance with Section 13.4 of the City Charter. Although the City can decide to accept the
CDOT’s position to move forward without a vote, the City and CDOT will undoubtedly face a legal
challenge. While some arguments could be made to defend such a challenge, it is my opinion that the
City would have a very difficult time defending such arguments.

Consequently, it is my opinion that if the City is pursuing the preferred alternative, it should seek
voter approval, or it would substantially risk having a court enjoin the effort by finding that the City
was violating its own Charter.

Citizen initiative authority:

If Council were to choose to move forward with the preferred alternative without a vote, it is possible
that citizens would seek approval of a petition to place this matter on the ballot. This effort was
specifically attempted by Tony Vagneur and Jeffrey Evans in 2007. However, upon a challenge by
other citizens, a hearing officer rejected the petitions, holding that the subject matter was
administrative and not legislative. Citizens can only exercise their rights to initiative and referendum
regarding legislative matters. The Colorado Supreme Court upheld that determination in the case of
Vagneur v. City of Aspen, 295 P.3d 493 (CO 2013). A similar petition now would certainly face a
similar challenge and a similar result.

We are scheduled to discuss this in executive session at the Regular Meeting. In the meantime, let
me know if you have any questions.

Thanks.

4 There was a 2007 vote that approved the use of City Open Space for Highway 82. However, this was

specifically concerning proposed busways between Buttermilk and the Roundabout. It did not address any
aspect of the Highway east of the Roundabout.
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. purpases, for malienance of real property owned by the City and used for parks, trails and
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AUTHORIZATION TO THE CITY COUNCIL TO IMPLEMENT ONE OF
. TWO ALTERNATIVE ALIGNMENTS IN CONJUNCTION WITH T UR LANING OF
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STATE HIGHWAY 82. T
“Shall the Crty Coundil of the Crty ofAspen be authorrzed to impleme Opt irec
W Q.onn.esmn or Qm&rLLEmsmaﬁq:rmemﬁ as more fully described herelnbelow?

— mm_mw proposes a new alignment for State Hrghway 82 which
i wr[l divert from the existing right-of-way north of the Maroon Creek Bridge across various Crty
| ~ owned parcels, iincluding the Zoline parcel, Maroon Creek parcel, Plum Tree Playing Field
| - and Golf Course parking lot, then travel along the existing highway to the Marolt-Thomas par-
cels, then traversrng the Marolt- Thomas paroefs and connecting directly to Main Street by
construction of a new four-lane brldge over Cast!e Creek. The City Council shall be author—
i ized to sell, exohange or grant necessary nghls-of-way across the aforemenuoned CIty
a— owned parcels subject to the following:
H : - The State of Colorado will oompensate the Clty of Aspen for lhe portrons of Ihe
e Marolt Thor'nas Golf Course, Plum Tree, Zolrne and Maroon Creek properhes used for the
| & new roadway whlch are currently he[d as open space Ay
. -TheState of Colorado will vacate the existing hlghway alrgnmenr from the intersec-
~tion of Seventh Street and Marn Sireet to the pornt where the new roadway leaves the
:: exfshng alrgnmem =
sk The pornon of State nghway 82 belwee Gemelery Lane and the pornt where the
i~ newroadway leaves the existing aIignmenl shall be converted to open space. s
iH_ e i-The, present n'afﬁc : signal at Cemetery Lane and State Hrghway 82 will be removed
‘anda new srgnal rnstalled atthe new intersection

ment proposes expanding the exrstng two—lane hlghway mo
a four—iane hrghway across City owned paroels aoqurrecr fozopen spaoe purposes, includlng :

hng alrg menr wﬂl d ert frorn_the exrsﬁng rrght-of way north
'_of the Maroon Creek Bridgs across me'

£ e State of Colorado will compensate the Crty 5 Aspen Tor the porhon of thoweit
Marolt-Thomas, Go[f Course, Plum Tree Maroon Creek, Zoline and Bugsy S
Barnard propertles ed for th hel

|
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wemployeahatalng purpozes, which L

wiltoxpiroon Docomber 31,1994, an

g the firat $100,000 of avery tranafer
géd.restricted. employee. housing

inite? -
RQUESTION NO. 7 ‘
"TAUTHORIZATION -TQ TIE CITY COUN-
‘ClL TO SELL, EXCHANGE, OR. GRANT
-NECESSARY HIGHTS OF WAY ACROSS
‘GITY OWNED LAND FOR THE FOUR LAN-
NG OF HIGHWAY 82 ALONG TWO POSSI-
BLE ALIGNMENTS.
*Shatl the City Council of the City of Aspen,
Colorade, be authorized to sell, exchange or
grant neccsssary righta-of-way across, City
owned properties, inciuding properties scquired
for open space purposes, Lo facilitate conatruc-
tion of a four lano entrance into the City of
Aspen as set forth in either Option A -~ Direct
Connection or Option B — Existing Alignment
deseribed more fully in Question No. B below?”
QUESTION NO. 8

AUTHORIZATION TO THE CITY COUN-
CIL TO IMPLEMENT ONE OF TWO ALTER.

NATIVE ALIGNMENTS IN CONJUNCTION
WITH TIHE FOUR LANING OF STATE HIGIL-
WAY 82.

“Shall the City Council of the City of Aspen bo
authorized to impelement Option A — Direct
Conneclien or Option B — Kxisting Alignment
a3 more [uily described hercinbelow?

QFTION A — Direct Gonneeden

. Seventhand Hallam an

vd:Bugbey Bassiard pro
v yogdway whicl are eurrently

hold: as open SpHca..
" — The-two . exiit.ing 90 degree turns ol
Seventh and Mair will
he widonad to accommeodate {our lanes of traffic
in a manner designed to minimize’ adverse
impacts on the surreunding neighborhoods.
— Expansaion east of Castle Creek Bridge wilt
be done in a manner which minimizes privale
pro'_lperty acquisition.
he following exhibit shows the oxiating
alignment concept of a new four-lane entrunce
to Aspen.

Opten X — [lirect Gonneclion proposes a
new alignment for State lighway 82 which will
divert from the existing mght-of-way north of
the Maroon Creek Bridge across various City
owned parcels, including the Zeline parcel, Mar-
eon Creek parcel, PMlum Tree Maying Field and
Golf Course parking iot, then travel atang the
existing highway to the Maroit-Thomas parcels,
than traversing the Marelt-Thomas parcels and
connecting directly to Main Street by construc-
tion of a new four-iane bridge over Caatle Creek.
The City Coundl shall be authorized to sell,
exchange or grant necessary rights-of.way
across the aforementioned City owned parcels
subject to the,following:

— The State of Colorado will compensate the
City of Aspen for the portions of the Marolt
Thomas, Golf Course, Ilum Tree, Zoline and
Maroon Creck properties used for the new road-
way which are currently held for open space.

— The State of Colerado will vacal: Lthe exist-
ing highway alignment from the intersection of
Seventh Street and Main Street to the point
where the new roadway leaves the existing
alignment.

— The portion of State Ifighway B2 between
Cemetery Lane and the poini where the new
rogdway leuvea the existing alignment shall be
converted Lo open Space.

-~ The present traffic signal at Cemetery
Lane and State Highway 82 will be removed and
a new signal installed Bl the new intersection of
Sevenih Strect and Main Street ta control traff-
ic volume entering Aspen und accommodate
side streot tralfic.

The foHewing exhibit shows the direct con-
neetion cencept of & new lour-lune entrance to
Aupen. 5
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OPTION B
EXISTING
ALIGNMENT

"‘l*ﬁco,, Aage

"‘“n:-:luuuunllgnuu---u,...-.n.-.u),;'

QPEN.SPAGE REQUIREMEN!S
oPEm SPACE
CONVERTED

TG HIGHWAY USE uofc
HOPANAY | AND
CONVESIITD

10 OFEN SPACE

e Al

1QTa; OPEN SPACL
S (LED FOR

~ ar
€ RIS TING Al H3NWE MT A AT

(Efattors may selaet sither Oprion A — Hiret
Connection or Option B — Exisung Alignmer

but not bath.)
Option A, Direct Connection

POLLING PLACES

Precincts 1, 6 and 7 — St Mary's Cathoin

Church

*»oamnrta 7

Option B, Existing Alignment ————— "

& % Ulnoer Blementary Schoni

“The witnesse:
a purpc
— Dalla.

drug abuse, drunk driving an
violence in the Aspen are:
where he was busted as recent.
as two weeks ago for a DUL
Dallas Police Lt William Cr
ven, chief of the department

speculate after the arrvest c
Kohoutek’s motive.
Chased The Man

Eyewitnesses told police th
a red Jeep Cherokee was frave
ing on a four-lane road in nort
west Dallas when the driv
apparently spotted a pedestri:
on-the other. side of the ros
Craven said witnesses describ
the Cherokee making a U-tu:
crossing over a grassy mediz
and chasing the pedestrian.

The pedestrian scramble
onto a sidewalk. The Cherok
followed onte the sidewal
accelerated and struck the m¢

“The witnesses said it seem
like a purposeful act,” Crayv
said.

Stunned eycwitnesses beg
chasing the red Cherokee a
cornered it in a nearby park:
lot. Police said the eyewitnes:
were able to get a detai
description of the vehicle. T!
knew. for instance, the front-c
damage it sustained and tha
carried a temporary pajl
license on its back window. *
the windows were tinted,
nobody could give a g
description of the driver, po
said.

The Cherokee left the parl
lot before police arrived.

Tips Pour In

The vicitim, 26-year-
Rafael Rojas Caracheo of Da
was pronounced dead at
scene, police said.

On Saturday night, the



roadway. fokval the ,
convarted 1o m%pna. '

- THE .ﬁeunt tratie signel-at Comatory:
Lane and State Tlghway B2 will boremaved and
1 new signal natalied at the new intarsaction of
Savanth Street and Main Streot Lo control traff-
jc volume entering Aspoen and accommodate

or or- the oar- -
thia 3 uesiand uso solely fof the
 purposa of providing affordable Housiny and day
core opportunitios within Aspen and Pitkin
County, including, but not Hlinited to, land

Sledde’ potited
weent of the taxes.

to. support the
waxing Fork school

lege.
t distribution

1 tax bill so that
n see what their

,? Oken said.

ials
the
ers,
ind
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10
1ay,
ane's
e's
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n Best

acguisitions, capital improvements and pay-
- ment of lndebmgneu therelora; and providing
that this tax take effect July 1, 1990 and aute-

. matically terminats on June 30, 20007
UESTHON-NOA— "
AUTIHORIZATION TO PROWIBIT TIIE
SALE OF FURS.
=Shall the City Coundil adept Ordinance 70,
Saries of 1989, which prohibits the commercial
sale of fure of wild onimale -within the City of
Aspen? For existing lnventary, this ordinance
will take effect one year from the date of its
adoption. This ordinance does not pronibit the
woaring of furs, nor doen it prohibit either the
aalo or the wearing of furs from domestic
animais. .

‘The City of Aspen has reviously shown ils
cancern for the cruelty an dangers of Lhe legh-
old trap by the adoption of Ordinance 10 ol 1988,
which prohibits the use of leghotd Lrap, and
Ordinance 58 of 1988, which prohibita the sale
of furs from animals caught in laghold lrag-. Ie
has become cloar that even experts cannot know
with any certainty tho souree of {urs offered lor
rotai). sale, and ranched wild {urbearing ani-
mals suifer not only cruclty in death butl cruel
and unregulated conditions during a lifetime of
unnatural confinement, The purposc of Lhis
ordinance would be Lo lessen the suffering of
{urbenring wild animals by-prahibiting the com-
merce in [ur products.”

QUESTION NO. 5

SHALL THE ELECTORATE ADOPT ORDI-
NANCE 69, SERIES OF 1388, IN ONE OF
TWO FORMS, WHICH ORDINANCE
APPROVES TIK AMENDED ASPEN MOUN-
TAIN PUD SUBDIVISION.

“Shail Ordinance 69, Series of 1989, he
adopted approving the Amended Aspen Moun-
tain Pianned Unit Development Subdivision in
ane of two forms? {Flectors may choose cither
Option A or Option B, but not both.}

Option A (iladid/Witz-Carlton Proposal;

Shall the Amended Arpen Mountain FLIV
gubdivision be approved subject 1o the
feltowing:

1. Ordinance &9 ia hereby adopted in the
same form as Resolulion 29, Series of 1954, by
which the Aspen City Councit previously
approved the armendment of the Aspen Moun-
tein Subdivision/PUD (including the Ritz-
Carlton Howl)

2. [ addition, Developer shall, in good faivh.
process 4 {and use applicauion for affordable
housing switable for the &/10ths of an acre on
Main Street known as the HBavarian Inn

is

propeng. .
ption B (City Council Propoesal)
Shall the Amendad Aspen Mountain PUIY
Subdivision be approved subject ¢ Lhe
following:
1. The conditions contained In the "First
Amended anc Hestated Planned Unit
Development/Subdivision Agreoment Aspen
Mountain Subdivision,” the amended Final Plat
of the Aspen Mountain Subdivision, and condi-
tiens recornmendad by the Planning and Zoning
Commission (to the extent not amended by the
Agreement or Final Plat); AND

2. The applicant provide off-site housing for
106 additional employees, less uny employees
no longer required by reason of any reduction in
the nurmber of hotei rooms {#92) or other uses
now proposed. The housing shall be consistent
witly the Affordable Housing Guidelinas of the
Housing Autharity in placa at tho time of final
approval of the housing; AND

'8, the axternal floor area for the entire
Planned Unit Development be reduced by
60,413 fost; the hotal on Lot Ons not
exzeed 1 square fest (conxistent with the

underlying zoning);, and the maximurn height of

aide streot. traffic.

Tha following exhibit shows the direct con-
neetion concept of o now {our.lane entrance Lo
Aspen. [y

OPTION A

DIRECT

CONNECTIO

TRuSee,

Sace

OPEN SPACE REQUIREMENTS

OPEN SPACE
COMVERTED
TO MGHwA Y USE

HGHWAY | AND
CONVERTED
10 DPEN SPACE

TOTAL OPEN SPACL
AE UAED FOR
DHMIECT CONNEC TON

127 AC

27 AC

100 AC

-|nuu|nunnnuuuuq,"v'

i
i
‘ i

QPEN SPALE AEQUIREMENTS
OPEM SPACE
CONVERTED
TG HIGHWAY USE no:\c

HORINAY LAND

CONVER

Lo 00 AC
1O OPEN SPACE

TDTAL OPEN SPACT
RECLWRED FOR
EXIRHNG ALIGNMENT

- (BIatoTs may solect FURPOpTion A == Lhrest
Connaection or Option B — Fxisuing Alignment.
but not both.)
Option A, Direct Connection ———— ",
Optién B, Existing Adgnment ———
POLLING PLACES . )
Precincts 1, 6 and 7 — 3t Mary's (atholi
Church .
Precincts 2 & 3 — Upper Elamentary Scirool
Precincts 4 & 5 — Christ Episcopal Church
Those clectors who are otherwise fully gudi
fied to vote on said guestions at such election,
but who are or will be ungble to appesr at e
polling palea orr the date of the election, mu
apply in writin B.Llheofﬁmot'lthlly(..(-r«.d:
the Aspen City ilall, for an abseatec ballo, et
any time during business hours, en of buwft
February 9, 1990. ) i
The votes cnst shall be recorded on +o e
machines and said election shall be heid. o
ducted and the returns thereaf shaii ™
retorned, canvassed and deciared, an nn-‘;ﬂ" e
may ba in the manner prescribed by law for tit
spacial elecdon of municipal officers. ]
IN WITNESS WHEREOF, the City Coutt
has caused this Notice to be given BY af this i
day of January, 1980.

BD AL

Kathryn S Kech
City Clerk
Published n: Aspen Times
Published on: February 1 and 8, 199¢

Section 5 )

To-the extent any provisions of this resoluion
are inconsistent with the provisions of Resold.
tion 40, Series of 1980; the provisions of thit
resolution shall prevail.

Dated: January 16, 1990. )
William L Slirling, Mayo?

1. Kathryn S Koch, duly appointed and acung
Ci‘a' Clork. dp certify that the foregoing ia 8 L0
and accurste copy of that resolution sdop by
tha City Coundrof the City of Aspen, Colerado.
at & meeting hold January 9, 1990.
ll’gglohhed in the Aspen Times February 1 and8.

PUBLIC NOTICE
TOWN OF SHOWMASS VILLAGE
HOUSING AUTHORITY

SPEC ()

A SPECIAL MEETING OF THE
SNOWMASS VILIAGE HOUSING AUTHOIL
TY WILLES HALD ON FERBUARY 3/ p1e
KEARNS ROAD, SNOWMASS CENTER

BUILDING, SNOWMASS VIL}.AGE

Qo ),
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CITY OF ASPEN

200 REPEALING CHAPTER 14.24 OF TITLE 14 OF THE
MUNCIPAL CODE OF THE CITY OF ASPEN REGULAT-
ING SEXUAILLY ORIENTED BUSINESSES:

Shall Chapter 14.24 of Title 14 of the Municipal Code of the Yes 174 mb B AN S . L .
_ gsitylgfg igslgen, Col;)rj;:lo, as adopted by City Council on May 45 2131 19z . TAS \ ] Ll 0’2 B Ger) B 3{—{@ 77} %q:\
, 1996, be repealed: No 175w T~ (2 | 150 2 (B 2. | st [z ﬂCDH
- 2A USE OF CITY OWNED PRCPERTY FOR TRANSPOR-

TATION CORRIDOR

Shall the City Council be authorized to use or to convey to the State of Colorado,

Department of Transportation, necessary rights of way across City owned property,
including the Marolt Property, acquired for open space purposes, and the Thomas

Property, acquired for transportation purposes, for a two lane parkway and a
corridor for a light rail transit system (to be constructed when the financing is

available); subject to the following?

e The light rail transit system shall be built only after adequate financing mecha-

nisms and final design details are identified and approved by a public vote.
» The use of the corridor shall be contingent upon environmental and historic

resource mitigation measures including, but not limited to:
- A cut and cover tunnel of no less than 400 feet to return to public open space

approximately 2 acres or more of Marolt open space.
- The return to open space of the portion of State Highway 82 berween Cemetery

Lane and the Maroon Creek intersection to be abandoned by CDOT.
- The acquisition of other deed restricted open space of equal value and equal or

greater acreage to replace any net loss in open space.

- An alignment of the transportation corridor which is designed to be as sensitive
as possible to the location of the historic Holden Smelting and Milling Complex

144 2 & 3

and Museum.

- The total use of open space shall be the minimum possible, | Yes 187 L4
consistent with good design.

- The design of the proposed bridge shall be sensitive to the No 188 mp

551

> |

|22 w2k |12k 138

environment and community character.
- A landscaping plan to include plantings, berms and depressions, and other

5D l L &

(o5

methods to mitigate environmental and neighborhood concerns along the entire
EIS corridor?

PEC YoreRss

& votes
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INITIATIVE 200 CITIZEN INITIATED BALLOT QUESTION TC AUTHORIZE
AN INCREASE IN CITY DEBT FOR A LIGHT RAIL PROJECT

SHALL CITY OF ASPEN DEBT BE INCREASED BY AN AMOUNT NOT TO EXCEED
$20,000,000 WITH A MAXIMUM REPAYMENT COST OF $45,000,000 (BUT WITH NO
INCREASE IN THE CITY’S EXISTING TAXES) FOR THE PURPOSE OF CONTRIBUTING
TO THE CONSTRUCTION OF A LIGHT RAIL TRANSPORTATION SYSTEM GIVEN:

A.  THE CONCEPTUAL DESIGN AND ENVIRONMENTAL CLEARANCES CONTAINED
IN THE FINAL ENVIRONMENTAL IMPACT STATEMENT, AND CONFIRMED IN THE
COLORADO DEPARTMENT OF TRANSPORTATION AND FEDERAL HIGHWAY
ADMINISTRATION RECORD OF DECISION FOR THE ENTRANCE TO ASPEN,
PITKIN COUNTY COLORADO, PROJECT STA 082A-008;

B. THAT SAID LIGHT RAIL SYSTEM WOULD EXTEND FROM THE GITY OF ASPEN
TO THE PITKIN GOUNTY AIRPORT AREA AS IDENTIFIED IN THE ENTRANCE TO
ASPEN RECORD OF DECISION;

C. THAT PASSAGE OF THIS DEBT AUTHORIZATION WILL ONLY RESULT IN CON-
STRUCTION OF A LIGHT RAIL SYSTEM IN THE EVENT THAT ISSUANCE OF UP
TO $36,000,000 IN SALES TAX REVENUE BONDS ARE APPROVED THROUGH
PASSAGE OF A PITKIN COUNTY DEBT AUTHORIZATION REFERENDUM, WHICH
REFERENDUM MAY ALSO APPROVE EXTENSION OF INITIAL LIGHT RAIL CON-
STRUCTION FROM THE PITKIN COUNTY AIRPORT AREA TO THE INTERSEC-
TION OF BRUSH CREEK ROAD AND HIGHWAY 82;

D. AND THAT DEFEAT OF THIS DEBT AUTHORIZATION, OR LACK OF APPROVAL
OF THE DEBT AUTHORIZATION REQUIRED FROM PITKIN COUNTY, WILL ;
RESULT IN THE INITIAL CONSTRUCTION OF THE PHASED MODIFIED DIRECT
ALTERNATIVE, AS DESCRIBED IN THE DRAFT SUPPLEMENTAL ENVIRONMEN-
TAL IMPACT STATEMENT, AND CONFIRMED IN THE ABOVE IDENTIFIED
RECORD OF DECISION, CONSISTING OF THE DEVELOPMENT OF PHASED
EXCLUSIVE BUS LANES ON THE SAME ALIGNMENT APPROVED FOR CON-
STRUCTION OF AN EVENTUAL LIGHT RAIL TRANSPORTATION SYSTEM;

SAID LIGHT RAIL SYSTEM BEING INTENDED TO SERVE AS THE FIRST
SECTION
OF AN EVENTUAL VALLEY WIDE RAIL PROJECT, AND FUNDING HEREBY

APPROVED ACTING AS PART OF THE MANDATORY LOCAL MATCH FO
RF
FUNDING FOR THE LARGER SYSTEM: EDERAL

PROCEEDS OBTAINED FROM THIS DEBT AUTHORIZATION SHALL

, TO THE
GREATEST EXTENT POSSIBLE, BE SUPPLEMENTED BY ADDITIONAL FEDERAL
STATE, REGIONAL, COUNTY AND PRIVATE FUNDING; ,

SUCH DEBT TO CONSIST OF THE ISSUANCE AND PAYMEN
BONDS, PAYABLE FROM THE CITY OF ASPEN’'S PARKING REVETNLCJ)EF ATquEGNEL;zE-
ERAL FUND, WHICH BONDS SHALL BEAR INTEREST AND MATURE, BE SUBJECT
TO REDEMPTION, WITH OR WITHOUT A PREMIUM, AND BE ISSUED. DATED. AND
SOLD, AT SUCH TIME OR TIMES, AT SUCH PRICES (AT, ABOVE OR BELOW PAR)
AND IN SUCH A MANNER AND CONTAINING SUCH TERMS, NOT INCONSISTENT
HEREWITH, AS THE CITY COUNCIL MAY DETERMINE, AND SHALL ANY EARN-
glFezsa Jgieggﬁégsgo?\lr; AMOUNT) FROM THE INVESTMENT OF THE PROCEEDS . Y* i
TITUTE A VOTER 5 Ye
APPROVED REVENUE CHANGE? S 12] \SZ 4o 32| (o o | 4%

J

76 No g e |t llzz| |RF\S] || | b 2=

fale pll Tie ni VoY sl ool S Y : A 1
n AT \ T ilim sendasmbonnd Canvaooars of tha Tlantion Retlirng of an lontion hald in caid , in the State of Colorado
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- N 7 2 22 e I T
REFERENDUM 2A | AUTHORIZATION TO INCREASE CITY OF ASPEN SALES : -
TAXES BY .21% FOR FIVE YEARS TO FINANCE THE PUR- ?

CHASE OF BASS PARK FOR USE OF THE PROPERTY ENTIRELY AS A PUBLIC PARK - —"'

SHALL GITY OF ASPEN TAXES BE INCREASED UP TO $960,780.00 ANNUALLY BY THE I —
IMPOSITION OF AN ADDITIONAL .21% SALES TAX COMMENCING ON JANUARY 1, 2000, |
AND TERMINATING ON DECEMBER 31, 2004, TO REIMBURSE THE CITY'S COST OF —
$3,400,000.00 WHICH IT PAID FOR THE PARK IN 1999, FOR USE OF SAID PROPERTY
ENTIRELY AS A PUBLIC PARK AND FOR ADDITIONAL PARKS AND OPEN SPACE MAIN- L,
TENANGE; AND SHALL THE CITY OF ASPEN BE ENTITLED TO COLLECT AND SPEND
THE FULL REVENUES FROM SUCH TAX INCREASE REGARDLESS OF WHETHER THE
ANNUAL REVENUES FROM SUCH TAX INCREASE IN ANY YEAR AFTER THE FIRST

FULL YEAR IN WHICH IT IS IN EFFECT EXCEED THE ESTIMATED i
DOLLAR AMOUNT STATED ABOVE AND WITHOUT ANY OTHER
LIMITATION OR CONDITION. AND WITHOUT LIMITING THE
COLLECTION OR SPENDING OF ANY REVENUES OR FUNDS Yos 58 j
BY THE CITY OF ASPEN, UNDER ARTICLE X, SECTION 20 OF — N e . » 2 |2 -
THE COLORADO CONSTITUTION OR ANY OTHER LAW? — [t5 (5] 43 (24 T &t 5 | 25] 98

Referendum 2A

(N

1S g6 Es) 12 {2 e P \P| ST 1043
REFERENDUM 2B AUTHORIZATION TO INCREASE CITY OF ASPEN SALES

TAXES BY .105% FOR FIVE YEARS TO FINANCE ONE-HALF : - -
OF THE PURCHASE OF BASS PARK FOR USE OF ONE-HALF OF THE PROPERTY AS A ’
PUBLIC PARK AND THE REMAINING HALF FOR AN AFFORDABLE HOUSING PROJECT

SHALL CITY OF ASPEN TAXES BE INCREASED UP TO $480,390.00 ANNUALLY BY THE
IMPOSITION OF AN ADDITIONAL .105% SALES TAX COMMENCING ON JANUARY 1,
2000, AND TERMINATING ON DECEMBER 31, 2004, TO REIMBURSE ONE HALF OF THE
CITY'S COST OF $3,400,000.00 WHICH IT PAID FOR THE PARK IN 1999, FOR USE OF
ONE-HALF OF SAID PROPERTY AS A PUBLIC PARK AND THE REMAINING HALF
LOCATED ON THE WESTERN SIDE OF THE PROPERTY TO BE DEVELOPED AS AN
AFFORDABLE HOUSING PROJECT AND FOR ADDITIONAL PARKS AND OPEN SPACE
MAINTENANCE; AND SHALL THE CITY OF ASPEN BE ENTITLED TO COLLECT AND
SPEND THE FULL REVENUES FROM SUGH TAX INCREASE REGARDLESS OF WHETHER
THE ANNUAL REVENUES FROM SUCH TAX INCREASE IN ANY YEAR AFTER THE FIRST )
FULL YEAR IN WHICH IT IS IN EFFECT EXCEED THE ESTI-

MATED DOLLAR AMOUNT STATED ABOVE AND WITHOUT

ANY OTHER LIMITATION OR CONDITION, AND WITHOUT LIM- Referendum 2B _

ITING THE COLLECTION OR SPENDING OF ANY REVENUES ) ‘ - —
OR FUNDS BY THE CITY OF ASPEN, UNDER ARTICLE X, Yes 94 mp - e FLe I iof -+ 3 l G2 72 bqﬁ[—
SECTION 20 OF THE COLORADO CONSTITUTION OR ANY , ~ ' - - i .
OTHER LAW? No 95mp 2 A 52| el (2 VAS Vs 26041245

a2 sed -

=4, 2oLt ]

' )y
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A REFERRED QUESTION TO AUTHORIZE AN ES CAST IN EACH
DM 28 | INGREASE IN CITY DEET FOR A DEDICATED, NIMBERS OF WARDS AND PRECINCTS AND VOT ot
EXCLUSIVE BUSWAY AVl yotes Cast
N e = F g ] PCT.
SHALL THE CITY OF ASPEN DEBT BE INCREASED BY AN AMOUNT NOT TO | g
EXCEED $16,000,000 WITH A MAXIMUM REPAYMENT COST OF $38,000,000
(BUT WITH NO INCREASE IN THE CITY’S EXISTING TAXES) FOR THE PUR- i
POSE OF BUYING OR CONSTRUCTING CAPITOL IMPROVEMENTS NECES-
SARY TO OPERATE A PERMANENTLY DEDICATED, EXCLUSIVE BUSWAY ON
STATE HIGHWAY 82 FROM BUTTERMILK SKI AREA ACROSS THE MAROLT
OPEN SPACE AND CONNECTING WITH MAIN STREET IN ACCORDANCE WITH
ALL THE TERMS AND CONDITIONS IN THE ENTRANCE TO ASPEN RECORD
OF DECISION AND THAT:
A) SUCH CAPITAL IMPROVEMENTS TO INCLUDE BUT NOT BE LIMITED TO: T
1) EXPANSION OF RUBEY PARK TRANSIT CENTER,
2) BUS LOADING PLATFORMS AND TRANSIT STOPS ALONG HIGHWAY 82,
3) EXPANSION OF BUS MAINTENANCE AND STORAGE FAGILITIES,
4) PURCHASE OF NEW CLEAN BURNING ALTERNATIVE FUEL BUSES, AND
REPLACEMENT OF EXISTING DIESEL BUSES, .
5) FUELING CENTER FOR CLEAN BURNING ALTERNATE FUEL VEHICLES,
B) PASSAGE OF THIS DEBT AUTHORIZATION WILL ONLY RESULT IN THE
CONSTRUCTION OF SAID DEDICATED BUSWAY IN THE EVENT THAT ' —-
PITKIN COUNTY’S HALF PENNY TRANSIT SALES TAX IS COMMITTED BY THOMAS PROPERTY, ACQUIRED FOR TRANSPORTATION PURPOSES,
THE VOTERS OF PITKIN COUNTY TO FUNDING.THE ONGOING OPERA- FOR A TWO LANE PARKWAY AND A CORRIDOR FOR BUSES AS
TIONS SUBSIDY OF IMPROVED RFTA SERVICES GONNEGTING TO AND DESCRIBED IN THE COLORADO DEPARTMENT OF TRANSPORTATION'S
USING SAID BUSWAY, AS WELL AS SETTING ASIDE ANNUALLY SUEFL. RECORD OF DECISION FOR THE ENTRANGE TO ASPEN PROJECT: PRO-
CIENT RESERVES FROM THE ONE HALF PENNY TRANSIT SALES TAXFOR ~ VIDED, HOWEVER, THAT THE USE OF THE CORRIDOR SHALL BE CON-
THE EVENTUAL UPGRADE OF THE INTERIM BUSWAY TRANSIT SYSTEM TO TINGENT UPON ENVIRONMENTAL AND HISTORIC RESOURGE MITIGA-
A LIGHT. RAIL TRANSIT STSTEM. TION MEASURES IDENTIFIED IN THE RECORD OF DECISION: AND THE
DEFEAT OF THIS DEBT AUTHORIZATION SHALL CONSTITUTE A DENIAL
C)APPROVAL OF THIS DEBT AUTHORIZATION SHALL ALSO CONSTITUTE OF THE USE OF THE ABOVE REFERENCED CITY PROPERTY AS A COR-
AUTHORIZATION TO THE CITY COUNCIL TO USE OR CONVEY TO THE RIDOR FOR BUSES; AND
STATE OF COLORADO, DEPARTMENT OF TRANSPORTATION, NECESSARY
RIGHTS OF WAY ACROSS GITY OWNED PROPENTY. INGLUDING THE SUCH DEBT TO GONSIST OF THE ISSUANCE AND PAYMENT OF REV-
MAROLT PROPERTY, ACQUIRED FOR OPEN SPACE PURPOSES, AND THE ~ ENUE BONDS, PAYABLE FROM THE CITY OF ASPEN'S PARKING REV-
ENUE AND GENERAL FUNDS, WHICH BONDS SHALL BE EXPRESSLY
CONDITIONED AND BINDING IN THEIR TERMS TO THE USE OF CITY
OPEN SPACES FOR THE SOLE PURPOSE OF A PERMANENT, DEDI-
GATED, EXCLUSIVE BUSWAY UNTIL SUCH TIME AS THE GITY OF ASPEN
UPGRADES SAID BUSWAY TO A LIGHT RAIL SYSTEM: AND
WHICH BONDS SHALL BEAR INTEREST AND MATURE, BE SUBJECT TO
REDEMPTION, WITH OR WITHOUT A PREMIUM, AND BE ISSUED, DATED,
AND SOLD, AT SUCH TIME OR TIMES, AT SUCH PRICES (AT, ABOVE, OR
BELOW PAR) AND IN SUCH MANNER AND CONTAINING SUGH TERMS,
NOT INCONSISTENT HEREWITH, AS THE GITY COUNCIL MAY DETER-
MINE, AND SHALL ANY EARNINGS (REGARDLESS OF AMOUNT) FROM
THE INVESTMENT OF SUCH BONDS CONSTITUTE VOTER APFROVED
REVENUE CHANGE?
o
Referendum 2C
Yes 111 mp ) IS 152 133 e €3 € 1330 %
SO No 112 mm 28 lwol 1q I3t 8l 5| laow Gl ZTF
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REFERENDUM 2D- AUTHORIZATION TO SPEND $158,275.00 IN EXCESS

PROPERTY TAXES

SHALL THE CITY OF ASPEN BE AUTHORIZED TO SPEND, WITHOUT
INCREASING TAXES, AN ESTIMATED $158,275.00 IN EXCESS 1998 PROP-

ERTY TAX REVENUES, FOR PEDESTRIAN IMPROVEMENTS THROUGHOUT
THE CITY OF ASPEN, INCLUDING, BUT NOT LIMITED TO, NEW SIDEWALKS

AND TRAILS LINKING RESIDENTIAL AREAS TO DOWNTOWN, FILLING IN
MISSING SIDEWALK LINKS AND ADDING PEDESTRIAN AMENITIES SUCH AS

BENCHES AND LIGHTING AS MAY BE RECOMMENDED BY AFFECTED

NEIGHBORHOODS, AND WITHOUT NECESSARILY REDUCING CURRENTLY
BUDGETED EXPENDITURES FOR SUCH IMPROVE-

Referendum 2D MENTS? 103 Yes

104 No

/]

AL

)

(%

¥

($¢52

&

4o

52

O

{0D

REFERENDUM 2E | AUTHORIZATION TO SELL BASS PARK

Shall the City be authorized to sell Bass Park on the free market to recover the

$3,400,000 of Affordable Housing Funds used to purchase

the property with a preference for development of an
Affordable Housing zone district project or park preserva-

tion?

109 No

108 Yes

32

&t

W\

42

(VU

2l

a4

4o

1374

45

OO

L

(B¢

REFERENDUM 2F | AUTHORIZATION TO DEVELOP THE ENTIRE BASS PARK
AS AN AFFORDABLE HOUSING PROJECT

. Shall the City be authorized to develop the entire site of

Bass Park as an affordable housing project to be subsidized
by the Housing Day Care Fund?

114 No

l 113 Yes

%

53

vy

3

19

) )

Lb

143

18l

15

S

21

|

118?4
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REFERENDUM 2G| AUTHORIZATION TO SELL A 37 ACRE PORTION OF THE [

219 ACRE BURLINGAME RANCH TO RECOVER MONIES s —+—
OF THE HOUSING DAY CARE FUND USED TO PURCHASE THE PROPERTY

Shall the City of Aspen be authorized to sell on the free market a 37 acre lot
located adjacent to the West Buttermilk Subdivision to reimburse the City's
Affordable Housing/Day Care Fund which was used to purchase the 219 acre
Burlingame Ranch for affordable housing, provided that prior to any sale, the lot is i
deed restricted to limit the potential development of the site to ensure compati-
bility of any future development to the surrounding neighborhood; said restrictions
to include (a) a single family residence with an attendant occupied employee
accessory dwelling unit, {b) an identified building envelope of approximately
30,000 square feet with the remaining 36 acre portion of the parcel encumbered
by a conservation easement, {c) a limitation on the size of the principal residence L
by limiting the floor area ratio (FAR} up to 5,000 sq. ft. or up to 7,000 sq. ft. with
the purchase and designation of two (@) Pitkin County
Transferable Development Rights (TDR's); (d) a height lim-
tation on any buildings of 24 feet as measured from exist- Referendum 2G
ing natural grade, and (e) landscaping limitations to

Wo (| {159

| | grac . | A |ua (181 g5 (12 (138 5

include xeriscaping and fire safety protection zones? Yes 124 mp 18y
. % €5 | 153140 Y+

No 125 mp X g oz o

REFERENDUM 2H| AMENDMENT TO ARTICLE 13.4 OF THE CITY OF ASPEN
HOME RULE CHARTER REQUIRING ANY OPEN SPACE

THAT iS SOLD OR CONVERTED TO OTHER USES TO BE REPLACED WITH
PROPERTY OF EQUIVALENT OR GREATER VALUE

Shall section 13.4 of the City of Aspen Home Rule Charter be amended by the '
addition of the following language to said section?
No real property acquired for open space purposes shall be sold, exchanged, dis-
posed of, or converted to other uses other than for recreational, agricultural .or
underground easement purposes, unless such open space is replaced with
ther open space property of equivalent or greater value
Zs of thz datg of szfl'e gr cgnver::on as deter?nined by the Referendum 2H
City Councii by resolution following a public hearing tak-

N 10 25
ing into consideration monetary, environmental, and aes- Yes 132 mp w3 244 214 243 e 143 ;
thetic values. No 133 meb . l{q 5% 25 $3 5 3¢ o

/45‘/_
33

¥ 0y
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REFERENDUM 2| ADVISORY QUESTION “A* {:

The Roaring Fork Valley’s current population is approximately 57,000 people. A

With existing approvals, zoning and growth rates, the valley’s population is P

expected to rise to 99,000 people by the year 2020. {Engineers expect this

growth to result in additional 120,000 auto trips per day on valley roads.)

Given this rapid growth, and given that currently over 31,000 cars use the ]

Castle Creek bridge on peak days, what limit to additional traffic on our streets

should guide the City of Aspen’s transportation policies? v

Please answer “yes” or “no” to each of the following: Referendum 2| A

{1) limit traffic to today's numbers (31,000 cars per Yes 142 mp I - W 23 3% g 2 84_ 3 15328 | 1D
day using the Castle Creek bridge), t

No 143 mmp \ " ez |wl izzr iz e 8l s B3

(2) limit traffic to a 2% annual growth rate (traffic dou- Yes 144 mp < &5 % :F'? S1 2 48 ‘{' 62- { :l"' 425
bles in 35 years) (46,064 cars per day using the D
Castle Creek bridge by 2020), No 145 3 ‘5f' "g( W léﬁ lb to:l‘."' Ll' 25?' @3 {

(3) limit traffic to a 4% annual growth rate {traffic dou- Yes 146 mp - 1 2T gf 2,?- 33 5 ﬁ [ =S 3 l
bles in 18 years) (67,925 cars per day using the - } 223 18 {2 P € | & (25 F
Castle Creek bridge by 2020), or No 147 mp 5 = ' ¢ 4' e 2

(4} unlimited traffic. Yes 148 mp . _-,b qu_ -_-'é’ 31 q 52 3 152 | 42 CR=h

No 149 mmp g8l 133l B3| gl 1o |10 = R2|3T| 44
P
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REFERENDUM 2J | ADVISORY QUESTION “B” N
If, as our valley grows and Aspen chooses to accommodate additional cars com- '
ing into town instead of improving our mass transportation systems, where would
you prefer to locate new parking garages?

Please answer “yes” or “no” to each of the following: Referendum 2J
(1) Build underground parking at Wagner Park, Paepcke Yes 158 mp - 08 12b @0 s g H 4 146 4z | F |
Park and other in-town locations (at a minimum of s
$30,000/space, 3,000 spaces woulid cost approximately No 159 msp 12b {FH 133 %2 5 ,oi. 5 (36 4‘.}- q Z.?
$90,000,000); Y
(2) Increase use of residential neighborhood-street parking Yes 160 mp [
for commuters and visitors; - 5;' 05' ?—Z _-',_7__ 8 ¢z 5 3"{' 25 c{ Z¢
No 161 mp .
_ , . _ 3 a3l g i | T ¢ le| 2R 6o I[FF
(3) Make mass transit work valleywide, use Park & Ride Y, 162 mp : i
Iotsthroughout the valley, and do not increase in-town es ‘ 158 198 I |oF g (24 (2 213 52 (o8¢
arking. n
parking No 163 mmb % 99| s %2 9 5 3 23 37 553
REFERENDUM 2K | ADVISORY QUESTION “C”
Please answer YES if you agree with the following statement or NG if you L
disagree: E
| am concerned that without a comprehensive valleywide mass transit system our
town will be overwhelmed with traffic in the future. | am concerned about conges-
tion, noise, air pollution, and our quality of life. | want the Aspen City Council to con-
tinue to work in cooperation with the other valley governments to develop a com- .
prehensive mass transit plan with complete design, construction, operations, and '
maintenance plans and accurate cost estimates for a pub-
lic comparison of a bus-only proposal, and a bus with rail Referendum 2K
proposal for a final selection via a bonding authorization T -
vote by the citizens of Aspen no later than November of the Yes 170 - : 152 bﬁf u Ibq /bg g / # ‘/ ”5 ‘/5- / o 8/
year 2000. -
i No 171 meb BT\l 18| Bl 9% Y 5/ 6| IH43] &/

the and T
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Ni NUMBERS OF WARDS AND PRECINCTS AND VOTES CAST IN EACH Total No.
MES OF CANDIDATES | OFFICE VOTED FOR AV of
OR PROPOSITIONS iy Votes Cast
— ( = >
R: 2-Year Term (Vote for One)
Charles Tarver 3 » qq' (p:l' CI'O o AT
Torre 4 » 2. \< '/ / 23 27 R
Helen Klanderud 5 e 2| | 23 223 WS
Rachel E. Richards 6 =) e _Pes| 1152 fed 4] TR
'OUNCIL: 4-Year Terms (Vote for Two)
Tim Semrau 9 » IZSb la"l' E 23] 8 =
Dan Kitchen 10 » B3 23 gl Y | ‘E-Cr
Pepper Gomes 11 7 ) _»_ —— H% 8’ l% =% | Eﬂ-f)
Sy Coleman 12 -) 13 :}?‘ &6 =l 523'
Mike McGarry ' 13 -> & 215 4:5 B 224,
Terry Paulson 14 -) 3&)"" 2](9 || 25 L N 19.:13
Andrew Kole 15 —) Z 4;!’ ifll T;" E;;‘l-
Robert “Kritz” Wilson 16 =) | ]
_t_v
T~ \YoTED | 2 o N
T Craieprs DAA
. —

STATE OF COLORADO, We, the undersigned, Canvassers of the Election
County of (P?%\L\L‘ ' iﬁ' on\.ﬁ'\ﬁ-d&—“d-athe 6’1
........ D CRFETDORD. |

_ij o
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QUESTION NO. |

CITY OF ASPEN TRUSCOTT PLACE BONDS

SHALL CITY OF ASPEN DEBT BE INCREASED BY UP TO $12,740,000,
WITH A MAXIMUM REPAYMENT COST OF $22,578,000, FOR THE
PURPOSE OF CONSTRUCTING AND EQUIPPING ADDITIONAL AFFORD-

ABLE HOUSING UNITS AND INFRASTRUCTURE IMPROVEMENTS AT OR —p
NEAR TRUSCOTT PLACE, WHICH DEBT SHALL BE PAYABLE FROM (1) '

RENT AND OTHER REVENUES FROM THE OPERATION OF TRUSCOTT
PLACE AND MONEYS IN THE CITY'S HOUSING/DAYCARE FUND THAT

ARE AVAILABLE FOR SUCH PURPOSE (THE “TRUSCOTT AND HOUSING/
DAYCARE FUND REVENUES™) AND (2) ALTHOUGH, BASED ON HIS-

TORICAL COLLECTIONS, TRUSCOTT AND HOUSING/DAYCARE REV-
ENUES ARE EXPECTED TC BE SUFFICIENT TO PAY THE PRINCIPAL OF,

PREMIUM, IF ANY, AND INTEREST ON SUCH DEBT AND TO OTHER-
WISE COMPLY WITH THE COVENANTS OF THE RESOLUTION OR

OTHER INSTRUMENTS GOVERNING SUCH DEBT, IF AND TO THE
EXTENT THE CITY COUNCIL DETERMINES THAT THE PROJECTED

TRUSCOTT AND HOUSING/DAYCARE FUND REVENUES WILL NOT BE
SUFFICIENT FOR SUCH PURPOSE IN ANY YEAR, FROM THE TAXES

DESCRIBED BELOW; SHALL CITY TAXES BE INCREASED BY UP TO e
$1,213,000 ANNUALLY IN ANY YEAR BY THE LEVY OF AD VALOREM

PROPERTY TAXES, WITHOUT LIMITATION AS TO RATE OR AMOUNT
OR ANY OTHER CONDITION, TO PAY THE PRINCIPAL OF, PREMIUM, IF

ANY, AND INTEREST ON SUCH DEBT AND TO OTHERWISE COMPLY
WITH THE COVENANTS OF THE RESOLUTION OR OTHER INSTRU-

MENTS GOVERNING SUCH DEBT IF AND TO THE EXTENT THE CITY
COUNCIL DETERMINES THAT THE PROJECTED TRUSCOTT AND
HOUSING/DAYCARE FUND REVENUES WILL NOT BE SUFFICIENT

THEREFOR; AND SHALL SUCH DEBT MATURE, BE SUBJECT TO RE-

DEMPTION, WITH OR WITHOUT PREMIUM, AND BE ISSUED, DATED
AND SOLD AT SUCH TIME OR TIMES, AT SUCH PRICES (AT, ABOVE OR

BELOW PAR) AND IN SUCH MANNER AND WITH SUCH TERMS, NOT
INCONSISTENT HEREWITH, AS THE CITY COUNCIL MAY DETERMINE?

YES 36 mp N | 1226) 2820 || | 1O

NO 37 medp 24| o8 21H <Io

g

QUESTION NO. 2

EXTENSION OF EXISTING ONE PERCENT REAL ESTATE TRANSFER TAX

- EMPLOYEE HOUSING

Shall the City of Aspen one percent (1%) real estate transfer 1ax authorized by )
Section 23.48.070 of the Aspen Municipal Code, earmarked for the purchase of

land, and the construction and maintenance of employee housing, be extended
beyond its current expiration date of December 31, 2004, to December 31, 20247

YES 45 wep | - S kel M \BHLIOH

NO 46 == (&1 63 153 13| St

STATE_OF COLORADO, We, the undersigned, Canvasers of the Election B bz ax SO _in the State of Colorado,
ty o‘f< : A - on... election of ._£.124F ol S 49 NG L ? ________
s TV e L .
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QUESTION NO. 3

CITY OF ASPEN .20% SALES TAX INCREASE ~ ISIS THEATER

SHALL CITY OF ASPEN TAXES BE INCREASED UP TO $880,000.00
ANNUALLY (FIRST FULL FISCAL YEAR TAX INCREASE) BY THE
IMPOSITION OF AN ADDITIONAL .20% SALES TAX COMMENCING ON
JULY 1, 2001, AND TERMINATING JUNE 30, 2005, TO LEASE AND o
OPERATE THE ISIS THEATER BUILDING, AND TO EQUIP THE THE- ‘
ATERS WITH ALL NECESSARY SCREENS, FIXTURES, FURNISHINGS .
AND EQUIPMENT; PROVIDED, HOWEVER, THAT THE CITY IS ABLE
TO NEGOTIATE A LEASE WITH THE OWNERS OF THE ISIS THEATER
BUILDING THAT INCLUDES A MINIMUM TERM OF FOUR YEARS, AND
MINIMUM LEASE EXTENSIONS OF SIXTEEN YEARS; AND, PROVIDED
FURTHER, THAT ALL PROFITS OR EXCESS INCOME GENERATED
DURING THE PERIOD OF THE LEASE SHALL BE REINVESTED IN THE
EXTENSION OF THE LEASE AND OPERATION OR PURCHASE OF THE
BUILDING, AND ANY EXCESS FUNDS SHALL BE DEDICATED TO
FUNDING ARTS PROGRAMS AND EVENTS FOR THE YOUTH OF
ASPEN?

YES 56 medp . 195 96 3| 1wzl &y
NO 57 wp | gz (2% 2 1365

, in the State of Colorado,

ST A ] F We, the undersigned, Canvassers of jon R Returns Election held in said. .
O : COLORADO, e, gned, the Electi -, an riectio) -

8. the . : day of Aqg - A. D, 20 &7, fof the election of ... £7/5- ] 7 SO T j ........ a ________ IA AL

«g é : - o a 0 ;

LEAH NS I -
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QUESTION NO. 4

USE OF CITY OWNED PROPERTY FOR TRANSPORTATION
CORRIDOR

Shall the City Council be authorized to use or to convey to the State
of Colorado necessary rights of way (including tempaorary construc-
tion easements) across City owned property including, but not
limited to, the Marolt and Thomas properties, acquired for open
space and transportation purposes, for a two lane parkway, and
separate transit lanes to be used exclusively for buses until such time
as the community supports the construction and funding of a light
rail transit system; subject to the following measures and conditions:

- The proposed two lane parkway and exclusive bus lanes shall be
constructed and used in the future only as permitted by the
August 1998 Colorado Department of Transportation Record of
Decision for the State Highway 82 Entrance to Aspen Project,
including all environmental and historic mitigation measures set
forth therein; —

- A cut and cover tunnel of no less than 400 feet to return to open
space approximately 2 acres or more of Marolt open space;

- A new Castle Creek bridge designed to be sensitive to the envi-
ronment and community character;

- A landscaping plan to include plantings, berms and depression,
and other methods to mitigate environmental and neighborhood
concerns along the entire EIS corridor; and,

- Approval of this ballot measure shall not be construed as super-
ceding the approval granted by the electorate in November 1996
for the use of City owned property for the construction of a two
lane parkway and corridor for light rail transit system?

YES 75 = - © 28] lissl jzsd |20 S
NO 76 =y oeg |99 laesf|  |237| Lo

QUESTION NO. 5

USE OF CITY OWNED PROPERTY FOR ROUNDABOUT AT CEMETERY
LANE SIGNAL LIGHT

Shall the City of Aspen be authorized to use or convey to the State of Colorado,
necessary rights of way (including temporary construction easements) on City
owned property including the Marolt and Thomas properties, acquired for open
space and transportation purposes, in order to replace the traffic signal at Cem-
etery Lane with a roundabout and keep Highway 82 in a two-lane configuration
from Buttermilk into Aspen on the existing $-curve alignment?
YES 83 *

e A L 84| S
NO 84 —) ‘ﬁs 22D 3% 2% 259

. R . . -
We, the undersigned, Canvassers of the Election —a_. Beturns of an Election held in said
Cmizﬁ-]}p(gfutcl-iOLORADo’ - on.\ L_Zthe % - : day of d‘aﬂ' , A. D 20672 , for the elettion of ... L LR T
............ Loolt- 2 b RUETIAR,. —
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QUESTION NO. 6

MUNICIPAL GOLE COURSE AND TRUSCOTT PLACE REDEVELOPMENT

approximately 2.032 acres of land and two buildings with 46 housing units within
the existing Truscott Affordable Housing {Lot 3 of the Third Amended Plat of the
Aspen Golf Course Subdivision), to a partnership of which the Aspern/Pitkin T I
County Housing Authority, or other non-profit organization, shall be the control-
ling generat partner, to facilitate favorable tax exempt financing for the develop- :
ment of additional affordable housing at Truscott Place? This financing will allow i
the City of Aspen to decrease the necessary subsidy for 99 new units and the
redevelopment of 46 existing units by approximately three million dollars
($3,000,000).

YES 92 wp -

Shall the City of Aspen be authorized to enter into fong term leases or [0 sell !
|

li :
|

NO 93 mp 3 536 |3k |1zsg| 2203 }

- yAC 2  [ AN 70) B e = =

STA F COLORADOQ,
County of. T4y ' 88, ¥ € Sl _ e ey HBCHOR ABIE I B e e ity N
| LY IOAS A D20 for t}::f{;%" by

D
\
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 RIGHT-OF-WAY EASEMENT

The City of Aspen, a home rule municipality of the County of Pitkin, State of Colorado,
with its principal office located at 130 S. Galena St., Aspen, Colorado 81611, here referred to as
Grantor, in consideration of TEN AND NO/100 DOLLARS ($10.00) and other valuable
consideration the receipt and sufficiency of which is hereby acknowledged, including the
agreements contained in this instrument and that certain Memorandum of Understanding
between Grantor, Grantee and the Federal Highway Administration dated July 27, 1998, grants
to the State of Colorado, Department of Transportation, whose legal address is 4201 East
Arkansas Avenue, Denver, Colorado 80222 of the City and County of Denver, Colorado, here
referred to as Grantee, a right-of-way easement to construct, operate and maintain a two lane
- parkway and a corridor for a light rail transit system (to be constructed when the financing is

available), but for no other purpose or purposes, portions of Grantor’s property described in
Exhibit 1 appended hereto and incorporated herein as if fully set forth (the “Right-of-Way™).
This grant is made on the following terms and conditions:

1. The light rail transit system shall be. built only after adequate financing
mechanisms and final design details are identified and approved by public vote of the citizens of
the Grantor, ' _

2.. The two lane parkway and comidor for a light rail transit system shall be
constructed m full compliance with all provisions relating to the construction of a two lage
‘parkway and light rail transit system of that certain State Highway 82 Entrance to Aspen Record
of Decision, Project STA 082A-008, issued by the Colorado Department of Transportation and

Federal Highway Administration in August 1998, and ‘that certain Memorandum of = -
Understanding between Granto;, Grantee, and the Federal Highway Administration dated July =+
27, 1998, including, but not limited to, all environmental and historic mitigation measures - - -

identified therein. The platform width and maximum total right-of-way width for each corridor’
-section of the two lane parkway and corridor for a light rail transit system shall be no greater
than as described in Table 1 on page 2 of the Record of Decision. '

3. The use of the Right-of-Way shall be cdntingent upon environmental and historic
resource mitigation measures including, but not limited to:

a. A cut and cover tunnel of no less than 400 feet to return public open space
approximately 2 acres or more of Marolt open space. ' :

b. The return to open space of the portion of State highway 82 between |
. Cemetery Lane and the Maroon Creek intersection to be abandoned by CDOT.

c.  The acquisition of other deed restricted open space of equal value _and" |

" equal or greater acreage to replace any net loss in open space. -




d An alicnmeﬁt of the two-lane parkway and corridor for 4 light rail transit
system that is designed to be as sensitive as possible to the location of the historic
Holden Smeltmg and M1111ng Complex and Museum

e. The total use of open space shall be the minimum possible, consistent Wlth .
_good design.
f. The design of the proposed bndge shall be .:ens1t1ve to the environment

. and commumty character

g. A landscaping plan to i.nclude plantings, berms and depressions, and other
methods to mitigate environmental and ne1ghborhood concerns along the entire
two-lane parkway and corndor fora 11ght ra11 transit system

4. Before the start of any constructlon on any part of the R1c,ht-of “Way referenced
herem, Grantor shall have reviewed and approved all landscaping plans, .final highway, bridge
and light rail corridor designs, and final bid packages applicable thereto, and all plans developed -
to ensure compliance with the above referenced Memorandum of Understandmg,"ﬂle'Record of
Decision, and the environmental and historic Tesource rmtlgatlon requirements set forth at
N paragraph 3 above. '

_ . Before Grantee commences any ground disturbing activity on any portion of the
Right-of-Way referenced herein necessary for preliminary engineering or design work, Grantor
shall have reviewed and approved all such proposed activity to ensure that the proposed

disturbance is the minimum reasonably necessary and. if construction is not commenced within

one year, Grantee shall rc-vegetatc and landscape 1mmed1ately aﬂer the completmn of such
act1V1ty : S :

* . .In witness whereof, Grantor,'bj'f' its duly authorized representatives, has executed this instrument
on the date set opposite his or her signature below.

- City of Aspen, a Home Rule Municipality

Date: &S — 0= o M 4 M )

Stephen H. Barwick,
City Manager of the City of Aspen




© State of Colorado Y P
o ) ss.
- Countyof Pitkin )

The foregoing - instrument was acknowledged before me this {5#/ day of
A4 , 2002, by Stephen H. Barwick, City Manager of the City of Aspen.

Witness my hand and official seal.

ommission expires:

: (v
' ublic
- JPW-08/14/2002- right-of-way-cdot_080802

Prisclila Dawn Prohl / Notary Public . : .

My Commission Expires 6/25/2003 _ R,
. 601 E. Hopkins I ' :

~ Aspen, CO 81611

"""""""




PROJECT NUMBER: NH 0821.055 UNIT 1
- PARCEL NUMBER: A-101
- " Project Code: 12639
"7 Date: April 26, 1999

Sy

~ A act or parce] of Jand No. A-101 of the Department of Transportation, State of Colerado, Project
No. NH 0821-055 Unit 1 comtaining 2.355 acres, more or less, in the Southwest Quarter of Section 12,
Township 10 South, Range 85 West, of the Sixth Principal Meridian, in P:thn County, Colorado, said ract’
or parcel being more particularly described as follows: _ ) _ ,

. BEGINNING at 2 point on the Southerly Right of Way line of Colorado State Highway 82 (Proj.
- No. AWP 2012-B, Nov. 1937), from which the West Quarter corner of said Section 12 bears North 48° 21
33" West, a distance of 718.67 feet; . ‘ - : B

1. Thencs albhg said'Soﬁtherly Right of Way line and aloﬁé the arc éf a curve to the left wzth "
a radius of 1,196.00 feet, a central angle 19° 44' 58", an arc length of 412.25 feet and a
. (chord which bears North 85° 07' 58" East, a distance of 410.22 feet); .

2. Thence continuing ‘along said Southerly Right of Way lifie, North 75° 15 29" East, &
distance of 148.50 feet. AR ‘ T
3. Thence South 57° 28" 43" East, a distance of 137.80 feet,
'4. " Thence South 42° 18' 36" East, a distance of 128,80 feet.
5. Thence South 33° 13' 52" East, a distance of 28119 fee:t_ to t_he.WesterIy Iifi'e,‘ of Marolt -
.. Ranch, a subdivision plat recorded at Plat Book 12, Page 1,in the. records of Pitiin County
- Colorado; L ' : o - A ’
6. Thence South 26° 19' 05" West along said Westerly line, a distance of 152.63 feet,
7. Thenée North 39° 24' 44" West, a distance ;Sf 128.36 feet. |

© 8 Thence North 34° 22' 28" West, a distance of 221.35 feer,

B 9. | r'ThencelNc.:&rtl_n. 4_8"_18_"20" Wesr,adlstanccof17336feet L

| HASOSOOAROWILEGALNA- 101, WPD
Aprit 26,1999 i




10, Thence Norta 73° 48 09" West, a distance of 139.90 fest,
11. Thence N orth 84" 59 33" West, a dlstance of 372.82 feet to the POINT OF BEGIM\TH\JG

' The zbove described parcel conta.ms 102, 603 square fzet (2.355 acres), mo:e or less

o EASIS OF BEARING: North 00° 55' 28" East, 2,634.28 feet, along the West line of the Northwest Quarter -
- of Section 12, Township 10 South, Range 85 West, of the Sixth Principal Meridian. The Northwest cormer.

of Section 12 being 2 3.5" B.L.M. Brass cap, 1954 The West Quarte.r corner of Section 12 being a 2. 50"
- G.L.O. Brass cap, on iron plpe
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Statement and Certificate of Determination of an Election held in Cé%

s Colorado, on the
5 day of W 208 2
—ar _
IWMBERS OF WARDS AND PRECINCTS AND VOTES CAST IN EAC_H Total No.
NAMES OF CANDIDATES | OFFICE VOTED FOR
OR PROPOSITIONS

AV.] Votes Cast
Al (2] [=] 14 Al Tl 13 (= a] o] lev| A Be( | ™"

County

REFGRENOUM 1C °
STATE HIGHWAY 82 ALIGNMENT AT THE
© {ENTRANGE TO ASPEN )

Which allgnment for the Entrance to Aspen do you
prater?
{Choose only one),™

O S Curves (axisting allgnment); or 5

wl 2 2o~ 125 om i a9 i |33 (692 Yzb (23 o9
O tigtsorns o coessve. 1 ezl e |z A

3| \® 2o lud o |et |42 |29 226>

-

LAY

+ REFERENDUM 2C
AMENDMENT TO CITY OF ASPEN HOME

RAULE CHARTER - PUBLICATION OF-
ORDINANCES

Shell Ordinance No. 32, Sarles of 2002, be
adopted? This ordinance propeses o amend the |,

Clty of Aspen Home Rule Charter by changing i
the requirement for the full text publlcation of

ardinances and Instead allow for proposed and
‘adopled ordinances to be published by tite only.

o ves 18] |84] (uz{ [12% 5
LY | ' 120 183 e 8 |59

34
1%

31
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STATE OF COLORADO,

We, the undersigned, Canvassers of the Election _“EMms of aa Election held in said
County of.

. oy in the State of Colorado,
. {City or Town of)
. day Qf___ -

______________________ ' on. the...

eeemm e




W«zsﬁ&, the
: Colorado, on <
. . . = M ¥ g .
Statement and Certificate of Determination of an Election held in "
day _of,_%/_(-m#—y ‘2&—
- IN EACH Total No.
3 IWMBERS OF WARDS AND PRECINCTS AND VOTES CAST . !
- REFERENDUM 20 - - - AV, Votes Cast
NAMES OF CANDIDATES TROLLEYGARS - - l = = W w PCT. |
OR PROPOSITIONS Shali.the City of Aspen conlinue to own cartaln & i -

trollay cara and continue to.cooperate with the
Aapen Slrest Railway Company ("ASRGCY), a
non-profit corporation established by Aspen

cliizens to refurbish said trolley cars and

Introduca their use along Cily right-of-ways, |
provided that: ‘

The tralley tars are refurblshed and tha

requisits tracks are built at an estimated
E cost af $5.5 milllon at no public BXpense;

The troileys do not requlre overhead wiras

and shall have on-board, self contalnad
power to operate; -

The proposed routa of the trolley system I
shall be.approximately from the Rubey Park

—
triansit center, down Galena Street, looping
around the Rlo Grande Park, and en

ding In. -
the vicinlty.of the Paost Office; ’

Any lrolley barn or storage and
maintenance facllity with all necessary,
equipment Is constructed at the beginning

of the Rio Grande trall adjacent to tha Post .- |
Offica at no public expenss;

Priar to tha slart of any construction, ASRC
posts a completion bond In a sum sufflcient
lo cover the tolal anlicipated capital costs of

. the trallay system;
, The City 13 sallsfled that the aperational

costs of lhe proposed trolley system are
equal to or less than the total costs for
operaling that portlon of the current Galena

Street shutile that it replaces; -
Tha City pravides the usa of the land
necessatry lo accommadalte a trolley barn or

slorage and malntenance facllity deemed
necessary for the successful operation of
-he frolley system; :

The Clty assumnes all operational costs
upon acceptance of the rolley system; and :

The Yoliay aystem complles In all respects -
wlith the Americans With Dlsablll!lealAcl. b

And, provided further, that the City Manager Is
authorized to.dispose of the trolley cars and

£easa cocperalion with ASRC Inthe event that

‘ASRG Is unabie to complete the following task by
'| the deadlines set forth: .

On or befara December 31, 2003; ASHG i
shall, at their sole cost, prepare requislia

engineerng and operational analysls for the ——
constructlon and operation of-the gropesed
\rofiey system as needed lor the safe and

efficient operaticn of the system and as
necessary to ablaln al requisite permits and

approvals; ) B [
Cn or betore December 31, 2008, ASRC
shall, al thelr sole cost, ralse sufficlent funds!

1o pay for the cosl of refurblshing the trolley |
cars, lay rolley tracks on City rignt-of-ways, :
and construct all attendant facilities requlred!

t0 aperate and malnlain the troliey system; *
and

On or before Octobér 31, 2008, ASRC shall,

&l thelr sole cost, compieta all construction
for the troltey system. : :

28] il WD 203 B 099 1 4o nWsS%
() YES - L -

(-
- to- Y TS, Y 473 1% l.?p\.‘{-
QNO . o

AEFERENDUM 2E - '

STATE HIGHWAY 82 ALIGNMENT AT THE
ENTRANGCE TO ASPEN | . B

Which allgnment for Ihe Entrance 1o Aspen do
you prafar?

(Chaose only ona).

. C) *S* Curves (existing allgnment); or - !65 ;t:!" lg'} % Sﬁ :T ?‘ \\125%
. ) Modlfled Dlrect alignment a.cross the | ' ‘q u? “"b ‘ ‘q? 15 5)4 5 ! .
| . Returns of an Election held in said.. e : , in the State of Colorado,
STATE OF COLORADO, . We, the undersigned, Canvassers of the Election ey ot - P K o
' on the s -—
County of et






