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PROPERTY MGMT. NO.:100259

PROJECT NO.: STR 0821-029, Unit 3

PROJ. CODE: 10211 (original) 12269 (current)
PARCEL NO.:302-L

LOCATION: SH82, & Brush Creek Road (Brush
Creek Park N Ride Lot)

LEASE AGREEMENT
(Vacant Land)

THIS LEASE AGREEMENT made and entered into this day of , by and
between the State of Colorado acting by and through the Colorado Department of Transportation, CDOT,
hereinafter referred to as "Lessor", and the City of Aspen and the Roaring Fork Transportation
Authority, hereinafter referred to as "Lessee".

WITNESSETH:

NOW, THEREFORE, in consideration of the mutual promises contained herein, the parties hereto agree
as follows:

1. PREMISES, Lessor hereby leases and demises unto Lessee the Premises, hereinafter referred
to as "Premises" located in Lots 9 & 10 Section 21, Township 9 South, Range 85 West of the 6"
Principle Meridian in Pitkin County. The Premises, known and described as Parcel 302-L, of Project
STR 0821-029, Unit 3, includes approximately 21.440 acres of land area. The leased Premises being as
shown on the plat attached hereto, made a part hereof and marked "Exhibit A," and as shown on the plat
attached hereto, made part hereof and marked “Exhibit B.”

2. TERM The term of this Lease shall begin on May 15, 2015 and end on May 14, 2020, subject to
the cancellation and termination provisions herein.

3. RENT. Lessee shall pay $250.00 for the term hereof. Payments shall be made payable to the
Colorado Department of Transportation at:

Colo. Dept. of Transportation

C/o Accounting Receipts & Deposits
4201 East Arkansas Ave., Rm. 212
Denver, CO 80222

or at such place as Lessor from time to time designates by notice as provided herein.

4, USE. It is understood and agreed that the Lessee intends to use the Premises only for a Park
and Ride Facility and associated landscaping in accordance with that Intergovernmental Agreement
Brush Creek Park-N-Ride Management, Maintenance and Use Plan dated May 23, 2005, by and among
the City of Aspen, the Town of Snowmass Village, the Board of County Commissioners of the County of
Pitkin and the Roaring Fork Transportation Authority, the provisions of which Intergovernmental
Agreement are incorporated herein by this reference with regard to the duties and obligations of the City
of Aspen and the Roaring Fork Transportation Authority. The Premises may not be used for any other
purpose without the specific written prior permission of the Lessor. Any other use of the Premises shall
constitute material breach of this Lease and may cause this Lease to terminate immediately at the
Lessor’s option.
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5. TAXES, UTILITIES, MAINTENANCE AND OTHER EXPENSES. It is understood and agreed that
this Lease shall be an absolute Net Lease with respect to Lessor, and that all taxes, assessments,
insurance, utilities and other operating costs and the cost of all maintenance, repairs, and improvements,
and all other direct costs, charges and expenses of any kind whatsoever respecting the Premises shall be
borne by Lessee and not by the Lessor so that the rental return to Lessor shall not be reduced, offset or
diminished directly or indirectly by any cost or charge. Lessee shall maintain the Premises in good repair
and in tenable condition free of trash and debris during the term of this Lease. Lessor shall have the right
to enter the Premises at any time for the purpose of making necessary inspections.

6. HOLD HARMLESS. To the extent permitted by law the Lessee shall save, indemnify and hold
harmless the Lessor and FHWA for any liability for damage or loss to persons or property resulting from
Lessee's occupancy or use of the

Premises.

7. OWNERSHIP. The State of Colorado is the owner or the Premises. Lessor warrants and
represents himself to be the authorized agent of the State of Colorado for the purposes of granting this
Lease.

8. LEASE ASSIGNMENT. Lessee shall not assign this Lease and shall not sublet the demised
Premises without specific written permission of the Lessor and will not permit the use of said Premises to
anyone, other than Lessee, its agents or employees, without the prior written consent of Lessor.

9. APPLICABLE LAW. The laws of the State of Colorado and rules and regulations issued pursuant
thereto shall be applied in the interpretation, execution and enforcement of this Lease. Any provision of
this Lease, whether or not incorporated herein by reference, which provides for arbitration by any extra-
judicial body or person or which is otherwise in conflict with said laws, rules and regulations shall be
considered null and void. Nothing contained in any provision incorporated herein by reference which
purports to negate this or any other special provision in whole or in part shall be valid or enforceable or
available in any action at law whether by way of compliant, defense or otherwise. Any provision rendered
null and void by the operation of this provision will not invalidate the remainder of this Lease to the extent
that this Agreement is capable of execution.

10. CANCELLATION. Both parties understand that at any time before the scheduled expiration of
the term of this Lease, Lessor has the right to cancel the Lease without liability by giving the Lessee
90-day written notice of its intention to cancel the Lease. The notice shall be hand delivered, posted on
the Premises, or sent to the Lessee, at the address of the Lessee contained herein by Certified Malil,
return receipt requested. This Lease may also be canceled by the Lessee by giving the Lessor __90-day
written notice of their intent to do so.

11. COMPLETE AGREEMENT. This Lease, including all exhibits, supersedes any and all prior
written or oral agreements and there are no covenants, conditions or agreements between the parties
except as set forth herein. No prior or contemporaneous addition, deletion, or other amendment hereto
shall have any force or affect whatsoever unless embodied herein in writing. No subsequent novation,
renewal, addition, deletion or other amendment hereto shall have any force or effect unless embodied in
a written contract executed and approved pursuant to the State Fiscal Rules.

12. CAPTIONS, CONSTRUCTION, AND LEASE EFFECT. The captions and headings used in this
Lease are for identification only, and shall be disregarded in any construction of the Lease provisions. All
of the terms of this Lease shall inure to the benefit of and be binding upon the respective heirs,
successors, and assigns of both the Lessor and the Lessee. If any provision of this Lease shall be
determined to be invalid, illegal, or without force by a court of law or rendered so by legislative act then
the remaining provisions of this Lease shall remain in full force and effect.
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13. NO BENEFICIAL INTEREST. The signatories aver that to their knowledge, no state employee
has any personal or beneficial interest whatsoever in the service or property described herein.

14. NO VIOLATION OF LAW. The Lessee shall not commit, nor permit the commission of, any act or
thing, which shall be a violation of any ordinance of the municipality, City, County, or of any law of the
State of Colorado or the United States. The Lessee shall not use the Premises for any manner, which
shall constitute a nuisance or public annoyance. The signatories hereto aver that they are familiar with
18-8-301, et seq., (Bribery and Corrupt Influences) and 18-8-401, et seq., (Abuse of Public Office),
C.R.S., as amended, and that no violation of such provisions is present. The signatories aver that to their
knowledge, no state employee has any personal or beneficial interest whatsoever in the service or
property described herein.

15. NOTICE. Any notice required or permitted by this Lease may be delivered in person or sent by
registered or certified mail, return receipt requested, to the party at the address as hereinafter provided,
and if sent by mail it shall be effective when posted in the U.S. Mail Depository with sufficient postage
attached thereto:

LESSOR: LESSEE: LESSEE:

Colo. Dept. of Transportation John D. Krueger Dan Blankenship

Property Management Manager Director of Transportation CEO - RFTA

15285 S. Golden Rd., Bldg. 47 City of Aspen Roaring Fork

Golden, Colorado 80401 130 S. Galena St. Transportation Authority

Aspen, CO 81611 2307 Wulfsohn Road,

Glenwood Springs,
CO 81601

Tel: (303) 512-5505 (970) 920-5042 (970) 384-4981

Notice of change of address shall be treated as any other notice. The Lessee warrants that the address
listed above is the Lessee's current mailing address and that the Lessee will notify the Lessor in writing of
any changes in that address within ten (10) days of such change.

16. HOLDING OVER. If the Lessor allows the Lessee to occupy or use the Premises after the
expiration or sooner termination of this Lease, the Lessee becomes a Holdover Tenant and shall be a
month-to-month Lessee subject to all the laws of the State of Colorado applicable to such tenancy. The
rent to be paid by Lessee during such continued occupancy shall be the same being paid by Lessee as of
the date of expiration or sooner termination. Lessor and Lessee each hereby agree to give the other
party at least thirty (30) days written notice prior to termination of this holdover tenancy.

17. CHIEF ENGINEER'S APPROVAL. This Lease shall not be deemed valid until it has been
approved by the Chief Engineer of the Colorado Department of Transportation and by the Lessee.

18. HAZARDOUS MATERIALS. The Lessee agrees to defend, indemnify and hold harmless the
Lessor and any employees, agents, contractors, and officials of the Lessor against any and all damages,
claims, liability, loss, fines or expenses, including attorney's fees and litigation costs, related to the
presence, disposal, release or clean-up of any contaminants, hazardous materials or pollutants on, over,
under, from or affecting the property subject to this Lease, which contaminants or hazardous materials
the Lessee or its employees, agents, contractors or officials has caused to be located, disposed, or
released on the property. The Lessee shall also be responsible for all damages, claims and liability to the
soil, water, vegetation, buildings or personal property located thereon as well as any personal injury or
property damage related to such contaminants or hazardous materials.
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19. NO NEW PERMANENT STRUCTURES OR IMPROVEMENTS. No new permanent structures or
improvements of any kind shall be erected or moved upon the Premises by the Lessee without the
express written prior permission of the Lessor. Any such structure or improvement erected or moved
upon the Premises without the express written consent of the Lessor may be immediately removed by the
Lessor at the expense of the Lessee. Further, any structures, improvements or items of any kind
remaining on the Premises at the termination of the Lease will be considered abandoned by the Lessee
and may be immediately removed by Lessor at the Lessee’s expense.

20. BINDING AGREEMENT. This Lease shall be binding upon and inure to the benefit of the
partners, heirs, executors, administrators, and successors of the respective parties hereto.

21. DEFAULT. If: (1) Lessee shall fail to pay any rent or other sum payable hereunder for a period of
10 days after the same is due; (2) Lessee shall fail to observe, keep or perform any of the other terms,
agreements or conditions contained herein or in regulations to be observed or performed by Lessee and
such default continues for a period of 30 days after notice by Lessor; (3) This Lease or any interest of
Lessee hereunder shall be levied upon by any attachment or execution, then any such event shall
constitute an event of default by Lessee. Upon the occurrence of any event of default by Lessee
hereunder, Lessor may, at its option and without any further notice or demand, in addition to any other
rights and remedies given hereunder or by law, do any of the following:

(a) Lessor shall have the right, so long as such default continues, to give notice of termination to
Lessee. On the date specified in such notice (which shall not be less than 3 days after the giving of such
notice) this Lease shall terminate.

(b) In the event of any such termination of this Lease, Lessor may then or at any time thereafter,
re-enter the Premises and remove there from all persons and property and again repossess and enjoy
the Premises, without prejudice to any other remedies that Lessor may have by reason of Lessee's
default or of such termination.

(c) The amount of damages which Lessor may recover in event of such termination shall include,
without limitation, (1) the amount at the time of award of unpaid rental earned and other sums owed by
Lessee to Lessor hereunder, as of the time of termination, together with interest thereon as provided in
this Lease, (2) all legal expenses and other related costs incurred by Lessor following Lessee's default
including reasonable attorneys' fees incurred in collecting any amount owed hereunder (3) any damages
to the property beyond its present condition.

(d) Upon the Lessee's failure to remove its personal property from the Premises after the
expiration of the term of this Lease, Lessor may in its sole discretion, without notice to or demand upon
Lessee, remove, sell or dispose of any and all personal property located on the Premises. Lessee waives
all claims for damages that may be caused by Lessor's removal of property as herein provided.

22. INSURANCE. (Revised 2006 per State Controller Requirements)

(a) The Lessee shall obtain and maintain, at all times during the duration of this Lease,
insurance in the kinds and amounts detailed below. The Lessee shall require any Contractor working for
Lessee on the Premises to obtain like coverage. The following insurance requirements must be in effect
during the entire term of the Lease. Lessee shall, at its sole cost and expense, obtain insurance on its
inventory, equipment and all other personal property located on the Premises against loss resulting from
fire, theft or other casualty.
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(b) Workers’ Compensation Insurance as required by State statute, and Employer’s Liability
Insurance covering all employees acting within the course and scope of their employment and work on
the activities authorized by this Lease in Paragraph 4.

(c) Commercial General Liability Insurance written on ISO occurrence form CG 00 01 10/93
or equivalent, covering Premises operations, fire damage, blanket contractual liability, personal injury,
and advertising liability with minimum limits as follows:

1. $1,000,000 each occurrence;
2. $2,000,000 general aggregate;
3. $50,000 any one fire.

If any aggregate limit is reduced below $1,000,000 because of claims made or paid, the Lessee,
or as applicable, its Contractor, shall immediately obtain additional insurance to restore the full
aggregate limit and furnish to CDOT a certificate or other document satisfactory to CDOT
showing compliance with this provision.

(d) If any operations are anticipated that might in any way result in the creation of a pollution
exposure, Lessee shall also provide Pollution Legal Liability Insurance with minimum limits of liability of
$1,000,000 Each Claim and $1,000,000 Aggregate. CDOT shall be named as an Additional Insured to
the Pollution Legal Liability Policy. The Policy shall be written on a Claims Made form with an extended
reporting period of at least two years following the expiration date of the Lease or with the continuation of
policy coverage for at least two years following the expiration date of the Lease.

(e) Umbrella or Excess Liability Insurance with minimum limits of $1,000,000. This policy
shall become primary (drop down) in the event the primary Liability Policy limits are impaired or
exhausted. The Policy shall be written on an Occurrence form and shall be following form of the primary.
The following form Excess Liability shall include CDOT as an Additional Insured.

)] CDOT shall be named as Additional Insured on the Commercial General Liability
Insurance policy. Coverage required by the Lease will be primary over any insurance or self-insurance
program carried by the State of Colorado.

(9) The Insurance shall include provisions preventing cancellation or non-renewal without at
least 30 days prior notice to CDOT by certified mail to the address contained in this document.

(h) The insurance policies related to the Lease shall include clauses stating that each carrier
will waive all rights of recovery, under subrogation or otherwise, against CDOT, its agencies, institutions,
organizations, officers, agents, employees and volunteers.

() All policies evidencing the insurance coverage required hereunder shall be issued by
insurance companies satisfactory to CDOT.

)] In order for this Lease to be executed, the Lessee, or as applicable, the Lessee’s
Contractor, shall provide certificates showing insurance coverage required by this Lease to CDOT prior to
the execution of this Lease. No later than 30 days prior to the expiration date of any such coverage, the
Lessee or Contractor shall deliver to the Notice Address of CDOT certificates of insurance evidencing
renewals thereof. At any time during the term of this Lease CDOT may request in writing, and the Lessee
or Contractor shall thereupon within 10 days supply to CDOT, evidence satisfactory to CDOT of
compliance with the provisions of this section. Insurance coverage must be in effect or this Lease is in
default.
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(k) Notwithstanding subsection (a.) of this section, if the Lessee is a “public entity” within the
meaning of the Colorado Governmental Immunity Act CRS 24-10-101, et seq., as amended (“Act’), the
Lessee shall at all times during the term of this Lease maintain only such liability insurance, by
commercial policy or self-insurance, as is necessary to meet its liabilities under the Act. Upon request by
CDOT, the Lessee shall show proof of such insurance satisfactory to CDOT. Public entity Lessees are
not required to name CDOT as an Additional Insured.

()  If the Lessee engages a Contractor to act independently from the Lessee on the Premises,
that Contractor shall be required to provide an endorsement naming CDOT as an Additional Insured on
Contractor's Commercial General Liability and Umbrella or Excess Liability policies.

IN WITNESS WHEREOF, the parties hereto have executed this Lease Agreement on the day and year
first above written.

LESSEE:

Roaring Fork Transportation Authority

(If Corporation) By:
Attest (Seal) Dan Blankenship,
Chief Executive Officer
By
Secretary Federal Tax Identification Number
STATE OF COLORADO )
) ss
COUNTY OF )
The foregoing instrument was subscribed and sworn to before me this ____ day of , ,
by

Witness my hand and official seal.
My commission expires

Notary Public

Address:
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LESSEE:

City of Aspen
(If Corporation) By:
Attest (Seal) (Name)
City Manager
By
Secretary Federal Tax Identification Number
STATE OF COLORADO )
)ss
COUNTY OF )
The foregoing instrument was subscribed and sworn to before me this ____ day of , ,
by

Witness my hand and official seal.
My commission expires

Notary Public

Address:
LESSOR:
ATTEST: COLORADO DEPARTMENT OF
TRANSPORTATION
David Fox Joshua Laipply, P.E.
Chief Clerk — Property Management Chief Engineer
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RFTA Planning Department Monthly Update
May 14, 2015

RFTA Vision Statement
RFTA pursues excellence and innovation in providing preferred transportation choices that
connect and support vibrant communities.

RFTA Planning Department Vision Statement
We will work creatively, cooperatively and comprehensively with our partners in the public,
private and nonprofit sectors and other groups to create healthy and vibrant communities.

_:____‘)
RETAN

Roaring Fork Transportation Authority

RFITNA

FAST. FUN. FREQUENT.
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Regional Bicycle, Pedestrian & Transit Access Plan

RFTA was awarded a FTA Section 5304 grant in 2014 to conduct a Regional Bicycle, Pedestrian & Transit
Access Plan, herein RBPTAP, for the Roaring Fork and Colorado River Valley region. Pitkin County, Eagle
County and Garfield County are providing local cash match for the grant award. The technical advisory
committee (TAC) consists of RFTA trail staff, CDOT bicycle-pedestrian staff and the three counties.

The purpose of the RBPTAP is to establish a region-wide vision with goals, objectives and a 25-year list of
projects that integrate the bicycle and pedestrian system with the overall transportation system. These
projects shall improve bicycle and pedestrian accessibility to home, education, employment, training,
health care, shopping, entertainment, recreation, and other daily necessities; with a particular focus on
access to major transit stations. This regional effort will build upon existing and planned local transit,
bicycle and pedestrian infrastructure projects. It is RFTA’s expectation that this study will provide planning
justification needed to improve the funding potential for critical bicycle, pedestrian and transit access
projects.

The consultant team, Alta Planning and Design and Design Workshop, began work on this project in early
December 2014. To date, the team has completed the following deliverables:

e Existing conditions maps for the study area (Nov/Dec 2014)

e Extensive outreach with staff and public (Feb. 2015)

e Condensed notes/maps from the outreach listing priority community projects (March 2015)

e An opportunities/constraints memo that distills feedback on priority projects (April 2015)

e Two technical advisory committee (TAC) meetings for project guidance

The next steps are for Alta to create project prioritization criteria and useable online maps for the public.
The group will closely follow criteria that have been presented in the CDOT State Bike-Ped Plan, and
projects will be prioritized by County.

The final report is expected in middle to late June. Mapping elements will be available in late June/early
July. Regional planners, including the LiveWell Garfield County Built Environment group, are eagerly
awaiting tangible results from this exciting regional project. RFTA feels confident that this regional plan will
set the RFTA service region up for success as future statewide multimodal funding is allocated.
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RFTA staff is committed to advancing the authority’s environmental and financial sustainability goals by
offsetting traditional electricity consumption with local, renewable options. RFTA staff is continuing due
diligence with the Clean Energy Collective (CEC) on a purchase of photovoltaic (PV) solar panels in CEC's
new HCE3 solar farm for the purpose of offsetting a large portion of RFTA’s Holy Cross Energy (HCE)

electrical utility bills. This solar farm purchase will allow the authority to hedge against future electricity
costs and save money by owning local renewable energy production. Power generated by the array will
offset HCE bills; expenditures RFTA would normally make to HCE will be used to offset annual payments on

the lease purchase agreement.

Unlike Eagle County, RFTA is not in a financial position to use its cash reserves to purchase the solar panels
outright. Therefore, staff has been working diligently with Kutak Rock (Bond Counsel) and Alpine Bank
through the financing complexities that will be necessary for RFTA’s unique financial conditions. Staff is
proposing a 2-step process to acquire the panels: outright purchase and lease-purchase financing.
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Using its fully-refundable $195,713 deposit issued in November, RFTA proposes to pay approximately
$195,713 in cash for the purchase of an interest in the capacity of approximately 202 solar panels. For
reasons related to the federal tax credits (in place for 5 years), RFTA cannot own the panels until after 5
years from the date the panels are placed in service. Therefore, for the first 5 years RFTA will have an
interest in the solar panel capacity that results in bill credits relating to such capacity. After year 5, RFTA will
be able to acquire ownership of the panels for a de minimis amount.

There are still several project contract and financing details to work out. For the May Board meeting
presentation there are a few current issues that may affect RFTA’s purchase. More details can be found in
the agenda packet, but in general:
e CEC’s original conservative annual production estimate was 1,826 kWh/KW. Now that the array is
constructed, the actual production estimate is closer to 2,000 kWh/KW. This discrepancy results in
10% higher production estimate, which affects leasing terms and return on investment projections
e RFTA may be wise to downsize the array from 574 to 507 kW to avoid excess credits on some
meters. By Holy Cross terms, RFTA can only maintain 120% of consumption on each meter. Power
production above that amount will cost RFTA extra money. A size adjustment would allow RFTA to
project more actualized annual utility bills
e A system size reduction would decrease the purchase/lease costs for the project, and the increased
production rate of the array would increase the return on investment to RFTA. This is a positive
result, but the detailed financial paperwork will have to be revamped
e The power purchase agreement (PPA) between CEC and HCE is firmly defined for the first 20 years.
There are uncertainties beyond that time that make RFTA nervous.

Regional Travel Patterns Study
Background

The original Local and Regional Travel Patterns Study for the Colorado River and Roaring Fork River Valleys
from Parachute to Aspen was conducted in 1998. In 2004, Garfield County led the update effort; in 2014,
RFTA is taking the lead, incorporating additional information as requested by the local jurisdictions. Thanks
to a $75,000 planning grant from CDOT and roughly $75,000 matching funds from local governments, this
will be the most comprehensive analysis of travel behavior since the 2003 Corridor Investment study.

Purpose

The primary purpose of this project is to update the 2004 Study, which details how, why, and when
residents and tourists are moving within the Roaring Fork and Colorado River Valleys region from Parachute
to Aspen. The study will provide information about current and future needs for motor vehicles, for public
transit, and for walking and bicycling. Data compiled by this study will be used to make more informed
decisions about transportation improvements and to justify funding.

Charlier & Associates is the lead consultant, with the supporting firms Alliance Transportation Group, RRC
Research and the local planning/outreach firms Bluegreen (Aspen) and Sonoran Institute (Glenwood
Springs). Charlier and RRC successfully completed the two previous studies.






Status

The travel behavior component of the project has been completed, and the findings presented by Jim
Charlier and Clark Anderson at a regional transportation forum in Glenwood Springs October 17, 2014. The
community travel profiles can be accessed here: http://www.charlier.org/index.php?id=1,347,0,0,1,0.

The Consultant team is generating a report on the efficacy of developing a regional travel model for the
region. Data generated from the Travel Patterns Study would be used to develop trip generation rates and
other inputs.

The project should be complete by the end of May.

Current/Future Grant Opportunities

The Planning Department invests great effort in researching, applying for, and administering a variety of
grant opportunities. We provide these tables in our quarterly projects updates for the benefit of all RFTA

departments.

Grants Submitted

Grant Program/Year Amount Requested Award /Anticipated
Project Award
FTA/CDOT Consolidated | GMF Renovation/Expansion Project: $500,000
Call for Capital Projects | New Castle PNR Construction: $600,000;
(CCCP); 5311, 5339 and | Carbondale PNR Expansion: $802,050 AWARDED
FASTER funding AMF Phase IV Re-commission: $896,000
Energy Mineral Impact GMF Expansion/Renovation
Assistance (EMIA) Project — Design, Phase 1A $105,000 AWARDED
Program
DOLA Alt Fuels Grant Incremental cost of MCI CNG
Initiative bus and two CNG vans for $165,049 AWARDED
GarCo Traveler
FASTER Operating Operating funding for the
Funding Grand Hogback Route $200,000 AWARDED
Garfield County Federal GMF Renovation/Expansion
Mineral Lease District Phase 1 Construction $450,000 NO AWARD
(GCFMLD)
Energy Mineral Impact
Assistance (EMIA) GMF Construction — Phase | $1,500,000 July 2015
Program
CORE AMF Geo-Exchange System
Randy Udall Grant #2 $200,000 May 2015
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2015-2016 Grant Possibilities

Grant Project Amount Anticipated Notice of
Program/Year Requested Awards
uUsDOT GMF $18 million November 2015
TIGER 7 Renovation/Expansion
Phases 3-6
FTA 5311 September 2015
FY2016-17 General Operating $1,065,278

Admin/Operating

Funding
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Purpose and Scope

The purpose of this document is to consider the costs and benefits of implementing local transit systems
and/or park and rides to address capacity issues at BRT stations. This report focuses mostly on transit
options and costs for Carbondale, El Jebel and Basalt, as these Towns do not have full-fledged transit
systems akin to Glenwood Springs, Aspen and Snowmass Village. However, this information is
applicable to other parts of RFTA’s service area, and the report can be modified to be more specific to
other municipalities.

This is not intended to be a comprehensive or specific analysis or a recommendation. Costs and
assumptions are conceptual.





oS!

Local Transit System Costs

RFTA’s Operations Department developed the following preferred option, which maintains the current
Carbondale cicrculator system operating between downtown and the park and ride, and integrates the
VeclociFeeder Route which was analyzed in the Midvalley Local Transit Service Feasibility Study,
conducted by LSC Associated in 2011.

The cost estimates herein assume the Velocifeeder operating on 30-minute headways.

COMBINED CCR ROUTES

Carbondube Park & Akds
ENT Statin
[ ]
.

Carbondale Park and Rides

BRT Stations
Existing Bus Stop
Proposed Bus Stop
Current Route

Proposed Route
Landmarks

i1190008 O

Downtown Carbondale

Rio Grande Trail

Figure 1: Carbondale Transit Option





Miles and Hours Calculations and Cost Estimates
The following miles and hours evaluations are combined with RFTA’s cost allocation model to develop

cost estimates for the service.
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Existing Carbondale Circulator (starting from Glenwood Maintenance Facility, 15-minute headways)

Table 1: Existing Carbondale Circulator Mileage and Hours Estimates*®

Season Number of | Miles/Day Hours/Day Total Miles  Total Hours
Days

Winter 122 185.02 20.0 22,572 2,440

Spring (M-F) 45 178.20 19.25 8,019 866

Summer 87 182.67 19.75 15,892 1,718

Fall (M-F) 57 178.20 19.25 10,157 1,097

Fall Shoulder 16 178.20 19.25 2,851 308

Current Total (327 days) 327 -- -- 59,491 6,429

Add Spring/Fall Sat/Sun | 38 178.2 19.25 6,771 731

Total (daily) 365 -- -- 66,262 7,160

*Starting from Glenwood Maintenance Facility, 15-minute Headways

Table 2: Proposed VelociFeeder Mileage and Hours Estimates*

Season Number of  Miles/Day Hours/Day Total Miles Total Hours

Days

Winter 122 157.4 18.00 19,202 2,196

Spring (M-F) 45 157.4 18.00 7,083 810

Summer 87 157.4 18.00 13,694 1,566

Fall (M-F) 57 157.4 18.00 8,972 1,026

Fall Shoulder 16 157.4 18.00 2,519 288

Total (327 days) 327 -- -- 51,470 5,886

Add Spring/Fall Sat/Sun | 38 157.4 17.92 5,981 684

Total (daily) 365 -- -- 57,451 6,570

*Starting Carbondale Facility, 30-min headways, 5:00 a.m. — 9:15 p.m.

Table 3: Cost Estimate — VelociFeeder

Option Cost/ Mile Cost/ Hour Total Miles Total Hours Estimated Cost

327 Days $7.12 $62.28 51,470 5,886 $418,057

365 Days $6.97 $60.92 57,451 6,570 $457,702
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Basalt Options

Basalt Preferred Option - Mid-Valley Connector

RFTA’s Operations Department developed the following preferred option, which balances the need for
increased transit accessibility through the Town of Basalt with integration with RFTA’s existing routes
and schedules.

The recommendation, shown below, is called the Mid-Valley Connector. This would require 2 buses
each running on 60 minute headways. The route is shown on the following page.





MID VALLEY CONNECTOR

Figure 2: Mid-Valley Connector Alternative
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Miles and Hours Calculations
The following miles and hours evaluations are combined with RFTA’s cost allocation model to develop
cost estimates for the service.

Table 4: Mileage and Hours Estimate - Modified Linked Basalt Route

Season Number of Miles/Day Hours/Day | Total Miles Total Hours
Days

Winter 122 649.0 39.17 79,178 4,779

Spring (M-F) 45 649.0 39.17 29,205 1,763

Summer 87 649.0 39.17 56,463 3,408

Fall (M-F) 57 649.0 39.17 36,993 2,233

Fall Shoulder 16 649.0 39.17 10,384 627

Total (327 Days) 327 -- - 212,223 12,810

Add Spring/Fall Wknd 38 649.0 39.17 24,662 1,488

Total (365 Days) 365 -- -- 236,885 14,298

*Starting from AMF, 2 buses, 30-minute headways together, 5:00 a.m. — 9:00 p.m.

Table 5: Cost Estimate - Modified Linked Basalt Route

Option Cost/ Mile  Cost/ Hour Total Miles Total Estimated Cost
Hours

327 Days S4.24 $70.27 212,223 12,810 $1,112,386

365 Days $4.16 $68.97 236,885 14,298 $1,223,022

Capital Cost Impacts

In addition to operating costs, a number of other capital costs must be considered.

Bus Stops
Average conceptual cost per stop is estimated at $50,000. Minimum requirements and optional
amentities are likely to include:

e Shelter

e Bench

e Boarding/Waiting Area

e Grabage container

e Lighting

e Bicycle

e Concrete pad for shelter and for bus staging

e Bus pullout and tapers (concrete, curb and gutter)
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Table 6: Capital Cost Estimates - New/Improved Bus Stops

Route New/ Improved | Cost Buses Cost Total
Stops

VelociFeeder 8 $400,000 1+1spare | $200,000 | $600,000

Modified Linked 12 $600,000 3+ 1spare | $400,000 | S1,000,000

Basalt

Parking and Accessibility Analysis

The purpose of this section is to discuss parking options and opportunities. The table below outlines
conceptual costs and benefits of various parking options:





Table 7: General Parking Strategies - Costs and Benefits

gioF"

Parking Cost/ Space Cost/Space Advantages Disadvantages
Option (Capital) (0&M)
Shared SO - Low - (SO -$300) --potentially least expensive --renting or leasing may be
Parking $1000/year Will require --highly flexible and efficient to considered a lost opportunity
snowplowing, implement --land is impermanent
sweeping, landscape --may or may not be located close
maintenance, to existing BRT station --could
striping, crack filling result in conflicts between existing
patrons and bus passengers
Surface $2,000- Low - (SO -$300) --moderate cost --renting or leasing may be
Parking $10,000 --relatively expedient process considered a lost opportunity
Improvements | (assumes some --ability to improve existing conditions | --land is impermanent
(new, leased) | improvements --may or may not be located close
will be to existing BRT station
required)
Surface $25,000- Low - ($0 -$300) --less expensive than structured --expensive
Parking (new, | $35,000 parking --requires extensive design,
fee simple (based on last --relatively permanent, compared to entitlement, permitting, and
ownership) 3 years of improving existing surface parking construction process
property --inefficient and unattractive use of

acquisition and
construction)

land
--increasingly difficult to find land,
especially close to existing BRT











Summary of Options and Costs

The table below compares capital and operating costs of the parking and transit options discussed
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herein.

Option Capital Cost Operating Cost 20-year
(Annual) Average

Carbondale Transit $600,000 $450,000 $480,000

System

Basalt Transit System $1,000,000 $1,200,000 $1,250,000

Leased Parking, $35,000 $14,000 $15,750

Improve Existing ($5,000/space) (5200/space)

Parking, or Shared

Parking

70-spaces

Surface Parking (new) $1,800,000 $14,000 $104,000

70-spaces ($30,000/space) (5200/space)

Structured Parking $1,800,000 $28,000 $118,000

(Existing) (530,000/space (5400/ space)

Structured Parking $3,150,000 $28,000 $185,500

(new) ($45,000/space) (5400/space)

70-spaces

Underground Parking, | $4,900,000 $52,500 $297,500

Existing PNR ($70,000/space) (S750/space)

70-spaces

Underground Parking, | $6,000,000 $52,500 $352,500

New ($85,000/space) ($750/space)

70-spaces

Implementation Process Requirements

In addition to cost, communities should consider the challenges of the land use process. If local transit
systems are implemented, the authorizing jurisdictions will own and operate the local bus system, fleet
and bus stops. The towns can operate the systems on their own (similar to what Town of Snowmass
Village does), or they can contract with RFTA or another provider to operate the service and/or maintain
the fleet and facilities.

The majority of stops will be new, and each stop will require some degree of planning process, design
and construction. It is best that the Towns plan, design, and construct the stops under their local
processes and to their specifications, while paying particular attention to ADA and other State and
Federal requirements. These requirements must be addressed if the Towns intend to apply for Federal
or State grants or to contract with transit operators that are subject to such regulations.

Similarly, Towns should also be aware of the extensive entitlements processes that may be involved with
expanding surface parking or constructing structured parking. Surface parking is less expensive to
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construct and maintain than parking structures, but it can be considered unattractive, and it competes
with other land uses, especially in regions such as the Roaring Fork valley where land is scarce.

In appreciation of the region’s desire to promote compact mixed-use development and reduce sprawl,
structured parking may be more attractive, especially in conjunction with mixed-use development;
however, Towns need to consider how this development complements and/or competes with existing
development and how it conforms with long-range goals. These issues can complicate the entitlements
process.

Funding

Most of these options will require public investment. The most common forms of public investment are
sales and/or use tax and property tax. The following tables outline the estimated amount of tax
generated by the Towns of Carbondale and Basalt:

Sales Tax Generation

Table 8: Sales Tax Generation Estimates

Town Budget Year Sales/Use Tax Tax Rate Tax Generated per
Generated -Pitkin 1/10%

Basalt 2014 $5,657,519 3.00% $188,584

Carbondale 2014 $3,379,222 3.50% $96,549

Property Tax Generation

Table 9: Property Tax Generation Estimates -Basalt

Budget General Operating Expense Valuation Revenues Revenues/Mill
Year Levy
2015
Pitkin 5.8020 Mills $46,373,670 269,079 $46,377
County
Eagle 5.8020 Mills $89,910,840 $521,699 $89,917
County

Average $68,147

Table 10: Property Tax Generation Estimates - Carbondale

Budget Street Scape Fund Revenues Revenues/Mill
Year

2014

Garfield 1.5 Mills 153,500 $102,333
County
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Summary and Conclusions
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The following table outlines 20-year average costs and the ability of each source to generate the income

needed.

Table 11: Funding Analysis of Parking and Transit Options

Option

20-year
Average
Cost

Sales Tax
Needed-
Carbondale

Sales Tax
Needed -
Basalt

Property
Tax Needed

Carbondale

Property
Tax Needed-
Basalt

Carbondale
Transit System

$480,000

.5%

4.7

Basalt Transit
System

$1,250,000

.66%

18.3

Leased Parking,
Improve Existing
Parking, or Shared
Parking

70-spaces

$15,750

.016%

.008%

.15

.23

Surface Parking
(new)
70-spaces

$104,000

11%

.06%

1.0

1.52

Structured
Parking (Existing)

$118,000

12%

.06%

1.15

1.73

Structured
Parking (new)
70-spaces

$185,500

.19%

1%

1.81

2.7

Underground
Parking, Existing
PNR

70-spaces

$297,500

3%

.16%

291

4.37

Underground
Parking, New
70-spaces

$352,500

.36%

.19%

3.44

5.17
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RETAN

Roaring Fork Transportation Authority
May 15, 2015

Mr. Michael Gamba, Mayor
City of Glenwood Springs
101 West 8™ Street
Glenwood Springs, CO 81601

Re: Draft Access Control Plan: Letter from former Mayor Leo McKinney, dated 3/6/15
Dear Mayor Gamba:

After consultation with the RFTA Board at its meeting on May 14, 2015, this is to respond to the
letter of former Mayor McKinney, dated March 6, 2015, that was addressed to Stacey Bernot,
Chair of the RFTA Board of Directors, and me, a copy of which can be found as Attachment A.

I apologize for the delay in responding to Mr. McKinney’s letter; however, the RFTA Board did
not have a meeting in April; therefore, | was not able to discuss RFTA’s response to Mr.
McKinney’s letter with the Board until the meeting held on May 14™.

Mr. McKinney’s letter stated that he was authorized by a unanimous vote of the City Council
members present at the March 5, 2015 City Council meeting to send the letter. As such, I
believe that it would be best to meet with the newly seated City Council and applicable staff at
the Council’s earliest convenience to discuss and evaluate the City’s expressed concerns. The
RFTA’s General Counsel and | have made several attempts to arrange meetings with City staff
and you to discuss the City’s concerns about the ACP and to hear your ideas about how RFTA
could work more collaboratively with the City; however, your schedules have not permitted such
meetings to take place so far.

Mr. McKinney’s letter set forth five actions that the City Council strongly encouraged RFTA to
consider, as indicated below. RFTA’s responses are provided as follows:

1. Adopt a "purpose and need" statement at the board level, and use that as a driving force
to derive policy.





Mr. Mike Gamba, Mayor
City of Glenwood Springs
April 16, 2015

Page 2

Response: The RFTA Board has adopted End Statement 1.1, A-B, which states:

11 The Rio Grande Corridor is Appropriately Protected and Utilized
A The valley-wide trail is completed by 2010 (completed)
B. Rio Grande Corridor open space is protected
C. Rio Grande Corridor is preserved for transit use

Please also refer to Attachments B and C for additional background regarding agreements made
by the constituent governments of the Roaring Fork Railroad Holding Authority (RFRHA) and
RFTA, which support the purpose and need embodied in the RFTA Board’s End Statement.

. Start over and utilize a broader public process (similar to one CDOT has employed

in their ACP) to evaluate all possible solutions to satisfy the board derived
"purpose and need."

Response: RFTA has invested considerable time and resources to develop the
proposed update of the Access Control Plan (ACP). In addition, RFTA has made
numerous presentations on the ACP to local governments that have requested them,
it has conducted eight Public Open Houses attend by 46 people (some of whom were
staff), and has provided a 120-day Public Comment period, which has resulted in
relatively few comments. RFTA has also formed an ACP Work Group, consisting of
staff from jurisdictions throughout the region (including Garfield County), to
collaboratively review and recommend revisions to the ACP. The ACP Work Group
will also refer policy questions identified by this process to the RFTA Board for its
consideration. The proposed update of the ACP incorporates many provisions from
both the 2005 and 2000 versions of the ACP, and RFTA believes that it would not be
a good use of time or resources to eliminate all of these provisions and start over, but
does agree that the process of finalizing the update of the ACP should become more
collaborative from this point forward.

Obtain a 2" outside legal opinion with respect to preserving the rail banked status of
the corridor, or alternatively publicly release the legal opinion you do have that
justifies the heavy-handed, economically oppressive nature of the existing draft
proposal.

Response: Over the years, RFTA has relied upon the advice of Charles Montange,
Esg., who has extensive experience with Rails-to-Trails programs and Railbanking.

Mr. Montange assisted RFRHA with the railbanking of the corridor in 2008 and helped
RFRHA maintain its ownership when an effort was made by a private entity to seize
control of the corridor at that time. Mr. Montange has stated his opinion about what he
believes is necessary to maintain the corridor’s railbanked status several times in public
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meetings at which the City Council has either been present or has been represented. The
proposed update of the ACP and the proposed Design Guidelines and Standards have
been developed with the intention of helping RFTA maintain the corridor’s railbanked
status, which is the legal mechanism that currently preserves the corridor intact.
Preservation of the corridor is not only RFTA’s goal, it is a fiduciary responsibility.
This requires RFTA to have adequate policies and procedures in place to ensure that
ongoing preservation of the corridor is not left to chance. Given the value of the
corridor asset, RFTA is required to take a conservative approach to its preservation, but
it is willing to consider alternative approaches, so long as they are adequate. To that
end, RFTA is open to seeking other legal opinions about the policies necessary to
preserve and protect the corridor. As a first step in this process, RFTA requests that the
City authorize Eric Hocky, Esqg. to speak with Mr. Montange about the opinion he has
already provided to the City on this matter.

4. Make the policy adoptable by IGA with each member jurisdiction.

Response: The proposed update of the ACP can only be adopted by a unanimous vote of
the RFTA Board members that represent the constituent governments of RFRHA;
namely, Glenwood Springs, Carbondale, Eagle County, Basalt, Snowmass Village, Pitkin
County, and Aspen. This very high threshold for adoption of the proposed update of the
ACP will require total consensus and should generate considerable discussion,
compromise, and collaboration, by and among all of the RFTA member governments.
RFTA believes the current process for adoption of the proposed ACP update, as well as
the impending update of the Corridor Comprehensive Plan (which was agreed to by the
constituent governments of RFRHA and RFTA), should suffice and that a separate and
duplicative IGA process is not necessary.

5. If restoring freight rail service as opposed to maintaining the corridor to not preclude the
future reactivation of freight rail is truly the justification for the DACP as proposed:

a. Present to the public a purpose, plan and timeline for the
restoration of freight rail, and

b. Ask the public if it wants freight rail service restored.

Response: As is set forth in agreements summarized in Attachment B, the corridor is
being preserved for its primary us as a public transportation corridor. The corridor’s
railbanked status preserves the corridor for not only its primary use, but it is also
preserving it for its secondary recreational, open space, and conservation uses. Currently,
to preserve the corridor intact for any and all uses, it is essential for RFTA to maintain the
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corridor’s railbanked status. This requires RFTA to avoid taking actions affecting the
corridor that could impair or preclude the ability to reactivate freight rail service.
Although there may be alternative approaches for preserving the corridor intact other than
railbanking, these will take time to evaluate and establish. Until then, RFTA must do its
best to preserve the corridor’s railbanked status or risk losing approximately seven miles
of Federal land grant areas.

In 2000, voters in Glenwood Springs, Carbondale, Basalt, Eagle County, Snowmass
Village, Pitkin County and Aspen, created RFTA pursuant to an IGA which, in addition
to other provisions, included the following:

“Section 8.03. Reorganization of RFRHA. RFRHA will be reorganized in
accordance with this Section. During the period from the date the Authority is
formed until the reorganization of RFRHA is complete (the “RFRHA Transition
Period”):

(@) All regional transportation functions (excluding access issues),
including management of the ongoing Corridor Investment Study, will be
transferred to the Authority and the RFRHA Board of Directors will no
longer have policy control of these planning functions.

(b) The Authority shall have approval rights over the RFRHA annual
operating budget and shall remit Authority funds to RFRHA to meet the
obligations in the approved budget.

(c) RFRHA will continue to provide access to, administration of and
physical maintenance for the Denver Rio Grande Right-of-Way,
maintenance of the conservation value of the right-of-way, pursue
construction of regional trails through the right-of-way and protect public
ownership of the right-of-way.

(d) Other financial obligations and assets of RFRHA related to
acquisition of the Denver Rio Grande Right-of-Way shall remain with
RFRHA unless and until the Denver Rio Grande Right-of-Way may be
transferred to the Authority.

(e) The Denver Rio Grande Right-of-Way shall, subject to compliance
with contractual, legal and other requirements applicable thereto, transfer
from RFRHA to the Authority, and the reorganization of RFRHA will be
deemed to be complete, if and when the Authority notifies RFRHA that
the Authority intends to use the right-of-way for an Authorized
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Transportation Project other than trails for which funding has been
approved by the electors as required by Section 6.03(d) hereof and section
612 of the Act.

(F) Provisions concerning access contained in the Roaring Fork Railroad
Holding Authority Intergovernmental Agreement shall be honored by the
Authority.”

On June 21, 2001, the RFTA formation IGA was amended to allow the immediate
assignment of RFRHAs asset, liabilities, obligations and responsibilities to RFTA, as

follows:

Section 1.03. Amendment of Section 6.02(d) of Agreement. Section 6.02(d) of the
Agreement is amended to read as follows:

(d).

(e).

Protection and management of the Denver Rio Grande Right of Way.

The Authority shall be responsible for the protection and management of the
Denver Rio Grande Right-of-Way, including the preservation, maintenance, and
enhancement of the conservation values of the Denver Rio Grande Right-of- Way,
and including the obligations of RFRHA under that certain agreement dated January
17, 2001 between RFRHA and GOCO, and shall provide funding for and monitoring
of enforcement of these conservation values, subject to compliance with the Act.

Section 1.04. Amendment of Section 6.02(e) of Agreement.
Section 6.02(e) of the Agreement is amended to read as follows:
Funding, Construction and Maintenance of Regional Trails. The Authority shall

provide funding for and be responsible for construction and maintenance of regional
trails in cooperation with Members or other Persons.

Section 1.05. Amendment of Section 8.03 of Agreement. Section 8.03 of the
Agreement is amended to read as follows:

Section 8.03. Reorganization of RFRHA. RFRHA shall be reorganized in accordance
with the Assignment and Assumption Agreement between the Authority and RFRHA
executed by the Authority and the members of RFRHA.

Irrespective of whether RFTA or the public favors reactivation of freight rail service, by
voting to approve the RFTA formation IGA, the public entrusted RFRHA with the
responsibility for protecting public ownership of the corridor. Subsequently this
responsibility was assigned to and assumed by RFTA.
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Protecting public ownership by maintaining the corridor’s railbanked status does not
mean that RFTA must have an immediate plan to reactivate freight rail service, because
the primary purpose for acquiring the corridor was to preserve it as a public
transportation corridor. Consistent with that purpose, a recent unscientific public opinion
poll conducted by the Post Independent indicated that, of 824 total respondents, 78%
favored preserving the corridor for a future passenger rail system, 14% favored doing
whatever it takes to maintain the trail, and 4% thought the corridor might be useful for
coal trains in the future. Only 4% indicated that the corridor should be developed instead
of preserved.

In the RFTA formation IGA, Section 6.03. (b) Limitations on Powers of the Authority
states, “The Authority shall not finance rail construction unless and until the electors of the
Authority, or of the area of the Authority in which the funding is to be generated, specifically
approve such financing.” This provision was added to the RFTA formation IGA to assure the
public that a rail system that relied upon public funding would not be constructed without a vote.
Because the primary purpose for which the corridor was purchased was to preserve it as a public
transportation corridor, RFTA believes that a vote should be reserved specifically for a public
transportation system at such time in the future when highway congestion, population density,
technological advances, and financing, make it feasible. RFTA cannot predict if or when it will
become feasible for commuter rail, light rail, or another public transportation system to operate
on the corridor. Nonetheless, the corridor was acquired primarily to preserve it for that
possibility and railbanking is the current mechanism that is maintaining it intact.

While reasonable people may differ about the means, what is evident from the vast
majority of public comments RFTA has receive recently and over the years, is that the
community supports the preservation of the corridor. RFTA wants to work cooperatively
with the City and other jurisdictions to identify the best approach for preserving the
corridor in the hope that a solution can be found that enables all of the parties to achieve
their respective goals to the greatest extent possible.

In closing, | believe it would be beneficial to meet with the Glenwood City Council, when
convenient, to discuss the letter from Mr. McKinney and opportunities for collaboration.

Sincerely,

Dan Blankenship
Chief Executive Officer
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ATTACHMENT A

CITY OF GLENWOOD SPRINGS

Crity COUNCIL
101 WEST 8™ STREET
GLENWOOD SPRINGS, COLORADO 81601
PHONE: (970) 384-6408 FAX: (970) 928-0980

March 6, 2015

Ms. Stacey Bernot, Chair
RFTA Board of Directors

Mr. Dan Blankenship, CEO
Roaring Fork Transportation Authority

(sent via e-mail)
RE: Draft Access Control Plan
Dear Stacey and Dan:

I have been authorized by a unanimous vote of the members present at the March 5 Council meeting to write
to you today to request that the RFTA Board take the following 5 actions with regards to the Draft Access
Control Plan (DACP) for the Rio Grande corridor.

While the Council acknowledges there are policy needs the draft DACP attempts to address, the Council
questions the auspices of what we consider a far reaching, heavy-handed approach to establishing the draft

policy.
The five actions we strongly encourage you to consider are as follows:
1. Adopt a “purpose and need” statement at the board level, and use that as a driving force to derive policy.

2. Start over and utilize a broader public process (similar to one CDOT has employed in their ACP) to evaluate all possible
solutions to satisfy the board derived “purpose and need.”

3. Obtain a 2™ outside legal opinion with respect to preserving the rail banked status of the corridor, or alternatively publically
release the legal opinion you do have that justifies the heavy-handed, economically oppressive nature of the existing drafi
proposal.

4. Make the policy adoptable by IGA with each member jurisdiction.

5. Ifrestoring fireight rail service as opposed to maintaining the corridor to not preclude the future reactivation of freight rail is
truly the justification for the DACP as proposed:

a. Present to the public a purpose, plan and timeline for the restoration of freight rail, and
b. Ask the public if it wants freight rail service restored.
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We thank you for your service as RFTA board members and for the service as elected officials in your
respective communities. We believe these five actions are in the best interest of everyone within the RFTA

boundaries and hope you will change the current direction and follow them.

Thank you for your consideration.

Sincerely,

£ 77K ’
.o McKinney

Mayor

CC: City Council
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ATTACHMENT B

1. RFRHA INTERGOVERNMENTAL AGREEMENT, AS AMENDED, MADE THE 31°7
DAY OF DECEMBER, 1994

* The second whereas clause of the original RFRHA Intergovernmental Agreement
provides:

“WHEREAS, the governments are desirous of cooperating in the purchase and
ownership of a portion of what is known as the Aspen Branch of the Denver and
Rio Grande Western Railroad right-of-way (the “Property”). Said purchase will
satisfy the mutual immediate goal of retaining the Property for the good of the
general public and will allow for the development of a comprehensive plan for the
highest and best public use of the Property. The primary use for the Property
under this future plan shall be as a public transportation corridor. Secondary uses
can include recreational opportunities and access to adjacent public lands,
provided that these secondary uses do not preclude the primary use as a public
transportation corridor.”

* Section 6.d of the original RFRHA Intergovernmental Agreement addresses the
stewardship of the Property as follows:

“The overall goals of the management of the Property are three-fold:

I. To negotiate for the purchase of the Property on behalf of the
Governments and to act as the Owner of the Property until the
termination of this Agreement:

ii. To operate the Property in its existing condition until a
comprehensive plan of action is developed to implement a
transportation use or uses appropriate and agreeable to all of the
Governments, and

iii. To develop and have approved such a comprehensive plan.

The Governments shall continue to recognize any and all existing easements and
licenses granted to any of the participating Governments by the existing Owner
upon purchase of the Property. If any one Government wishes to utilize all or a
portion of the Property for a new or different use within the jurisdiction of that
Government, it may do so provided that such a use does not preclude the desired
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future uses as determined by the Board of Directors. It is the responsibility of the
Government proposing this new or different use to prove and otherwise ensure
that thee use will not preclude any desired future use from occurring to the
satisfaction of the Board of Directors.

The Governments recognize the potential issues surrounding certain existing
physical conditions of the Property, in particular existing and proposed at-grade
crossings by public rights-of-way and accesses. Placement, modification,
improvement and/or relocation of at-grade crossings will be allowed provided that
those improvements follow generally accepted standards and do not result in
negatively impacting the primary use of the Property. Attached as Exhibit “B” is
an inventory of the Property identifying and locating these at-grade crossings and
specific standards to be required of possible improvement.”

Exhibit “B” to the original RFRHA Intergovernmental Agreement provides as follows:

*

In addition, Section 6.e provides that a Comprehensive Plan for the property must
be developed and approved by the Board prior to improvement of the property for
public transportation uses. Also set forth is a formula to split financial and
ownership participation as follows:

Aspen 23%
Snowmass Village  13%
Pitkin County 20%
Basalt 1%
Eagle County 6%
Carbondale 4%

Glenwood Springs  16%
Garfield County 17%

2. FIRST AMENDED AND RESTATED RFRHA INTERGOVERNMENTAL AGREEMENT

DATED JUNE 26, 1997.

*

The second whereas clause of this First Amended and Restated RFRHA
Intergovernmental Agreement provides as follows:

“WHEREAS, the Governments, desirous of cooperating in the purchase and
ownership of a portion of what is known as the Aspen Branch of the Denver and
Rio Grande Western Railroad right-of-way (the “Property”), did enter into an
Intergovernmental Agreement dated December 31, 1994, to create the Roaring
Fork Railroad Holding Authority. The purchase will satisfy the mutual,
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immediate goal of retaining the Property for the good of the general public, and
will allow for the development of a comprehensive plan for the highest and best
public use of the Property. The primary use for the Property under this future
plan shall be as a public transportation corridor. Secondary uses can include
recreational opportunities and access to adjacent public lands, provided that these
secondary uses do not preclude the primary use as a public transportation
corridor.”

Paragraph 1 of this First Amended and Restated RFRHA Intergovernmental
Agreement provides as follows:

“1. Purpose. The purpose of the original Intergovernmental Agreement and this
First Amended Intergovernmental Agreement is to establish a cooperative
agreement between the Governments that establishes an entity known as the
Roaring Fork Railroad Holding Authority (RFRHA). The purpose of the RFRHA
is to pursue the successful purchase of the Property from the current owner, and,
to the extent permitted by the Constitution and the Laws of the State of Colorado,
to hold title to the Property and to manage and plan for the use of the Property for
the benefit of the general public. RFRHA shall have the authority to sue and to be
sued. Notwithstanding anything to the contrary contained in this Agreement,
upon the purchase of the Property, the Property will continue to be managed as
necessary to carry out existing uses and to implement requirements imposed
under the ICC Termination Act, related statutes, regulations and orders of the
federal Surface Transportation Board, and to maintain the Property in a
reasonable and prudent fashion. In addition, the Property shall be maintained and
operated so as to not prejudice any rights to the receipt of additional federal
funding which may require as a condition of its receipt compliance with the
National Environmental Protection Act or similar federal environmental statutes
and regulations. To the extent provided by Colorado law, RFRHA shall maintain,
operate and keep open a public trail within the Property that meets the definition
of a “public highway legally established” as used in 43 U.S.C. Section 912 and all
regulation promulgated thereunder and within the meaning of a “public highway”
as defined in C.R.S. Section 43-2-201. Notwithstanding any language to the
contrary contained in this Agreement or appended exhibits incorporated by
reference shall be read or understood to mean that any portion of the Property
shall be altered, changed or designated as a “park” within the meaning of Section
4(f) of the Department of Transportation Act or Section 138 of the Federal-Aid
Highway Act, until such time as the Comprehensive Plan contemplated herein is
completed and the RFRHA Board of Directors passes a resolution designating
portions of the Property as “parklands.”
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*

Paragraph 4 of this First Amended and Restated RFRHA Intergovernmental
Agreement pertains to the ownership of the Property and provides as follows:

“4. Ownership of the Property. The Roaring Fork Railroad Holding Authority
shall purchase the Property from the current owner based on the level of
participation defined above. The Roaring Fork Railroad Holding Authority shall
not sell, liquidate, transfer or encumber the Property without the consent of all the
governments who are its voting members at the time, except to the extent that the
Property needs to be encumbered to comply with the grant conditions referenced
at Section 5, below.”

Paragraph 5 of this First Amended and Restated RFRHA Intergovernmental
Agreement authorized the receipt of funding grants for the purchase price, with
conditions set forth, as appended to the Agreement (Legacy Project Grant
Agreement appended as Exhibit “B;” Intergovernmental Agreement between the
State of Colorado (“CDOT Intergovernmental Agreement”); appended as Exhibit
“C” and Agreement between the County of Eagle and County of Pitkin dated
January 8, 1997 appended as Exhibit “D”; Ordinance 97-7 appended as Exhibit
“E;” and Agreement between the County of Garfield and the Roaring Fork
Railroad Holding Authority dated 6/30/97 appended as Exhibit “F.”

Section 6.d of the First Amended and Restated RFRHA Intergovernmental
Agreement reiterates the stewardship of the Property as follows:

“The overall goals of the management of the Property are three fold:

I. To cooperate with the Governments to ensure compliance with the
grant conditions from the various funding sources described above.

ii. To operate the Property in its existing condition until a
Comprehensive Plan of action is developed to implement a
transportation use or uses appropriate and agreeable to all of the
Governments, and

iii. To develop and have approved such a Comprehensive Plan.

The Governments shall continue to recognize any and all existing easements and
licenses granted to any of the participating Governments and third parties by the
existing Owner upon purchase of the Property. If any one Government wishes to
utilize all or a portion of the Property for a new or different use not enumerated in
the Comprehensive Plan and within the jurisdiction of that Government, it may do
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so provided that such a use is approved by the Board of Directors of the Roaring
Fork Railroad Holding Authority, does not preclude the desired future uses as
determined by the Board of Directors, as is consistent with the obligations
imposed by the funding sources referenced at Section 5, above. It is the
responsibility of the Government proposing this new or different use to prove and
otherwise insure that thee use will not preclude any desired future use from
occurring to the satisfaction of the Board of Directors.

The Governments recognize the potential issues surrounding certain existing
physical conditions of the Property, in particular existing [and]* proposed at-grade
crossings by public rights-of-way and accesses. Placement, modification,
improvement and/or relocation of at-grade crossings will be allowed provided that
those improvements follow generally accepted standards and do not result in
negatively impacting the primary use of the Property, and are consistent with the
grant conditions from the various funding sources described above. Attached as
Exhibit “H” is an inventory of the Property identifying certain crossings, accesses,
and uses along the Property (the “Access Plan”). This Access Plan shall assist the
Roaring Fork Railroad Holding Authority in identifying current uses of the
corridor, and in the adoption of the Comprehensive Plan. Notwithstanding any
language to the contrary herein, nothing in this Agreement shall be construed or
interpreted to mean that any illegal crossings, trespass, uses, unauthorized
encroachments or homesteads upon the Property are being legalized or approved
by the adoption of this Agreement.”

* Section 6.e of the First Amended and Restated RFRHA Intergovernmental
Agreement provides for the development of a comprehensive plan as follows:

“e. Development of a Comprehensive Plan. A Comprehensive Plan for the
property (hereinafter the “Plan”) shall be developed and approved by the RFRHA
Board of Directors prior to improvement of the Property for public transportation
uses. The parties hereto acknowledge that the Property is currently being used for
certain purposes (rail transportation, utility easement, crossings for access to
adjacent properties and related purposes.) Consistent with the Purpose section of
this Agreement, it is not the intent of the parties hereto to interfere with the legal
obligations attendant to the operation of a rail transportation corridor or the legal
rights of tenants or grantees of easements upon the Property. The Plan shall
include the following:

! The word “and” appears here in the text of the Intergovernmental Agreement but does not
appear in the text of the First Amended and Restated Intergovernmental Agreement.
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I. A listing and description of possible uses for the property, including but
not limited to such improvements necessary to place and operate a public
transportation system, public trail and/or access to public lands;

ii. A detailed improvements and operations plan for the ultimate preferred
use(s) on the property, including a recommended management and
funding strategy; and

iii. An interim plan which incorporates the interim use of the rail corridor
for a temporary trail following approval from the Surface Transportation
Board of a certificate of interim trail use pending the re-establishment of
rail service.

The Plan shall be integrated and developed in conjunction with other, existing or
contemplated planning processes evolving in the valley, including but not limited
to the Basalt to Buttermilk Environmental Impact Statement Transit Feasibility
Study, the Snowmass to Aspen Transportation Plan, the Mount Sopris
Transportation Project, the Buttermilk to Aspen Environmental Impact Statement,
the Glenwood Springs Alternate Route Environmental Assessment, and any
environmental clearances required by current or future funding sources.

The Governments further recognize the Pitkin County presently owns
approximately eight (8) miles of the Property as described within Exhibit “1".
Currently, this portion of the Property is used by the public as a trail and for
recreational access, and has been preserved by Pitkin County as a potential
transportation corridor. Pitkin County agrees to bind this portion of the Property
to the conditions of this Agreement provided that the existing conditions and
policies concerning this portion of the Property are kept in force until such a time
that the Agreement expires or a Comprehensive Plan for the Property is approved.
Notwithstanding anything to the contrary in the preceding paragraph, this
Amended Intergovernmental Agreement shall not be construed or interpreted as a
conveyance of the Pitkin County property described above to the Roaring Fork
Railroad Holding Authority.

The Governments shall develop, consider and approve the Comprehensive Plan
for the Property within twenty-four (24) months of the date this Amended
Agreement is signed, unless the Governments mutually agree to extend the time
period for the formulation and adoption of such a Plan. The adoption of a
Comprehensive Plan and any amendments thereto shall be consistent with the
grant conditions set forth in the grant documents referenced at section 5, above. It
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is anticipated that when the Comprehensive Plan for the Property is approved by
all participating Governments, a new Intergovernmental Agreement will be
negotiated and become effective to implement the Comprehensive Plan.”

Paragraph 15 of the First Amended and Restated RFRHA Intergovernmental
Agreement provides upon full execution of this Agreement, the Agreement shall
be placed of record in the real property records of the Clerk and Recorder of
Pitkin County, Eagle County and Garfield County, Colorado.

This Agreement is signed by Marc Adler as Mayor of the City of Glenwood Springs,

Colorado.

[The agreements referenced to actual attachments to this First Amended and Restated RFRHA
Intergovernmental Amendment, although they are not identified as such. For example, the
Legacy Project Grant Agreement dated 6/30/1997 may be an attachment and also the
Intergovernmental Agreement with Pitkin County.]

3. AGREEMENT BETWEEN THE ROARING FORK RAILROAD HOLDING AUTHORITY

AND THE STATE BOARD OF THE GREAT OUTDOORS COLORADO TRUST FUND

DATED JANUARY 17, 2001 (hereinafter referred to as “the GOCO Agreement™).

(Document has been recorded in Pitkin County, Eagle County and Garfield County.) This
document contains very important provisions, generally as follows:

*

Section 1.3 of the GOCO Agreement references the Comprehensive Plan for the
Aspen Branch of the Denver & Rio Grande Western Railroad Corridor adopted by
RFRHA and approved by all voting members of RFRHA effective April 26, 2000
(“Comprehensive Plan”) which is stated that the parties agree provide an accurate
representation of the Property on the date of the recording of this Agreement and
which is intended to serve as an objective information baseline for monitoring
compliance with the terms of this Agreement.

A reference in Section 1.6 of the GOCO Agreement that in consideration of the
Board’s agreement to amend the Grant, RFRHA agrees to grant to the Board the
right to monitor and enforce RFRHA’s obligation to preserve and protect the
Conservation Values of the Property in perpetuity, as well as RFRHA’s right and
obligation to develop a trail the length of the Corridor outside of Pitkin County
and to provide access to public lands adjacent to the Corridor and access to the
Roaring Fork River, as described herein (collectively “Conservation and Trail
Obligations™).
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*

Section 1.7 of the GOCO Agreement states that the performance of the
Conservation and Trail Obligations shall be a covenant running with the land,
held by the Board in gross in perpetuity.

Section 1.8 of the GOCO Agreement provides that RFRHA agrees to cause the
preservation and protection in perpetuity of the Conservation Values of the
Property for the benefit of this generation and generations to come, and to cause
the construction and maintenance of a trail on the Corridor.

Section 2.1 of the GOCO Agreement states as follows:

“2.1 It is the purpose of this Agreement to ensure that the Corridor will be
maintained as a linear, open space corridor, appropriate for trails, recreation,
wildlife, environmental, and educational purposes, while also permitting the
construction of trails and trail head facilities and the continuation, construction
and/or operation of mass transit services and facilities, but preventing any other
use of the Corridor that will significantly impair or interfere with any trail on the
Corridor or the Conservation Values of the Property. RFRHA intends that unless
and until terminated in accordance with the terms of this Agreement, the
restrictions herein will constitute a perpetual covenant running with the land held
by the Board in gross, which restrictions will confine the use of the Corridor and
the Property to the activities enumerated herein and RFRHA shall enforce these
use limitations against all other individuals and government entities.”

Section 2.2 of the GOCO Agreement states as follows:

“2.2 The parties acknowledge and agree that the Corridor was originally
purchased and is held by RFRHA in perpetuity not only for its Conservation
Values and the construction and maintenance of a trail, but for the re-
establishment of a mass transit system in the future. The Corridor was purchased
by RFRHA from the Southern Pacific Transportation Company and its successors
as a railroad subject to the jurisdiction of the federal Surface Transportation Board
(“STB”). In addition, the Corridor was purchased subject to certain existing
access easements, trails and trails facilities, easements, licenses, leases, operating
agreements and utility easements. Accordingly, RFRHA shall be permitted to
take all actions necessary with STB and the State of Colorado, Department of
Transportation (“CDOT”) and the Public Utilities Commission (“PUC”), to
ensure the continuing ability of RFRHA to operate and manage the Corridor as a
railroad. It is not the intent of the parties to interfere with the legal rights and
obligations of RFRHA attendant to the operation of a mass transit corridor or the
legal rights and obligations of tenants or grantees of easements upon the Corridor,
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including the trail easement owned by the Board of County Commissioners of
Pitkin County, Colorado, on the Corridor within Pitkin County; provided,
however, that to the extent reasonable and practicable the design criteria and
operation of mass transit improvements and rail alignments shall consider and
respect the Conservation Values of the Property and trail uses of the Corridor.”

Section 2.3 of the GOCO Agreement states as follows:

“2.3 Notwithstanding any language to the contrary contained in this Agreement
or appended exhibits incorporated herein by reference, nothing in this Agreement
shall be read or understood to mean that any portion of the Corridor shall be
altered, changed or designated as a “park” within the meaning of Section 4(f) of
the Department of Transportation Act or Section 138 of the Federal-Aid Highway
Act, until such time as any Updated Comprehensive Plan (as described in Section
5.1, below) is adopted by RFRHA and approved in accordance with this
Agreement and RFRHA passes a resolution designating any portion of the
Property as ‘parklands.” Except as necessary to carry out existing uses of the
Corridor and to implement requirements imposed under the ICC Termination Act,
related statutes, regulations and orders of the Surface Transportation Board, and
to maintain the Corridor in a reasonable and prudent fashion, no physical use
and/or construction impacts to the Corridor shall occur unless and until
appropriate National Environmental Policy Act (NEPA) documentation is
completed, including satisfying the provisions of Section 4(f) of the Department
of Transportation Act and Section 106 of the Federal Aid Highway Act, as
appropriate, with agreement from the State Historic Preservation Officer and the
Advisory Council on Historic Preservation, in accordance with the terms of the
Comprehensive Plan. Notwithstanding the foregoing, the construction of an
interim trail on the Corridor, which is exempt from the foregoing requirements,
existing public uses of the Corridor, and those crossings and other uses planned
by various governmental entities (as described in the Comprehensive Plan) shall
be permitted.”

Section 5.0 of the GOCO Agreement, which is set forth below in its entirety,
requires the implementation of the Comprehensive Plan and provides as follows:

“5.1 The Corridor shall be developed and operated in accordance with the terms
of the Comprehensive Plan. The Comprehensive Plan will be updated and
reapproved by RFRHA, all voting members of RFRHA, and the Board no less
frequently than every five (5) years thereafter until such time as the mass transit
and trail uses are implemented throughout the Corridor (the “Updated
Comprehensive Plan”). The parties hereto acknowledge and understand that
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approval of any Updated Comprehensive Plan by the Board shall be in accordance
with Section 5.2, below.

5.2 The Board shall not unreasonably withhold its approval of any Updated
Comprehensive Plan. In deciding whether to approve an Updated Comprehensive
Plan, the Board shall consider the updated plan’s impact on use of the Corridor
for rail, trail, open space, wildlife, and parks purposes. Specifically, the following
factors will be evaluated:

5.2.1 Whether the Updated Comprehensive Plan is consistent with the
purpose and intent section (Section 2.0, above) of this Agreement and the
guiding principles set forth below in Section 5.4;

5.2.1 Whether the Updated Comprehensive Plan is generally consistent
with the project as initially described in the original Legacy Grant
Application; and

5.2.3 Whether the Updated Comprehensive Plan includes the items that
the Board has agreed it will contain (access plan, trail plan, etc.) listed in
Section 5.3, below.

5.2.4 In the event that the Board does not approve an Updated
Comprehensive Plan, RFRHA and/or the Board shall have the right to
terminate this Agreement and all of RFRHA’s obligations with respect to
the Board, RFRHA’s obligations to the Board may only be terminated
upon the repayment of the funds granted by the Board plus interest on
such sum at the rate earned by the Board’s funds invested by the Treasurer
of the State of Colorado from the date of this Agreement until repayment,
provided that repayment is made within six (6) months of the Board’s
disapproval of any Updated Comprehensive Plan. In the event of
RFRHA'’s timely repayment, the parties will cooperate in the execution
and recording of such documents as either party may in its discretion deem
appropriate to accomplish the formal termination of this Agreement;
provided that this Agreement will not be terminated until the Grant is
repaid in full as provided in this Section.

5.3 Any Updated Comprehensive Plan shall include, but is not limited to: (1)
location of both a permanent continuous public recreation trail running along the
entire length of the Corridor and the location of a continuous interim trail within
the Pitkin County portion of the Corridor, all in accordance with Ordinance 97-26
of the Board of County Commissioners of Pitkin County and the location of an
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interim trail outside of Pitkin County; (2) location and description of trail head
facilities; (3) identification of public access points over the Corridor for the
purpose of gaining access to the Roaring Fork River and other public lands along
the Corridor for public recreation; (4) description of proposed wildlife and
environmental education programs on the Property; (5) a signage plan for all
activities to be developed within the Property; (6) location and existence of
historic structure or areas; (7) a biologic inventory of the Property to amend and
update the Comprehensive Plan; (8) identification of criteria to be considered in
implementing any Updated Comprehensive Plan to protect and preserve the
Conservation Values of the Property to the extent reasonable and practicable; (9)
description of structures and facilities necessary to place and operate a mass
transit system and their location within the Corridor; (10) the identification of all
areas, other than Pitkin County, where the Corridor will not support both trail and
mass transit uses (in these areas the Updated Comprehensive Plan will identify
alternate routes for trails); (11) identification of all utility easements and facilities,
both underground and above surface, including, but not limited to,
telecommunication facilities; and (12) a detailed improvements and operations
plan for all uses, including a management and funding strategy.

5.4 The principles that will guide any Updated Comprehensive Plan (including
an access management plan) and optimizes the Corridor’s trail, mass transit, open
space, recreational, parks and wildlife uses and values are as follows:

5.4.1 The Corridor shall be managed to protect the health and safety of
those using the Corridor;

5.4.2 New road crossings over the Corridor shall be minimized;

5.4.3 Existing crossings shall be consolidated so long as the trail, mass
transit, open space, recreational, parks and wildlife uses and values will
not be impaired by so doing; and

5.4.4 Any development permitted in the Corridor (including, but not
limited to mass transit facilities, trails, road crossings, etc.) shall be
located, designed, constructed and managed in a manner that avoids,
minimizes or mitigates adverse impacts to the open space, recreation,
scenic and wildlife values of both the Corridor and adjacent lands that add
to the scenic value and enjoyment of the Corridor.

5.5 Except as necessary to carry out existing uses of the Corridor and to
implement requirements imposed under the ICC Termination Act, related statutes,
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regulations and orders of the STB, no facilities or structures related to mass transit
uses shall occur on the Corridor that are inconsistent with the Comprehensive
Plan or any Updated Comprehensive Plan, which plans shall limit and control the
development, location, size and use of such mass transit facilities and structures
allowed on the Corridor as well as all other uses allowed on the Corridor.”

Section 6.0 of the GOCO Agreement, which is set forth below in its entirety,
discusses uses and activities that are prohibited, restricted and permitted on the
Property as follows:

“6.0 Prohibited, Restricted and Permitted Uses and Activities Upon the Property.
The parties hereto acknowledge and agree that certain uses of and activities upon
the Property would be inconsistent with the purpose and intent of the Agreement.
Accordingly, the parties agree that except to the extent permitted in this Section 6,
any activity on or use of the Property inconsistent with the purposes or intent of
this Agreement is prohibited. Without limiting the generality of the foregoing, the
following activities and uses are expressly prohibited, restricted or permitted as
specifically indicated and RFRHA agrees it shall not engage in any activities or
uses nor shall it permit third parties to engage in any activities or uses on the
Property that are inconsistent with the purposes and intent of the Agreement.

6.1 Construction of Buildings and/or Other Structures. The construction or
reconstruction of any building or other structure or improvement, except those
existing on the date of this Agreement and except as necessary to implement other
approved uses set forth in the Comprehensive Plan (such as mass transit, signage
for trails and trailheads, and existing licenses and easements), is prohibited except
as may be permitted below.

6.2 Fences. RFRHA may repair or replace existing fences, and new fences may
be built by RFRHA for purposes of reasonable and customary management of
livestock and wildlife, and for separation of ownership and uses along trails to
protect trail users; provided that any fences must be consistent with the
Comprehensive Plan, providing for passage of the public and wildlife, where
appropriate. With regard to fences for livestock or that may effect wildlife
purposes only, such fences shall comply with the regulations and/or advice of the
Colorado Division of Wildlife.

6.3 New Crossings, Structures and/or Improvements. New crossings, structures
and/or improvements that RFRHA desires to construct which are directly related
to mass transit, trails, outdoor recreation, open space, wildlife, parks, or trails, and
access points shall be consistent with the Comprehensive Plan and any updated
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Comprehensive Plan. Those crossings, structures and improvements consistent
with the Comprehensive Plan or any Updated Comprehensive Plan may be
constructed by RFRHA without the consent of the Board, but RFRHA must
provide prior notice as set forth under Section 8 herein. In addition, RFRHA shall
be entitled to construct without the Board’s approval any crossings, structures
and/or improvements necessary to implement requirements imposed under the
ICC Termination Act, related statutes, regulations and orders of the STD;
however, RFRHA must provide notice to the Board as set forth under Section 8
herein, which notice shall include reference to the act or statutes requiring such
improvement construction. The parties hereto acknowledge that the Property is
burdened by a telecommunications easement owned by Qwest Communications
Corporation (“Qwest”) which authorizes the easement owner certain rights to
construct certain ancillary facilities on the Property. The Property is also
burdened by a subeasement agreement from Qwest to U.S. West
Communications, Inc. (U.S. West). Said facilities shall not be prohibited
provided they are consistent with the terms of that certain Third Amendment to
Easement Agreement (Aspen Branch) between Southern Pacific Transportation
Company, Qwest and RFRHA, or the First Amendment to the Subeasement
Agreement between Qwest, U.S. West and RFRHA, memoranda of which are of
record.

6.4 Subdivision. Any division or subdivision of title to the Property, whether by
physical or legal process shall be prohibited.

6.5 Harvesting Timber. Cutting of tress shall be prohibited, except that trees
may be cut to control insects and disease, to control invasive non-native species,
to prevent personal injury and property damage, and to enable construction and
maintenance of permitted uses allowed to be developed within the Property.
Dead trees may also be cut for firewood and other uses on the Property; however,
at least three (3) dead trees per acre shall remain uncut. Commercial timber
harvesting on the Property shall be prohibited. The Board shall be provided with
notice prior to the cutting of trees pursuant to this provision.

6.6 Mining. The mining or extraction of soil, sand, gravel, rock, oil, natural gas,
fuel, or any other mineral substance shall be prohibited on the Property except as
permitted hereunder for the purpose of mass transit and trail improvements.

6.7 Paving and Road and Trail Construction. Except as permitted in this
Agreement and as set forth in the Comprehensive Plan or any Updated
Comprehensive Plan (including the proposed extension of Industry Place in the
Town of Carbondale and the Glenwood By-pass), no portion of the Property shall
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be paved or otherwise covered with concrete, asphalt, or any other paving
material, nor shall any road crossings or trails be constructed, except that RFRHA
shall be entitled to construct any road necessary for the Property to be categorized
a “public highway” under 43 U.S.C. 8 912 and Colorado law, in the event that the
Corridor could not otherwise be maintained as a continuous linear corridor. Trails
for non-motorized uses as provided in the Comprehensive Plan or any Updated
Comprehensive Plan may be paved. Notice of any such paving or road or trail
construction shall be provided to the Board in accordance with Section 8, herein.

6.8 Trash. The dumping or uncontained accumulation of any kind of trash or
refuse on the Property shall be prohibited.

6.9 Water Rights. RFRHA shall retain and reserve the right to use such water
rights as may be appurtenant to the Property in order to maintain and improve the
conservation Values of the Property, and shall not transfer, encumber, lease, sell
or otherwise separate any such appurtenant water rights from title to the Property
itself,

6.10 Commercial or Industrial Activity. No commercial or industrial uses
unrelated to mass transit and associated uses shall be allowed on the Property
except as provided in this section 6 or the Comprehensive Plan and except that
RFRHA shall be entitled to grant underground easements; provided that (i) the
utility provider’s usage does not substantially diminish the Conservation Values
or interfere with the purposes of this Agreement and the utility provider is
required to revegetate and restore the surface of the Property to its former
condition to the extent possible, and (ii) the Board first approves the form of
easement agreement in accordance with the notice provisions of Section 8, herein.
No part of the Property shall be used as a parking lot.

6.11 Mass Transit and Trail Improvements. It is agreed and acknowledged that
the principal purpose for the preservation of the Corridor is to allow it to be used
for the development of a public recreation trail, to allow public access to other
public lands, to preserve open space and wildlife habitat, to provide access to the
Roaring Fork River, and to allow for the development of mass transit uses.
Accordingly, construction of mass transit and trail improvements shall be allowed
as follows:

6.11.1 Mass Transit. The construction and maintenance of

improvements on the Property directly related to and necessary for the
operation of mass transit shall be permitted, provided that:
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6.11.1.1 No improvements shall be made unless and until they
have been provided for in the Comprehensive Plan or any Updated
Comprehensive Plan, except as necessary to carry out existing uses
of the Property and to implement requirements imposed under the
ICC Termination Act, related statutes, regulations and orders of the
STB.

6.11.1.2 The improvements must be directly related to and
necessary for the operation of the mass transit. By way of
example, but not limitation, such improvements on the Property
would include tracks, switching stations, boarding platforms and
terminal stations, and would not include ancillary uses such as
shops, restaurants, and lodging facilities.

6.11.1.3 The improvements must be designed and constructed in a
way so as not to interfere materially in the use of the entire length
of the Corridor for trail, open space, wildlife, parks and any other
recreational uses or interfere with access points to public lands.

6.11.1.4 Upon the implementation of mass transit on the Corridor,
or December 31, 2020, whichever occurs first, the trail shall be
grade separated by RFRHA,; provided, however, that prior to
December 31, 2020, RFRHA shall be required to grade separate
the trail only at those points of intersection between the trail and
actual mass transit operations, it being understood that mass transit
may be implemented upon different segments of the Corridor and
at different times prior to December 31, 2020.

6.12. Trail. The construction and maintenance of improvements directly related
to and necessary for the operation of the RFRHA Trail and for access points to
public lands and related recreational uses shall be permitted without the Board’s
approval, but upon notice as set forth in Section 8, herein. Such uses may
include, but shall not be limited to: trail construction, including the paving and re-
paving of a trail, trail head facilities and trail connection, between RFRHA Trail
and other trails connecting to the Corridor. Trail development shall be planned
and developed to avoid adverse impacts to riparian areas and other sensitive
natural areas, unless there is no acceptable alternative, in which case impacts shall
be mitigated.”

Paragraphs 10 and 11 of the GOCO Agreement provide for enforcement and cost
of enforcement as follows:
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“10.0 Enforcement. Except as provided herein, the Board shall have the right to
cause the prevention or require the correction of violations of the terms and
purposes of this Agreement. The Board may enter the appropriate portion of the
Corridor for the purpose of inspecting for violations. If the Board finds what it
believes is a violation, it shall immediately notify RFRHA in writing of the nature
of the alleged violation and what steps are necessary to correct the violation.
Within not more than ten (10) days following receipt of this written notice,
RFRHA shall either (a) restore the Corridor to its condition prior to the violation,
(b) provide a written explanation to the Board of the reason why the alleged
violation should be permitted, or (c) take action to prevent any third party
violations of this Agreement and cause restoration of the Corridor following
notice to the Board of the actions it intends to pursue. If the condition described
in clause (b) above occurs, both parties agree to meet as soon as possible to
resolve this difference. If a resolution of this difference cannot be achieved at the
meeting, both parties agree to meet with a mutually acceptable mediator to
attempt to resolve the dispute at the mediation session. When, in the Board’s
opinion, an ongoing or imminent violation could materially diminish or impair the
trail on the Corridor or Conservation Values of the Property, the Board may, at its
discretion, take appropriate legal action. RFRHA shall discontinue any activity
which gave rise to the Board’s notice of violation from the date of receipt of such
notice until the matter is decided. If there is no resolution of the dispute by the
end of the mediation session, the Board may, at its discretion, take appropriate
legal or equitable action. If a court with jurisdiction determines that a violation is
imminent, exists, or has occurred, the Board may seek any relief permitted at law
or in equity, including a temporary or permanent injunction. The Board may also
request a court issue an injunction to require RFRHA to restore the Corridor to its
condition prior to the violation by either RFRHA or a third party.

11.0 Cost of Enforcement. Except as provided in the following sentence, any
costs incurred by the Board in enforcing the terms of this Easement against
RFRHA or any third party, including, without limitation, mediation fees, costs of
suit and reasonable attorneys’ fees, and any costs of restoration necessitated by
RFRHA'’s violation of the terms of this Easement, shall be borne by RFRHA
whether or not the Board prevails. However, if a court of competent jurisdiction
rules that any action brought by the Board is frivolous in nature or was vexatious
or brought in bad faith, RFRHA’s and the Board’s costs of suit, including, without
limitation, reasonable attorneys’ fees, shall be borne by the Board.”

Paragraph 15 of the GOCO Agreement pertains to access as follows:
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“15.0 Access. Notwithstanding anything else in this Agreement to the contrary,
RFRHA shall provide the public access to and along the Corridor to the extent
necessary to facilitate the Corridor’s use for recreational, trail, open space,
wildlife, parks and mass transit uses. To the extent provided by Colorado law,
RFRHA shall maintain, operate and keep open a public trail with the Corridor that
meets the definition of a “public highway legally established” as used in 43
U.S.C. § 912 and all regulations promulgated thereunder. However, with respect
to public or private access laterally across the Corridor not consistent with the
Comprehensive Plan or any Updated Comprehensive Plan, access shall be
restricted so as to: (i) allow for the possible resumption of rail use along the
Corridor as is contemplated by 16 U.S.C. § 1247(d) and the regulations
promulgated thereunder; (ii) protect the health and safety of those using the
Corridor for recreational purposes; and (iii) discourage the occurrence of
increased vehicular traffic over the Corridor which is inconsistent with the
Conservation Values, the Comprehensive Plan and any Updated Comprehensive
Plan.”

Paragraph 20 provides for termination and extinguishment as follows:

“20.0 Termination and Extinguishment. In addition to RFRHA’s right of
termination under the circumstances and pursuant to the terms set forth in Section
5.2.4, above, which method of termination shall not require judicial proceedings,
if other circumstances arise in the future such as render any purpose of this
Agreement impossible to accomplish, this Agreement may be terminated and
extinguished pursuant to the terms of this Section 20.0, whether in whole or in
part, by judicial proceedings in a court of competent jurisdiction. Each party shall
promptly notify the other when it first learns of such circumstances. If this
Agreement is terminated and extinguished in part, it shall remain valid as to the
portion deemed not to be terminated and extinguished. In the event of
condemnation, involuntary conversion, sale or exchange of any portion of the
Corridor subsequent to such termination and extinguishment, the amount of the
net proceeds to which each party shall entitled, after the satisfaction all
outstanding RFRHA obligations and prior claims, shall be determined, unless
otherwise provided by Colorado law at the time, as follows:

The Board, in its sole discretion, shall be entitled to receive the greater of:

(i) the gross proceeds multiplied by eighteen percent (18%), which figure
represents the percentage of the original purchase price of the Corridor
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paid by RFRHA ($8,500,000) which was provided by the Board
($1,500,000), or

(ii) the amount of the Grant, as amended, from the Board which was used
to acquire the Corridor multiplied by a fraction, the denominator of which
shall be the Consumer Price Index (“CPI”") figure published for the month
immediately preceding the month in which the Grant was given (June,
1997), and the numerator of which shall be the CPI figure published for
the month in which the sale, exchange or involuntary conversion occurs.
As used herein, the term “Consumer Price Index” or “CPI1” shall mean the
U.S. Department of Labor’s Bureau of Labor Statistics” Consumer Price
Index All Urban Consumers All Items, Denver, Colorado (1982-1984
equals 100), or the successor of such index as determined by the Board.

4. RESOLUTION OF THE BOARD OF DIRECTORS OF THE ROARING FORK
TRANSPORTATION AUTHORITY AMENDING THE ROARING FORK
TRANSPORTATION AUTHORITY INTERGOVERNMENTAL AGREEMENT
ADOPTED ON JUNE 25, 2001. This Resolution references an Assignment and Assumption
Agreement attached as Appendix “A.”

* The sixth whereas clause of this RFTA Resolution dated June 25, 2001 provides
that the Authority and RFRHA have agreed to reorganize RFRHA assigning all of
its assets, rights and privileges to the Authority and the Authority assuming all of
the obligations and liabilities of RFRHA pursuant to the Assignment and
Assumption Agreement.

* The seventh whereas clause of this RFTA Resolution dated June 25, 2001 refers
to the Denver Rio Grande Right of Way GOCO Covenant Enforcement
Commission to facilitate compliance with and Agreement dated as of January 17,
2001 between RFRHA and the State Board of the Great Outdoors Colorado Trust
Fund, a copy of which is attached as Appendix “B,” the First Amendment to the
Legacy Grant Agreement for the Roaring Fork Railroad Legacy Project dated
January 3, 2001 between the State Board of the Great Outdoors Colorado Trust
Fund and all voting members of RFRHA, a copy of which is attached as
Appendix “C,” and the policy adopted by RFRHA on July 5, 2000 defining the
types of uses that may be permitted within the Denver Rio Grande Right-of-Way
for the purpose of determining whether or not a proposed encroachment is
compatible with the transportation, recreation and conservation values of the
Denver Rio Grande Right-of-Way, attached as Appendix “D.”
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5. RESOLUTION OF THE BOARD OF DIRECTORS OF THE ROARING FORK

TRANSPORTATION AUTHORITY RESOLUTION NO. 2002-11 FINDING THAT ALL

REQUIREMENTS OF THE TRANSITION PLAN MERGING THE ROARING FORK

RAILROAD HOLDING AUTHORITY AND THE ROARING FORK TRANSIT AGENCY

ARE COMPLETE.

6. ROARING FORK TRANSPORTATION AUTHORITY INTERGOVERNMENTAL

AGREEMENT (hereinafter “Original RFTA IGA”) dated September 12, 2000.

*

The Original RFTA IGA document references in Section 2.01 that the Agreement
has been approved by a majority of the registered electors residing within the
Initial Boundaries of the Authority.

Section 6.02(c) of the Original RFTA IGA discusses regional transportation
planning as follows:

“(c) Regional Transportation Planning. The Authority shall provide
regional transportation planning services needed to Plan and direct the
Authorized Transportation Projects, pursue federal funding and coordinate
overall transportation policy within the area in which it provides Regional
Transit Services. Regional transportation planning shall, as determined by
the Board, include short range service planning as well as long range
planning, corridor investment studies and related environmental impact
analysis.

(d) Funding for Maintenance of the Denver Rio Grande Right-of-Way.
The Authority shall provide funding for the maintenance of the Denver
Rio Grande Right-of-Way until it is transferred to the Authority.

(e) Funding for Construction and Maintenance of Regional Trails. The
Authority shall provide funding for the construction of regional trails in
cooperation with Members, RFRHA and other Persons.”

Section 8.03 of the Original RFTA IGA provides as follows:

“Section 8.03. Reorganization of RFRHA. RFRHA will be reorganized in
accordance with this Section. During the period from the date the Authority is
formed until the reorganization of RFRHA is complete (the “RFRHA Transition
Period”):
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(@) All regional transportation functions (excluding access issues),
including management of the ongoing Corridor Investment Study, will be
transferred to the Authority and the RFRHA Board of Directors will no
longer have policy control of these planning functions.

(b) The Authority shall have approval rights over the RFRHA annual
operating budget and shall remit Authority funds to RFRHA to meet the
obligations in the approved budget.

(c) RFRHA will continue to provide access to, administration of and
physical maintenance for the Denver Rio Grande Right-of-Way,
maintenance of the conservation value of the right-of-way, pursue
construction of regional trails through the right-of-way and protect public
ownership of the right-of-way.

(d) Other financial obligations and assets of RFRHA related to
acquisition of the Denver Rio Grande Right-of-Way shall remain with
RFRHA unless and until the Denver Rio Grande Right-of-Way may be
transferred to the Authority.

(e) The Denver Rio Grande Right-of-Way shall, subject to compliance
with contractual, legal and other requirements applicable thereto, transfer
from RFRHA to the Authority, and the reorganization of RFRHA will be
deemed to be complete, if and when the Authority notifies RFRHA that
the Authority intends to use the right-of-way for an Authorized
Transportation Project other than trails for which funding has been
approved by the electors as required by Section 6.03(d) hereof and section
612 of the Act.

(F) Provisions concerning access contained in the Roaring Fork Railroad
Holding Authority Intergovernmental Agreement shall be honored by the
Authority.”

Section 8.04 of the Original RFTA IGA pertaining to Maintenance of Effort
provides as follows:

“Section 8.04. Maintenance of Effort. The Authority shall, regardless of the
reorganization process, terms of the RFTA Transition Period or RFRHA
Transition Period or any other event, use its best efforts to assure continuity of
existing regional and local transit service and ongoing transportation planning
efforts, including, but not limited to, the following:
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(@) Continuation of (I) the existing transit services provided by RFTA
within the territory of the Initial Members as set forth in RFTA’s 2000
budget without any significant change in routes, schedules or equipment
during the RFTA Transition Period and (ii) additional or new services
negotiated during the RFTA Transition Period pursuant to Section
8.02(c)(ii) hereof. For purposes of clause (i), a significant change in a
route or schedule shall mean a 5% reduction in service hours for service
provided between two locations.

(b) Local funding for regional transportation planning, specifically the
completion of the Corridor Investment Study, shall be provided by the
Authority in an amount needed to complete the same in an expeditious
manner in concert with the federal and State sponsors of and participants
in the effort.

(c) Funding of trunk service up the Brush Creek Road corridor pursuant
to a contract between the Authority and the Town of Snowmass Village.

(d) Continuation of senior van service in Pitkin County and transit
service to Woody Creek and the Maroon Bells, with service provided at
the current levels unless Pitkin County agrees to a change in such service.
Pitkin County and the City of Aspen (acting jointly) also may decide to
provide such services directly. If they do so decide, the payments to be
made by Pitkin County pursuant to Section 7.01(c) hereof shall be reduced
as described in that subsection.

(e) Financial assistance for paratransit services in the area within the
Boundaries of the Authority (such as the Traveler or equivalent service) in
addition to the senior van service in Pitkin County at a level of at least
$25,000 per year or a higher level determined by the Board from time-to-
time based on available resources and implementation of the Authority’s
overall service plan.

(F) As required by the terms of the ballot question of November 7, 1995
approving the Eagle County 0.5% Transportation Sales Tax, a minimum
of 10% of the proceeds of the Eagle County 0.5% Transportation Sales
Tax paid to the Authority pursuant to Section 7.01(b) hereof shall be used
for trails construction and maintenance within Eagle County election
precincts 7, 8, 24 and 25.”

29





Mr. Mike Gamba, Mayor
City of Glenwood Springs
April 16, 2015

Page 30

6. RESOLUTION 2001-6 (AS AMENDED) RESOLUTION OF THE BOARD OF
DIRECTORS OF THE ROARING FORK TRANSPORTATION AUTHORITY
AMENDING ROARING FORK TRANSPORTATION AUTHORITY
INTERGOVERNMENTAL AGREEMENT dated September 19, 2001. Pertinent portions of
the Resolution provide as follows:

“WHEREAS, the Authority and RFRHA and have agreed to reorganize RFRHA
by RFRHA assigning all of its assets, right and privileges to the Authority and the
Authority assuming all of the obligations and liabilities of RFRHA pursuant to an
Assignment and Assumption Agreement between RFRHA and the Authority, consistent
with the terms of the form agreement attached hereto as Appendix A (the ‘RFRHA
Assignment and Assumption Agreement’); and

WHEREAS, the Authority has agreed to create a Denver Rio Grande Right-of-
Way GOCO Covenant Enforcement Commission to facilitate compliance with an
Agreement dated as of January 17, 2001 between RFRHA and the State Board of the
Great Outdoors Colorado Trust Fund, a copy of which is attached hereto as Appendix B,
the First Amendment to the Legacy Grant Agreement for the Roaring Fork Railroad
Legacy Project dated January 3, 2001 between the State Board of the Great Outdoors
Colorado Trust Fund and all of the voting members of RFRHA, a copy of which is
attached hereto as Appendix C, and the policy adopted by RFRHA on July 5, 2000
defining the types of uses that may be permitted within the Denver Rio Grande Right-of-
Way for the purpose of determining whether or not a proposed encroachment is
compatible with the transportation, recreation and conservation values of the Denver Rio
Grande Right-of-Way, a copy of which is attached hereto as Appendix D.

Section 1.03. Amendment of Section 6.02(d) of Agreement. Section 6.02(d) of
the Agreement is amended to read as follows:

(d). Protection and management of the Denver Rio Grande Right-of-Way.
The Authority shall be responsible for the protection and management of the Denver Rio
Grande Right-of-Way, including the preservation, maintenance, and enhancement of the
conservation values of the Denver Rio Grande Right-of-Way, and including the
obligations of RFRHA under that certain agreement dated January 17, 2001 between
RFRHA and GOCO, and shall provide funding for and monitoring of enforcement of
these conservation values, subject to compliance with the Act.

ARTICLE II
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AUTHORIZATION OF OFFICERS AND EMPLOYEES

The officers and employees of the Authority are hereby authorized and directed to
take all actions that are necessary, convenient and in conformity with the Agreement (as
amended by this Resolution), the Act and the Constitution and laws of the State, to carry
out the provisions of the Agreement (as amended by this Resolution), the RFRHA
Assignment and Assumption Agreement and the Environmental Covenants, including,
but not limited to, the execution and delivery of a RFRHA Assignment and Assumption
Agreement consistent with the terms of the form agreement attached hereto as Appendix
A and agreements and instruments necessary or convenient to implement the terms
hereof.

7. POLICY MEMORANDUM from Tom Newland, Executive Director Re: Corridor
Encroachment Policy. A copy of the Policy Memorandum is attached below.
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ATTACHMENT C
-POLICY
MEMORANDUM
TO: RFRHA Board of Directors
FROM: Tom Newland, Executive Director
RE: Carridor Encroaachment Policy

DATE: July 5, 2000

PURPOSE: The purpese of this policy is to define the uses that can be considered in
the railroad corridor under the Encroachment Permit process.

BACKGROUND: The RFRHA Comprehensive Plan allows private interests.
adjacent property owners, public utilities and state and local governments to
encroach upon a portion or portions of the railroad corridor. However, the
Comprehensive Plan is not specific towards which types of uses would be allowed
under this encroachment paolicy. An erncroachment is defined as a use or uses by
individuals or entities other than RFRHA that are caonsistent with and do not impact
the transportation, recreation and conservation values of the corridar.

POLICY; RFRHA will consider allowing private interests, adjacent landowners,
public utilities and state or local government entities to apply for use of a portion or
portions of the rail corridor through the adopted encroachment permit procedures, If
an encroachment is approved through this process, it will be formalized under a
recorded license or lease that is revocable by RFRHA at any time within 60 days.
The local jurisdiction where the encroachment is proposed will be notified and
invited to submit comments prior to consideration by the RFRHA Board. Pre-existing
encroachments along the corridor will be continued pravided that they are
formalized through a written |lease agreement between the owner and RFRHA. Any
and all transit and recreation facilities described under the RFRHA Comprehensive
Plan will not be considered as encroachments under this policy. New
encroachments will not be allowed within the Conservation Restriction Areas (see
Exhibit "A"), Sale of any portion of the right-of-way to private interests is prohibited.

The following listings will be considered when determining whether or not a
proposed sncroachment is compatible with the transportation, recreation and

conservation values of the carridor:
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Allowed Fncroachment Uses

Landscaping (earthwork, vegetation)

Underground Utilities (public and private)

Agricultural Storage (hay, vegetation, uncovered)

Agricultural field extensions

Trails and trail crassings

Road crossings (as per Access Plan)

Irrigation Improvements (ditches, ponds, dividing boxes)
Recreational Fields (no structures)

Recreational Implement Storage (uncovered)

10 Passive Open Space

11. Drainage facilities (culverts, retaining ponds or irrigation facilities)
12. Emergency respanse staging and/for access (flooding, wild fire and other

disasters) :
13.Traffic Contral Devices

2 ONOD AW

Prohibited Fncroachment Uses:

Paved Roadways (other than to consolidate crossings as per Access Plan)
Public or Private Buildings and Covered Structures

Aviation take-off or landings (planes, gliders, motorized gliders, hot-air balloons)
Concessions, temporary or permanent (i.e. open-air markets, foed stands, flea
markets, farmer markets)

Shooting Ranges

Camping

Controlled Fires

3. Waste Deposition (i.e. yard wastes, dirt/rock, other solid waste, liquid waste)
9. Human Habitation

10. Fencing or livestock yards/kennels

11. Motorized vehicle races (or associated staging)

12.Hunting on the RFRHA Property

13. All Commercial Signage

14.Signage larger than 3" x 2’

]5.Raves

P BB

Noow

Encroachment Uses Considered Under Special Review. The use must show a
potential overall benefit to the corridor and/or a hardship that can only be overcome

by its placement on the corridor.

14. Telecommunication/Radio/Television Facilities (uncovéred)
15. Chemical, mineral or petroleum storage (uncovered)

16. Public or Private Vehicle Storage
17.Signage (traffic, directional, and informational, no greater that 3" x 2)
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18. Low-Impact or beneficial gatherings or events (i.e. running or biking races,
Access to river boating, weed pulling, educational tours, biological studies, small
memorial gatherings) '

19. High-Impact gatherings or events outside of Conservation Restriction Areas (i.e.
music concerts, political rallies, parades, fairs, large memarial services)

20.Transit Facilities in station locations designated by the Comprehensive Plan or
adjacent to public road crossings (park-and-rides, bus shelters, etc.)

21.Commercial Recreational Staging

22.Weather or Traffic Observation Devices

23.0Outdoor Lighting of any kind _

24.Any use proposed that is not defined above or that is prohibited by law or
jurisdictional policy

25.Storage of Agricultural Implements

26, Utility Storage (uncavered)
27.Implements Associated with Recreational Fields or Uses

28.Commercial Storage (uncovered)
29.Memorials

34





		A. The valley-wide trail is completed by 2010 (completed)





