TOWN OF PAONIA
TUESDAY, JULY 14, 2020

PAO NIA REGULAR TOWN BOARD MEETING 6:30 PM

C+QO«L+OR+A-D-0O

*

PLEASE WEAR A FACE COVERING UNLESS YOUR HEALTH MAY BE JEOPARDIZED BY DOING SO.
SEATING IS LIMITED. IF THERE IS NOT AN OPEN CHAIR PLEASE REMAIN IN THE HALLWAY UNTIL THE ITEM
YOU WISH TO SPEAK ON IS RECOGNIZED.

Roll Call
Approval of Agenda
Announcements
Recognition of Visitors & Guests
1. Visitors & Guests
2. Recognition of Former Mayor - Charles Stewart

Executive Session
3. Executive Session
For a conference with the Town attorney for the purpose of receiving legal advice on specific legal
questions under C.R.S. Section 24-6-402(4)(b); regarding the case of Eric Pace v. Town of Paonia;
Town Attorney Professional Services Agreement.

Staff Reports
4. Administrator’s Report

Public Works
Police Report
Attorney Report — As Needed

Reqular Business
5. Resolution 2020-13 - Appointment of Officers
Skate Park Update
Western Slope Conservation Center - Draft Letter Regarding Resource Management Plan
Intent to Participate in November Coordinated Election
ClearGov - Financial Management Software
10. Employee Health Insurance Renewal
11. Ordinance 2020-06 Modification of Fences, Hedges and Walls
12. Ordinance 2020-TBD Modification of Municipal Code Regarding Appointment of Officers
13. Chief of Police Memorandum of Understanding
14. Town Administrator - Draft Job Description & Procedure for Evaluations
Consent Agenda
15. Regular Minutes:
June 9, 2020
June 23, 2020
Special Minutes:
June 4, 2020

|<© [0 |~

NOTE: POSSIBLE ACTION ON ALL AGENDA ITEMS UNLESS OTHERWISE SPECIFICALLY NOTED AS DISCUSSION ONLY




Local Liquor License Renewal:
Linda Little — dba 3™ Street Bistro

Disbursements
16. Treasurer Report

17. Disbursements

Mayor’s Report
18. Mayor’s Report

Committee Reports
19. Finance & Personnel
Governmental Affairs & Public Safety
Public Works-Utilities-Facilities
Space to Create
Tree Board

Adjournment
20. Adjournment

NOTE: POSSIBLE ACTION ON ALL AGENDA ITEMS UNLESS OTHERWISE SPECIFICALLY NOTED AS DISCUSSION ONLY




AS ADOPTED BY:
TOWN OF PAONIA, COLORADO
RESOLUTION NO. 2017-10 — Amended May 22, 2018

I. RULES OF PROCEDURE

Section 1. Schedule of Meetings. Regular Board of Trustees meetings shall be held on the second and fourth Tuesdays of each
month, except on legal holidays, or as re-scheduled or amended and posted on the agenda prior to the scheduled meeting.

Section 2. Officiating Officer. The meetings of the Board of Trustees shall be conducted by the Mayor or, in the Mayor’s
absence, the Mayor Pro-Tem. The Town Clerk or a designee of the Board shall record the minutes of the meetings.

Section 3. Time of Meetings. Regular meetings of the Board of Trustees shall begin at 6:30 p.m. or as scheduled and posted on
the agenda. Board Members shall be called to order by the Mayor. The meetings shall open with the presiding officer leading
the Board in the Pledge of Allegiance. The Town Clerk shall then proceed to call the roll, note the absences and announce
whether a quorum is present. Regular Meetings are scheduled for three hours, and shall be adjourned at 9:30 p.m., unless a
majority of the Board votes in the affirmative to extend the meeting, by a specific amount of time.

Section 4. Schedule of Business. If a quorum is present, the Board of Trustees shall proceed with the business before it, which
shall be conducted in the following manner. Note that all provided times are estimated:

(a) Roll Call - (5 minutes)
(b) Approval of Agenda - (5 minutes)
(c) Announcements (5 minutes)
(d) Recognition of Visitors and Guests (10 minutes)
(e) Consent Agenda including Approval of Prior Meeting Minutes (10 minutes)
(f) Mayor’s Report (10 minutes)
(g) Staff Reports: (15 minutes)
(1) Town Administrator’s Report
(2) Public Works Reports
(3) Police Report
(4) Treasurer Report

(h) Unfinished Business (45 minutes)
(i) New Business (45 minutes)

(j) Disbursements (15 minutes)

(K) Committee Reports (15 minutes)
(I) Adjournment

* This schedule of business is subject to change and amendment.

Section 5. Priority and Order of Business. Questions relative to the priority of business and order shall be decided by the Mayor
without debate, subject in all cases to an appeal to the Board of Trustees.

Section 6. Conduct of Board Members. Town Board Members shall treat other Board Members and the public in a civil and
polite manner and shall comply with the Standards of Conduct for Elected Officials of the Town. Board Members shall address
Town Staff and the Mayor by his/her title, other Board Members by the title of Trustee or the appropriate honorific (i.e.: Mr.,
Mrs. or Ms.), and members of the public by the appropriate honorific. Subject to the Mayor’s discretion, Board Members shall
be limited to speaking two times when debating an item on the agenda. Making a motion, asking a question or making a
suggestion are not counted as speaking in a debate.

Section 7. Presentations to the Board. Items on the agenda presented by individuals, businesses or other organizations shall be
given up to 5 minutes to make a presentation. On certain issues, presenters may be given more time, as determined by the
Mayor and Town Staff. After the presentation, Trustees shall be given the opportunity to ask questions.

Section 8. Public Comment. After discussion of an agenda item by the Board of Trustees has concluded, the Mayor shall open
the floor for comment from members of the public, who shall be allowed the opportunity to comment or ask questions on the
agenda item. Each member of the public wishing to address the Town Board shall be recognized by the presiding officer before
speaking. Members of the public shall speak from the podium, stating their name, the address of their residence and any group
they are representing prior to making comment or asking a question. Comments shall be directed to the Mayor or presiding
officer, not to an individual Trustee or Town employee. Comments or questions should be confined to the agenda item or issue(s)
under discussion. The speaker should offer factual information and refrain from obscene language and personal attacks.

NOTE: POSSIBLE ACTION ON ALL AGENDA ITEMS UNLESS OTHERWISE SPECIFICALLY NOTED AS DISCUSSION ONLY




Section 9. Unacceptable Behavior. Disruptive behavior shall result in expulsion from the meeting.

Section 10. Posting of Rules of Procedure for Paonia Board of Trustees Meetings. These rules of procedure shall be provided in
the Town Hall meeting room for each Board of Trustees meeting so that all attendees know how the meeting will be conducted.

Il. CONSENT AGENDA

Section 1. Use of Consent Agenda. The Mayor, working with Town Staff, shall place items on the Consent Agenda. By using a
Consent Agenda, the Board has consented to the consideration of certain items as a group under one motion. Should a Consent
Agenda be used at a meeting, an appropriate amount of discussion time will be allowed to review any item upon request.
Section 2. General Guidelines. Items for consent are those which usually do not require discussion or explanation prior to action
by the Board, are non-controversial and/or similar in content, or are those items which have already been discussed or explained
and do not require further discussion or explanation. Such agenda items may include ministerial tasks such as, but not limited
to, approval of previous meeting minutes, approval of staff reports, addressing routine correspondence, approval of liquor
licenses renewals and approval or extension of other Town licenses. Minor changes in the minutes such as non-material Scribner
errors may be made without removing the minutes from the Consent Agenda. Should any Trustee feel there is a material error
in the minutes, they should request the minutes be removed from the Consent Agenda for Board discussion.

Section 3. Removal of Item from Consent Agenda. One or more items may be removed from the Consent Agenda by a timely
request of any Trustee. A request is timely if made prior to the vote on the Consent Agenda. The request does not require a
second or a vote by the Board. An item removed from the Consent Agenda will then be discussed and acted on separately either
immediately following the consideration of the Consent Agenda or placed later on the agenda, at the discretion of the Board.

111. EXECUTIVE SESSION

Section 1. An executive session may only be called at a regular or special Board meeting where official action may be taken by
the Board, not at a work session of the Board. To convene an executive session, the Board shall announce to the public in the
open meeting the topic to be discussed in the executive session, including specific citation to the statute authorizing the Board
to meet in an executive session and identifying the particular matter to be discussed “in as much detail as possible without
compromising the purpose for which the executive session is authorized.” In the even the Board plans to discuss more than one
of the authorized topics in the executive session, each should be announced, cited and described. Following the announcement
of the intent to convene an executive session, a motion must then be made and seconded. In order to go into executive session,
there must be the affirmative vote of two thirds (2/3) of Members of the Board.

Section 2. During executive session, minutes or notes of the deliberations should not be taken. Since meeting minutes are subject
to inspection under the Colorado Open Records Act, the keeping of minutes would defeat the private nature of executive
session. In addition, the deliberations carried out during executive session should not be discussed outside of that session or
with individuals not participating in the session. The contexts of an executive session are to remain confidential unless a
majority of the Trustees vote to disclose the contents of the executive session.

Section 3. Once the deliberations have taken place in executive session, the Board should reconvene in regular session to take
any formal action decided upon during the executive session. If you have questions regarding the wording of the motion or
whether any other information should be disclosed on the record, it is essential for you to consult with the Town Attorney on
these matters.

IV. SUBJECT TO AMENDMENT

Section 1. Deviations. The Board may deviate from the procedures set forth in this Resolution, if, in its sole discretion, such
deviation is necessary under the circumstances.
Section 2. Amendment. The Board may amend these Rules of Procedures Policy from time to time.
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AGENDA SUMMARY FORM

W7~ | Roll Call

PAONIA

Summary:

Notes:

Possible Motions:

Motion by: 2nd: vote:
Vote: Trustee Bear Trustee Budinger Trustee Johnson
Trustee Knutson Trustee Meck Trustee Pattison Mayor Bachran:

July 9, 2020



AGENDA SUMMARY FORM

7' WP~_ | Agenda Approval

PAONIA

Summary:

Notes:

Possible Motions:

Motion by: 2nd: vote:
Vote: Trustee Bear Trustee Budinger Trustee Johnson
Trustee Knutson Trustee Meck Trustee Pattison Mayor Bachran

July 9, 2020



AGENDA SUMMARY FORM

7 WP~ | Announcements
PAONIA

C Q+L+OR-A+D-0O

Summary:

Notes:

Possible Motions:

Motion by: 2nd: vote:
Vote: Trustee Bear Trustee Budinger Trustee Johnson
Trustee Knutson Trustee Meck Trustee Pattison Mayor Bachran

July 9, 2020



AGENDA SUMMARY FORM

AW~ | Visitors & Guests

PAONIA

Summary:

Notes:

Possible Motions:

Motion by: 2nd: vote:
Vote: Trustee Bear: Trustee Budinger: Trustee Johnson:
Trustee Knutson: Trustee Meck: Trustee Pattison: Mayor Bachran:

July 9, 2020



AGENDA SUMMARY FORM

A WP Recognition of Former Mayor Charles Stewart

PAONIA

Summary:

Charles Stewart was a member of the Board of Trustees for six years, serving as Mayor for
four years. The Board wishes to take an opportunity to recognize and thank him for his
service.

Notes:

Possible Motions:

Motion by: 2nd: vote:
Vote: Trustee Bear Trustee Budinger Trustee Johnson
Trustee Knutson Trustee Meck Trustee Pattison Mayor Bachran:

July 10, 2020



AGENDA SUMMARY FORM

Executive Session
il Y1 N For a conference with the Town attorney for the purpose of receiving
T XOL V¥ | legal advice on specific legal questions under C.R.S. Section 24-6-
CeQeL+O*ReArDO

402(4)(b); regarding the case of Eric Pace v. Town of Paonia; Town
Attorney Professional Services Agreement.

Summary:

Notes:

Possible Motions:

Motion by: 2nd: vote:
Vote: Trustee Bear Trustee Budinger Trustee Johnson
Trustee Knutson Trustee Meck Trustee Pattison Mayor Bachran

July 9, 2020



AGENDA SUMMARY FORM

Administrator’s Report
Public Works

Police Report

Attorney Report — As Needed

Summry:

Notes:

VW — verbal warning
WW — written warning
CIT - citation

CAA — clear adult arrest
UTL — unable to locate
UNF - unfounded

Possible Motions:

Motion by: 2nd: vote:
Vote: Trustee Bear: Trustee Budinger: Trustee Johnson:
Trustee Knutson: Trustee Meck: Trustee Pattison: Mayor Bachran:

July 9, 2020



4.

Corinne Ferguson
_

From: Rob Miller <pickinproductions@gmail.com>

Sent: Thursday, July 9, 2020 6:01 PM

To: Rob Miller

Subject: 2020 Pickin' in the Park / Letter to our Friends & Sponsors

Dear Friends and Sponsors,

In the hopes that things would take a different turn this summer, we held off on postponing Pickin’ in the Park
2020 for as long as we could, however the time has come to make a difficult call. Due to the current health crisis,
we feel there 1s not a safe way to present our free August concerts in the park without risk to the well-being of our
community. The health and safety of our citizens 1s our highest priority.

From the bottom of our hearts, a big thanks to all of you for sponsoring the 2020 series! In light of this
postponement, we will roll your contribution over to 2021, as we have already begun communicating with artists to
secure their dates for next summer. We appreciate your commitment to Pickin' Productions, and to keeping
music and the arts alive on the Western Slope. We could not do it without you.

We are currently working on a fabulous poster with our graphic design wizard, Jimi. This will be shared on social
media when we make an announcement to the public tomorrow, Friday July 10. The poster will have a “festival”
look to it, but mstead of listing bands per usual, we are listing you...our beloved sponsors! Keep an eye out for
that and if you love it, let us know and we will gladly print one out for you to frame.

Please don’t hesitate to give me a call if you have any questions. And thanks for sticking with us through these
strange times. We cannot wait to celebrate with you again in Paonia Town Park.

Yours in music,

Rob Miller

Rob Miller

Owner, Talent Buyer

Pickin' Productions

PO Box 1690, Paonia, CO 81428
970.260.6493
pickinproductions@gmail.com
www.pickinproductions.com

12




4.

Corinne Ferguson

From: Enlighten <donotreply@enphaseenergy.com>
Sent: Friday, July 10, 2020 7:27 PM
Subject: Monthly Energy Production Report for Paonia Town Hall

2 Enlighten

Monthly Energy Production Report for Paonia Town Hall

Enphase Energy maximizes your solar energy production and keeps you informed about your
system. Your monthly energy report shows how your system performed and how much you

contributed to offsetting the global carbon footprint.

For more details on these production results, please visit your Enphase® system.

Week Peak Power Energy Produced
06/01/2020 - 06/07/2020 3.86 kW 190 kWh
06/08/2020 - 06/14/2020 3.82 kW 191 kWh
06/15/2020 - 06/21/2020 3.78 kW 207 kWh
06/22/2020 - 06/28/2020 3.75 kW 196 kWh
06/29/2020 - 06/30/2020 3.74 kW 60.3 kWh
June 2020 Total: 844 kWh

Previous Month Total: 885 kWh

Year to Date: 4.13 MWh

Your Carbon Offset for this month: 1,286 Ibs

You have offset the equivalent of: 15 Trees

All trademarks are the property of their respective owners. e ENPHASE.

©2008-2020 Enphase Energy, Inc. All rights reserved.

This is an automated system notification from Enphase Energy Inc.,
1420 N. McDowell Blvd., Petaluma, CA 94954, USA.
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Paonia Police Department
Law Incident Table, by Date and Time

Date Occurred: 06/15/20
Time Nature Address Agency Loctn Dsp
08:35:09 SUSPICIOUS 4TH ST; PAONIA, Paonia, CO PPD PPD
09:58:16  Code Enforce 2ND ST, Paonia, CO PPD PPD WWwW
10:05:05 Code Enforce ONARGA AVE, Paonia, CO PPD PPD WWwW
15:08:17  VIN INSPECTION GRAND AVE, Paonia, CO PPD PPD
18:22:04 CIVIL PROBLEM 2ND ST; Paonia, CO PPD PPD
Total Incidents for this Date: 5

Date Occurred: 06/16/20
Time Nature Address Agency Loctn Dsp
11:30:30  CITIZEN ASSIST GRAND AVE; Paonia, CO PPD PPD
12:11:57  CITIZEN ASSIST MEADOWBROOK BLVD, Paonia, CO PPD PPD
Total Incidents for this Date: 2

Date Occurred: 06/17/20
Time Nature Address Agency Loctn Dsp
17:05:38  Information MEADOWBROOK BLVD, Paonia, CO PPD PPD
Total Incidents for this Date: 1

Date Occurred: 06/18/20
Time Nature Address Agency Loctn Dsp
08:42:14  Code Enforce 4TH ST, Paonia, CO PPD PPD Ww
08:49:58  Code Enforce NORTH FORK AVE, Paonia, CO PPD PPD WwW
09:00:55 Code Enforce NORTH FORK AVE, Paonia, CO PPD Ww
15:54:46  VIN INSPECTION DELTA AVE, Paonia, CO PPD PPD
16:50:31  Traffic Stop 200 BLOCK GRAND AVE, Paonia, CO PPD PPD CIT
Total Incidents for this Date: 5

Date Occurred: 06/19/20
Time Nature Address Agency Loctn Dsp
16:49:21  Information POPLAR AVE, Paonia, CO PPD PPD

Total Incidents for this Date: 1
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Date Occurred:
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Law Incident Table, by Date and Time Page 2 of 4

Time Nature Address Agency Loctn Dsp
11:08:22  Information MAIN AVE, Paonia, CO PPD PPD
13:06:06  CITIZEN ASSIST MAIN AVE, Paonia, CO PPD PPD UTL
14:30:20 ANIMAL CONTROL BOX ELDER AVE, Paonia, CO PPD PPD
15:41:36 AGENCY ASSIST GRAND AVE, Paonia, CO PPD PPD
15:43:41 SHOPLIFTING 2ND ST; Paonia, CO PPD
15:56:35 WELFARE CHECK  NIAGARA AVE, Paonia, CO PPD PPD

Total Incidents for this Date: 6

Date Occurred: 06/21/20

Time Nature Address Agency Loctn Dsp
00:19:10  SUSPICIOUS 2ND ST, Paonia, CO PPD PPD
12:55:22  Parking Problem OAK AVE, Paonia, CO PPD PPD

Total Incidents for this Date: 2

Date Occurred: 06/22/20

Time Nature Address Agency Loctn Dsp

08:11:23  Code Enforce 4TH ST, Paonia, CO PPD PPD Ww
08:17:23  Code Enforce BOX ELDER AVE, Paonia, CO PPD PPD Ww
09:56:13  Code Enforce RIO GRANDE AVE, Paonia, CO PPD PPD Ww
12:51:23 DOMESTIC GRAND AVE;upstairs, Paonia, CO PPD PPD UNF
13:53:58  Code Enforce 2ND ST, Paonia, CO PPD PPD Ww
14:53:39  Code Enforce ORCHARD AVE, Paonia, CO PPD PPD Ww
15:01:44  Code Enforce ORCHARD AVE, Paonia, CO PPD PPD Ww
15:16:36  VIN INSPECTION GRAND AVE, Paonia, CO PPD PPD

15:23:16  VIN INSPECTION GRAND AVE, Paonia, CO PPD PPD

15:37:49  VIN INSPECTION GRAND AVE, Paonia, CO PPD PPD

17:58:27 TRAFFIC 500 Block 5th St., Paonia, CO PPD PPD CIT

21:44:34 ALARM 3RD ST, Paonia, CO PPD PPD

22:32:40 M-1 HOLD 3RD ST, Paonia, CO PPD PPD

Total Incidents for this Date: 13

Date Occurred: 06/23/20

Time Nature Address Agency Loctn Dsp
08:07:20 CITIZEN ASSIST BOX ELDER AVE, Paonia, CO PPD PPD
10:59:04  Parking Problem SAMUEL WADE RD, Paonia, CO PPD DIST3 WW
12:02:03  VIN INSPECTION GRAND AVE; PPD, Paonia, CO PPD PPD
14:00:57  Medical/transfe NIAGARA AVE, Paonia, CO PPD PPD

Total Incidents for this Date: 4

Date Occurred: 06/24/20

Time Nature Address Agency Loctn Dsp
12:48:32  Parking Problem GRAND AVE, Paonia, CO PPD PPD \AVY

rplwlitr.x1



Law Incident Table, by Date and Time Page 3 of 4

Time Nature Address Agency Loctn Dsp
14:58:07 ANIMAL CONTROL 4TH ST, Paonia, CO PPD PPD CIT

Total Incidents for this Date: 2

Date Occurred: 06/25/20

Time Nature Address Agency Loctn Dsp
13:45:16 ALARM GRAND AVE, Paonia, CO PPD PPD

Total Incidents for this Date: 1

Date Occurred: 06/26/20

Time Nature Address Agency Loctn Dsp
13:47:01 ALARM GRAND AVE, Paonia, CO PPD PPD

16:08:15 MARIJUANA NORTH FORK AVE, Paonia, CO PPD PPD Ww
18:44:11 MARIJUANA DELTA AVE, Paonia, CO PPD PPD Ww
19:08:25 MARIJUANA ORCHARD AVE, Paonia, CO PPD PPD Ww

Total Incidents for this Date: 4

Date Occurred: 06/27/20

Time Nature Address Agency Loctn Dsp
13:46:52 ALARM GRAND AVE, Paonia, CO PPD PPD
16:56:52  TrafficAccident 800 Block 3rd St., Paonia, CO PPD PPD
19:20:25 MARIJUANA 4TH ST, Paonia, CO PPD PPD WwWw
19:41:20 MARIJUANA 7TH ST, Paonia, CO PPD PPD WwWw
19:51:52 MARIJUANA PAONIA AVE, Paonia, CO PPD PPD WwWw
22:39:24  AGENCY ASSIST SHADY LN, Paonia, CO PPD PPD

Total Incidents for this Date: 6

Date Occurred: 06/28/20

Time Nature Address Agency Loctn Dsp
00:08:21  Noise Complaint POPLAR AVE, Paonia, CO PPD PPD Vw
12:43:06 ANIMAL CONTROL MEADOWBROOK BLVD, Paonia, CO PPD PPD

15:09:37  911/hangup ONARGA AVE, Paonia, CO PPD

20:00:38  Disturbance MAIN AVE, Paonia, CO PPD PPD

20:29:07  Noise Complaint COLORADO AVE, Paonia, CO PPD PPD WWwW

Total Incidents for this Date: 5

Date Occurred: 06/29/20

Time Nature Address Agency Loctn Dsp
08:18:04  Code Enforce MAIN AVE, Paonia, CO PPD PPD WwW
08:35:12  Code Enforce MAIN AVE, Paonia, CO PPD wWw
08:40:12  Code Enforce OAK AVE, Paonia, CO PPD PPD WwW
08:46:49  Code Enforce CEDAR DR, Paonia, CO PPD PPD WwW

rplwlitr.x1



Law Incident Table, by Date and Time Page 4 of 4

Time Nature Address Agency Loctn Dsp
09:23:56  Code Enforce RIO GRANDE AVE, Paonia, CO PPD PPD Ww
10:11:49  Code Enforce BOX ELDER AVE, Paonia, CO PPD PPD WwW
10:18:23  Code Enforce 3RD ST, Paonia, CO PPD PPD WwW
11:25:28  Code Enforce ONARGA AVE, Paonia, CO PPD PPD WwW
11:57:40  Medical/transfe DELTA AVE, Paonia, CO PPD PPD

13:35:13  Code Enforce DELTA AVE, Paonia, CO PPD PPD Ww
13:43:28  Code Enforce VISTA DR, Paonia, CO PPD WwW
13:49:21  Code Enforce 3RD ST, Paonia, CO PPD PPD WwW
13:55:36  Code Enforce MAIN AVE, Paonia, CO PPD PPD WwW
14:24:44  Code Enforce 2ND Street, Paonia, CO PPD PPD WwW
14:53:08  Information GRAND AVE, Paonia, CO PPD PPD

14:53:17 CRIM MISCHIEF ONARGA AVE, Paonia, CO PPD PPD

15:06:11  Code Enforce NIAGARA AVE, Paonia, CO PPD PPD WwW
15:13:05  Code Enforce MAIN ST, Delta, CO PPD PPD WWwW
15:32:28 MARIJUANA MAIN AVE, Paonia, CO PPD PPD

15:53:43 MARIJUANA COLORADO AVE, Paonia, CO PPD PPD WwWw
18:41:55 MARIJUANA MAIN AVE, Paonia, CO PPD PPD ww

Total Incidents for this Date: 21

Total reported: 78

VW -2
WW - 36
CIT-3
UNF - 1
UTL - 1

Report Includes:
All dates between '00:00:01 06/15/20" and "00:00:01 06/30/20°, All agencies matching 'PPD", All disposition's, All natures,
All location codes, All cities
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AGENDA SUMMARY FORM

AP

PAONIA

Resolution 2020-13 — Appointment of Officers

Summary:

Resolution regarding the appointment of officers following a municipal regular election.

Notes:

Motion by:

Possible Motions:

2nd:

vote:

Vote:

Trustee Bear

Trustee Budinger

Trustee Johnson

Trustee Knutson

Trustee Meck

Trustee Pattison

Mayor Bachran:

July 10, 2020




RESOLUTION 2020-13

TOWN OF PAONIA, COLORADO,
A RESOLUTION OF THE TOWN OF
PAONIA REGARDING THE
APPOINTMENT OF OFFICERS

WHEREAS, CRS 31-4-304 provides that, after each regular election, the Board of Trustees shall
appoint a Clerk, Treasurer, and Town Attorney; and

WHEREAS, CRS 31-10-105 provides that the governing body shall appoint a Municipal Judge
for a specific term not less than two (2) years and may be reappointed for a subsequent term; and

WHEREAS, the Paonia Municipal Code chapter 2, Article 3 Section 2-3-10 requires the
appointment of officers by a vote of the Board of Trustees; and

WHEREAS, Board of Trustees of the Town of Paonia, Colorado, is required to appoint officers
to carry on the Business of the Town.

NOW, THEREFORE, BE IT RESOLVED by the Board of Trustees of the Town of Paonia,
Colorado, that the following persons are appointed.

Treasurer — Ross King
Town Clerk — J. Corinne Ferguson
Town Attorney — Bo James Nerlin

Municipal Judge — Julie Huffman

APPROVED AND ADOPTED: July 14, 2020.

Mary Bachran, Mayor

ATTEST:

20

J. Corinne Ferguson, Town Clerk
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AGENDA SUMMARY FORM

AW~ | Paonia Skate Park Update

PAONIA

Summary:
Board update regarding skate park.

Notes:
In-Kind Donation and approximate costs:

Temporary Construction Fencing: $75 per 100’
Temporary Dumpster: $800 per delivery — pickup
Public Restroom access in lieu of porta-potty
Skid Steer: $100 per hour with operator
Excavator Mini: $100 per hour with operator
Roller: $75 per hour with operator

Demo: $50 per person per hour

Water Truck: $35 per load

Financial and install contribution of permanent barrier fencing in style of rail fencing in Town
Park. Costs to be determined.

Concerns under investigation:

Cost of liability insurance for a municipally owned skate park
Cost of ongoing maintenance and upkeep of completed skate park upgrade

Possible Motions:

Motion by: 2nd: vote:
Vote: Trustee Bear Trustee Budinger Trustee Johnson
Trustee Knutson Trustee Meck Trustee Pattison Mayor Bachran:

July 10, 2020



22

AGENDA SUMMARY FORM

A2 WP~_ | Western Slope Conservation Center — Draft Letter Regarding Resource

Management Plan
PAONIA
CeQ«L*OR+A+D*0Q

Summary:
Draft RMP letter review.

Notes:

Possible Motions:

Motion by: 2nd: vote:
Vote: Trustee Bear Trustee Budinger Trustee Johnson
Trustee Knutson Trustee Meck Trustee Pattison Mayor Bachran:

July 10, 2020



" Town of Paonia

. A\
www.townofpaoma.com N
-

October 27, 2016

UFO Draft RMP
Uncompahgre Field Office

2465 Townsend Avenue
Montrose, CO 81401

To Whom it May Concern:

The Town of Paonia would sincerely like to thank the Bureau of Land Management
(BLM) Uncompahgre Field Office for including the North Fork Alternative (B1) in the recent
draft Resource Management Plan (RMP). The Town respectfully requests that the BLM adopt
the North Fork Alternative Plan into the final Resource Management Plan for public lands and
federal minerals in the North Fork Valley. This plan is a community driven effort that provides a
management framework for oil and gas leasing and development that is highly protective of the
North Fork Valley’s many important features and resources including a thriving agricultural
economy, scenic vistas, and healthy populations of wildlife and game. The BLM must adopt
management that protects these resources which make Paonia and the North Fork Valley such a
special place. Inappropriate development over the next twenty years has great potential to cause

air and water pollution, which would significantly degrade Paonia residents’ high quality of life.

The Town of Paonia is a municipal water company, Public Water System ID #CO
0115601. It has been in continuous operation since Paonia incorporated in 1902. Paonia supplies
water to approximately 1631 taps through 1099 accounts with an averaged equivalent of 3300
residents both in town and outside of town limits, including 27 private water companies.
Paonia’s water is acquired via 38 springs and the Town passed Watershed Ordinance 2003-02 on
February 25, 2003. There is established by the Town of Paonia, Colorado a Watershed
Designation (“Watershed”) pursuant to Colorado Revised Statutes (C.R.S) 31-15-707(1)(b). The

Walershed is that area in which the Town shall exercise its powers to maintain and protect the
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Town’s waterworks from injury and the Town’s water supply from pollution. This Watershed is
created under the authority granted in C.R.S 31-15-707(1)(b), as amended. The Watershed and
these regulations are created only for the purpose of protecting the Town’s waterworks and water
supply. Furthermore, Paonia has also created a Source Water Protection Plan which the BLM
needs to consider in the determination of the final RMP. The planning team for the source water
protection plan recommended “Source Water Protection Best Management Practices” be
considered for implementation by several agencies, including the BLM. The North Fork
Alternative stipulates a buffer of oil and gas surface activities within a half of a mile from all
source water supplies. The Town of Paonia is voluntarily committed to applying source water
assessment and protection principles to finding and protecting new water sources in the future.
This is part of the larger ongoing commitment to providing the highest quality drinking water to
local residents. The Town of Paonia asks that, in order to protect the quality and quantity of our
domestic water, the final UFO RMP include all buffers and oil and gas restriction

recommendations in the Source Water Protection Plan and Alternative B1.

In addition to drinking water, irrigation water is a major concern in and around the Town
of Paonia. Irrigation waters are used not only for animals but the farms and orchards that are
highly regarded throughout the state for providing high quality products. Many of these farms
and orchards are certified organic and any contamination would jeopardize this certification. The
Town’s economic diversity relies upon the agricultural industry in the North Fork Valley.
Unforeseen contamination could significantly impact the land and subsequently the agricultural
industry that is so vital to the economic stability of this area. Mineral leasing and severance tax
funds will not compensate for the loss of agricultural endeavors and its attributed labor force.
The North Fork Alternative, B1, provides protections that would ensure that all agricultural

irrigation waters would be protected through the buffer that is stipulated in the the plan.

Any proposed areas that could become open for leasing in the final RMP that are on or
near critical wildlife habitat, such as the Roeber State Wildlife Area which is designated as a
critical habitat area by the Division of Wildlife, should be protected from any potential negative
impacts from oil and gas development. This particular area is a fawning area for deer and is

closed in the winter. Any human disturbance could affect the wildlife reproduction or migration
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that is being protected here. The Town has a vested interest in the hunting and recreational
activities that take place in proximity to these wildlife areas as these types of activities create an

economic interest for residents and draw visitors to the area.

Furthermore, areas that are in close proximity to town limits which are used for
recreation must be protected from potential damage due to oil and gas development. In addition
to the concerns about the impacts on local recreation areas, any potential development that would
be accessed by Town of Paonia streets would severely impact our already degrading roads.
Heavy truck traffic is cause for concern at the municipal level. Not only would the increase in
traffic cause real damage to the surfaces of our roads, there would be an increase in exhaust

fumes and dust which would settle into the valley and deteriorate air quality.

The Town is very concerned about potential health risks associated with natural gas
development and is concerned that the BLM has not adequately addressed the potential for
lasting negative impacts on the citizens of the North Fork Valley if the quality of the air and
water in this area were to be compromised due to increased pollutants that come from the drilling
process. In the words of a lead researcher from Johns Hopkins Bloomberg School of Public
Health, Brian Schwartz "The first few studies have all shown health impacts," he says.
"Policymakers need to consider findings like these in thinking about how they allow this industry
to go forward.” The Town of Paonia has long been committed to providing a high quality of life
for all of the people that call this area home. This quality of life is directly impacted by the
quality of air and water in the North Fork Valley. The Town urges the BLM to make decisions
using the best available data, as this is a requirement of the National Environmental Protection
Act (NEPA). Current information gathered in 2010 needs to be updated as many factors have
changed in the North Fork Valley in the past 6 years, including the structure of our economy.
Anything that threatens the health of our citizens is not congruent with the quality of life that the

Town of Paonia is committed to maintaining for generations to come.
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The Town of Paonia has a long legacy of mining and the safety and welfare of the men
and women that work in this industry is of foremost concern to the Town. The Town of Paonia is
opposed to any industry that would further degrade or risk the coal mining business in this
valley. The coal mining industry has worked in harmony with all other industries that have been
growing in this area. The mines have invested in the community and given jobs to generations of
families. Due to the unknown risks associated with nearby oil and gas development, the Town of
Paonia supports limiting the areas where oil and gas development are allowed within our local

arca.

Livestock grazing is also an important economic activity in the Resource Planning
area. Livestock grazing on BLM managed public lands is very important to the sustainability of
ranches in Delta County. The livestock grazing on these public lands provides spring, fall and
winter grazing for these ranches. The elimination of livestock grazing or reduction in use could
affect the viability of these ranches. Any proposed elimination or reduction in use must be based
on documented trends in rangeland conditions. If range resource conditions have been identified
to be unsatisfactory, strategies for improved management should be considered before livestock
grazing reductions are considered. If reductions in livestock grazing are considered the analysis
must also evaluate the economic impacts of these reductions on the individual ranch operation
and on the county. The base ranch operations for ranches holding public land grazing permits are
providing significant amounts of open space and wildlife habitat. If ranches are forced to graze
the private lands more heavily or to sell out due to livestock reductions, what impacts will this
have on conditions on these private lands? The Town of Paonia does not support any alternative
that eliminates or reduces livestock grazing unless there is a documented problem in rangeland

conditions that cannot be resolved with improved management.

Finally, the Town of Paonia strongly encourages the BLM to designate Jumbo Mountain
as a Special Recreation Management Area (SRMA) and manage it as such. This designation
would allow an area that is already being predominantly used for recreation, such as hiking.
biking, equestrian and ATV use to be managed and maintained for the quality of these uses. as
well as historical uses such as hunting and grazing. Management of this area should benefit from

BLM resources that will ensure that the trails remain safe and that residents and visitors will
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enjoy a high-quality experience. The economic growth surrounding recreation activities in our
valley is substantial and valuable to the community as it supports multiple businesses throughout
town that provide lodging, food, services and goods to the growing numbers of people that are
visiting this area in order to access the beautiful trails and public lands that surround the town.
The current lack of a management for Jumbo Mountain and user created trails are not
sustainable. In order to ensure that trails are well maintained and that the area is managed
correctly for decades to come, we urge the BLM to designate and manage the full BLM Jumbo
Mountain unit as a Special Recreation Management Area. The final plan should also include an

Ecological Emphasis Area to protect critical winter mule deer and elk habitat.

The Town of Paonia would again like to thank the BLM for the ongoing efforts of the
Uncompahgre Field Office to develop a reasonable Resource Management Plan that safeguards
all resources in the North Fork Valley. Specifically, we appreciate the inclusion of the North
Fork Alternative as part of the dratt RMP. This locally driven proposal ensures protection of the
entire Gunnison Watershed, supports farmers, protects public health, sustains ecological well-
being and allows for continued building of a sustainable rural economy. We again request that
the BLM adopt the North Fork Alternative B1 in the final RMP as it is the only alternative that

thoroughly addresses the issues identified in this letter.

Sincerely,

Charles Stewart
Mayor
On behalf of the Town of Paonia Board of Trustees
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Footnotes

October, 2015 Johns Hopkins Study Links Fracking to Premature Births, High Risk
Pregnancies.http://hub.jhu.edu/2015/10/12/fracking-pregnancy-risks/




Town of Paonia

Comment

BLM Response

NEPA

The Town respectfully requests that the BLM adopt the North
Fork Alternative Plan into the final Resource Management Plan
for public lands and federal minerals in the North Fork Valley.
This plan is a community driven effort that provides a
management framework for oil and gas leasing and
development that is highly protective of the North Fork
Valley's many important features and resources including a
thriving agricultural economy, scenic vistas, and healthy
populations of wildlife and game.

As a foundation of the Uncompahgre RMP revision, the BLM UFO
conducted and completed the Analysis of the Management Situation
(AMS, June 2010) for the Uncompahgre decision area. For the AMS, the
BLM analyzed available inventory data, including the 1985 San Juan/San
Miguel RMP and 1989 Uncompahgre Basin RMP, and other relevant
information to characterize the resource area profile, portray the
existing management situation, and identify management opportunities
to respond to identified issues. The analysis provides, consistent with
multiple use principles, the basis for formulating reasonable alternatives,
including the types of resources for development or protection (43 CFR
1610.4-4). This analysis includes Alternative B.I as it is being considered
in this planning process.

Fluid Mineral Leasing

Any proposed areas that could become open for leasing in the
final RMP that are on or near critical wildlife habitat, such as
the Roeber State Wildlife Area which is designated as a critical
habitat area by the Division of Wildlife, should be protected
from any potential negative impacts from oil and gas
development.

Site-specific review for individual well pads, roads, or pipelines will be
addressed at the application for permit to drill stage, which will also
include on-site visits and a discussion of the specific conditions of
approval and best management practices needed to address potential
impacts, including those to adjacent wildlife habitat.

Furthermore, the DEIS contains stipulations and best management
practices designed to protect resources. The stipulations contained in
the DEIS were developed based on the best available data at the RMP
planning level. These stipulations will be reviewed and implemented
where appropriate, at the site-specific level when a project is proposed.
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Furthermore, areas that are in close proximity to town limits
which are used for recreation must be protected from
potential damage due to oil and gas development. In addition
to the concerns about the impacts on the local recreation
areas, any potential development that would be accessed by
Town of Paonia streets would severely impact our already
degrading roads. Heavy truck traffic is cause for concern at the
municipal level.

This site-specific project analysis would include vehicular traffic on local
roads where appropriate.

Health a

nd Safety

The Town is very concerned about potential health risks
associated with natural gas development and is concerned that
the BLM has not adequately addressed the potential for lasting
negative impacts on the citizens of the North Fork Valley if the
quality of the air and water in this area were to be
compromised due to increased pollutants that come from the
drilling process. In the words of a lead researcher from Johns
Hopkins Bloomberg School of Public Health, Brian Schwartz
"The first few studies have all shown health impacts,” he says.
"Policymakers need to consider findings like these in thinking
about how they allow this industry to go forward."

RMP-level impact analyses are broad and qualitative rather than
quantitative or focused on site-specific actions. The BLM adequately
analyzed impacts to public health and safety at the RMP level, in
accordance with the significance criteria outlined in 40 CFR 1508.27(b).
As noted in the DEIS (page 4-447), under all alternatives, lease
stipulations and BMPs would limit impacts on human health and safety
from development. Lease stipulations and BMPs would be applied as
determined appropriate at subsequent site-specific NEPA analysis at the
application for permit to drill stage.

DEIS Section 4.6.2 analyzes general impacts of all the alternatives,
including specific impacts from decisions directly and indirectly related
to oil and gas leasing activities, on public health and safety. Specifically,
potential for exposure to chemicals during fluid mineral development
(e.g., from spills and leaks) is discussed on page 4-447 and potential
geological hazards on page 4-445. Likewise, although the DRMP/DEIS
recognizes the potential for impacts to public safety from pipeline spills,
increased vehicular traffic, and a strain on emergency services, related
quantitative impacts would be addressed in a site-specific analysis and
not at the broader RMP-level analysis. Further, the COGCC is the
primary agency charged with fostering the responsible development of
Colorado's oil and gas natural resources in a manner consistent with
the protection of public health, safety, and welfare, including the

environment and wildlife resources. Although the BLM does have
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standards and regulations for mineral extraction and development, the
BLM requires that all operators be in full compliance with standards and
measures set by the COGCC when conducting operations on public
lands.

Livestoc

k Grazing

The elimination of livestock grazing or reduction in use could
affect the viability of these ranches. Any proposed elimination
or reduction in use must be based on documented trends in
rangeland conditions. If range resource conditions have been
identified to be unsatisfactory, strategies for improved
management should be considered before livestock grazing
reductions are considered. If reductions in livestock grazing
are considered the analysis must also evaluate the economic
impacts of these reductions on the individual ranch operations
and on the county. The Town of Paonia does not support any
alternative that eliminates or reduces livestock grazing unless
there is a documented problem in rangeland conditions that
cannot be resolved with improved management.

Through the land use planning process, the BLM may designate lands as
“available” or ‘“unavailable” for livestock grazing, as well as impose
grazing use restrictions, limitations, or other grazing management-
related actions intended to achieve goals and objectives (BLM
Handbook H-1601-01, Land Use Planning Handbook, Appendix C);
therefore, it is appropriate to include limitations beyond those in the
Standards for Public Land Health and Guidelines for Livestock Grazing
in Colorado (BLM 1997).

Recreation

Finally, the Town of Paonia strongly encourages the BLM to
designate Jumbo Mountain as a Special Recreation
Management Area (SRMA) and manage it as such.

The BLM recognizes the economic importance recreation may have on
local economies that is why the Jumbo Mountain SRMA is being brought
forward to the PRMP Alternative. This is based on current BLM
guidance (BLM Handbook H-8320-1, Planning for Recreation and Visitor
Services) which identifies SRMAs as administrative units where the
existing or proposed recreation opportunities and recreation setting
characteristics are recognized for their unique value, importance, and/or
distinctiveness, especially as compared to other areas used for
recreation.

SRMAs are designated where recreation activities will be the dominant
resource within a specific area.
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Water

Paonia's water is acquired via 38 springs and the Town passed
Watershed Ordinance 2003-02 on February 25, 2003. There
is established by the Town of Paonia, Colorado a Watershed
Designation ("Watershed") pursuant to Colorado Revised
Statutes (C.R.S) 31-15-707(1 )(b). The Watershed is that area
in which the Town shall exercise its powers to maintain and
protect the Town's waterworks from injury and the Town's
water supply from pollution. This Watershed is created under
the authority granted in C.R.S 31-15-707(1)(b ), as amended.
The Watershed and these regulations are created only for the
purpose of protecting the Town's waterworks and water
supply. Furthermore, Paonia has also created a Source Water
Protection Plan which the BLM needs to consider in the
determination of the final RMP. The planning team for the
source water protection plan recommended "Source Water
Protection Best Management Practices" be considered for
implementation by several agencies, including the BLM. The
North Fork Alternative stipulates a buffer of oil and gas surface
activities within a half of a mile from all source water supplies.
The Town of Paonia is voluntarily committed to applying
source water assessment and protection principles to finding
and protecting new water sources in the future. This is part of
the larger ongoing commitment to providing the highest
quality drinking water to local residents. The Town of Paonia
asks that, in order to protect the quality and quantity of our
domestic water, the final UFO RMP include all buffers and oil
and gas restriction recommendations in the Source Water
Protection Plan and Alternative BI.

To meet the multiple use mandate of the BLM while minimizing risk to
water/aquatic resources, the DEIS includes a range of NSO and CSU
stipulations to minimize risk to the various types of water resources,
including public water supplies that use a groundwater well or spring
(see DEIS Table 2-2, pages 2-28-2-49; note that total maximum daily
loads are presented on page 2-35, line 44) and agricultural irrigation
waters.

A range of management actions related to source water protection,
including stipulations preventing or limiting surface-disturbing activities
near designated municipal watersheds and source water protection
areas and domestic wells, were included and examined in the DEIS.
Potential impacts on municipal water are examined in DEIS Section
4.3.3, Water Resources (pages 4-80—4-100) and Section 4.6.2, Public
Health and Safety (pages 4-444—4-451). Best management practices, as
included in DEIS Appendix G, would be implemented as appropriate at
the site-specific planning level.

In addition, BMPs and project design features would be required for
site-specific projects. The list of standard operating procedures and best
management practices as related to water protection in DEIS Appendix
G is not exhaustive but include consideration of closed-loop drilling
systems, tanks to store flowback fluids, and water quality testing and a
prohibition on the use of evaporation ponds for disposing of produced
water. The BLM will work with project applicants to determine
appropriate standard operating procedures and best management
practices at the site-specific, project level. These specific mechanisms to
regulate and monitor impacts on water quality and quantity from drilling
operations will be determined at the site-specific planning level prior to
project implementation.
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Date: July 25, 2019

To: Jamie Connell, BLM State Director PA O N l A

CeQO+L+sO«R+AD-O

From: Paonia Board of Trustees
Dear Director Connell:

The Town of Paonia has appreciated being an active participant in with the Butreau of Land
Management Uncompahgre Field Office for the Resoutce Management Plan. As an active past and
continuing participant, the Town of Paonia hereby submits this formal protest of the Final
Environmental Impact Statement and Proposed Resource Management Plan for the Uncompahgte
Field Office on behalf of the Town of Paonia and the Board of Trustees, 970-527-4101,

paonia@townofpaonia.com.

"The Town of Paonia previously commented on the Diaft EIS, in a letter submitted on Octobet 27,
2016. This comment is referenced in the Appendix R Comment Summary of the FEIS and Proposed
RMP as 500176_StewartC_20161027_TownofPaonia. In our comment, we requested the BLM adopt
the North Fork Alternative Plan to provide a community dtiven management framework for oil and
gas leasing and development to protect the North Fork Valley’s thriving agticultural economy, scenic
vistas, and healthy populations of wildlife and game. We expressed setious concerns with the draft
EIS and the Preferred Alternative included thetein, focusing on the issues of protections for the
Town’s source water and other domestic water supplies, impacts to Town infrastructure, health risks
from natural gas development, adverse impacts to wildlife resources, and management of Jumbo
Mountain. These are the issues that form the core of the Town of Paonia’s protest. We also protest
BLM’s introduction of an entirely new Alternative E, without the proper public comment at the
protest stage, which is radically different from the 4 alternatives that were the subject of the Draft
FEIS.

ISSUES

Source Water Protections

'The Town of Paonia’s original 2016 comment letter requested the BLM include all buffers and oil and
gas restriction recommendations in the North Fork Alternative Plan, including a 2 mile setback and
s mile no leasing restriction between oil and gas operations and the Town’s soutce watet supplies,
which is consistent with the Town’s Soutce Watet Protection Plan. This Y2 mile setback is necessary
to ensure that the Town is able to continue providing high-quality drinking water to its residents. The
Proposed RMP imposes significantly less-protective setbacks and is inconsistent with the Town’s
Soutce Watet Protection Plan,

Additionally, the town requested the BLM adopt the protections for irrigation water included in the
North Fotk Alternative to ensure the viability and sustainability of our Valley’s agricultural industry.
The BLM failed to propetly analyze potential impacts to irrigation water from oil and gas development
and do not adequately address the concerns we raised in our 2016 comment letter.
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Town Infrastructure

The Town of Paonia is a municipal water company, Public Water System ID #CO 0115601, The
Town of Paonia has severe concetns about the impact of oil and gas development on infrastructure
the Town maintains. Paonia's water is acquited via 38 surface water influenced ground-water springs
and the Town passed Watetshed Ordinance 2003-02 on February 25, 2003. Paonia has also created
a Soutce Water Protection Plan which the BLM needs to consider in the determination of the final
RMP. The planning team for the soutce water protection plan recommended "Source Water
Protection Best Management Practices" be considered for implementation by several agencies,
including the BLM. As our water crisis highlighted, infrastructure is fragile, and the 'Town needs an
RMP crafted with that in mind. The Town of Paonia asks that, in order to protect the quality and
quantity of our domestic water, the final UFO RMP include all buffers and oil and gas restriction
recommendations in the Source Water Protection Plan and Alternative Bl The level of increased oil
and gas development anticipated in this Proposed RMP would significantly exacerbate this already
serious issue.

Health Risks

The Town of Paonia has long been committed to providing a high quality of life for all of the people
that call this area home. This quality of life is directly impacted by the quality of air and water in the
North Fotk Valley. The Town urges the BLM to make decisions using the best available data, as this
is a requirement of the National Envitonmental Protection Act (NEPA). As the Sixth Edition of
Physicians for Social Responsibility’s “Compendium of Scientific, Medical, and Media Findings
Demonstrating Risks and Harms of Fracking” and numerous other studies demonstrate, there ate
clear 1isks of living downstream of oil and gas development. Our 2016 comment letter made clear
the concerns the Town has about protecting our ait and water supplies, and the health of out
comimunity.

Additionally, the Town of Paonia raised concerns regarding industries that would further degrade ot
risk the coal mining business in the North Fork Valley. Due to the unknown risks associated with
nearby oil and gas development, the town supported limiting the areas where oil and gas
development are allowed. This concern was not propetly addressed by the BLM in the proposed
RMP.

Wildlife Resources

Wildlife and its habitat have both their own inttinsic value, and significant value to the Town of
Paonia. In our 2016 comment letter, we wete very clear that wildlife tesources need protection from
oil and gas development. The town requested the BLM protect areas that are on or near critical
wildlife habitat, such as the Roeber State Wildlife Area, be protected from any potential negative
impacts from oil and gas development. Rathet than protecting wildlife resources, the RMP radically
reduces the stipulations designed to protect wildlife and habitat in the North Fork Valley area from
that which was originally considered in the original 4 alternatives proposed in the Draft EIS.

Jumbo Mountain

The Town of Paonia tequested that ateas in close proximity to town limits which are used for
tecreation must be protected from potential damage due to oil and gas development. As outlined in
the North Fork Alternative Plan, we requested Special Recteation Management Area (SRMA)
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designation for Jumbo Mountain. This designation must include no leasing and no sutface
occupancy stipulations. The SRMA should manage this land for the quality of hiking, biking,
equestrian and ATV experiences, as well as historical uses such as hunting and grazing. Additionally,
we requested this area should include an Ecological Emphasis Area to protect ctitical winter mule
deer and elk habitat. Maintaining the viability of the area for all forms of recreation within the
Jumbo Mountain area is a key priority, and was ignoted.

PLAN SECTIONS UNDER PROTEST
s Alternative E in its entirety
¢ Section 3.4.2 Public Health & Safety
¢ Section 4.3.1 Air Quality & Climate
¢ Section 4.3.2 Soils & Geology
e Section 4.3.5 Water Resoutces
s Section 4.4.3 Fish & Wildlife

CONCISE STATEMENT WHY STATE DIRECTOR’S DECISION IS WRONG

First, it is imptopet, and a violation of the National Environmental Policy Act for the BLM to
publish an entirely new altetnative hete in this final proposed RMP. Alternative E, the proposed
RMP, is wholly new. It has not been subject to any public comments ot review. When the Town of
Paonia commented on the Draft EIS for this RMP, we were unable to comment on Alternative E,
because it did not exist. To offer a proposed RMP that has been subject to no public comment is
unacceptable, doubly so when the new altetnative is directly contrary to the comments submitted by
over 40,000 members of the public, and the Town of Paonia.

‘The Final EIS ignotes the input of the Town of Paonia across the board. The Final EIS downplays
the significant health and environmental risks associated with oil and gas development, not to
mention the impact on the local economy and offers 95% of the federal mineral estate to
development, with no concern for Town of Paonia. The Town of Paonia requested no leasing
within ¥ mile of public water supplies and a % mile no sutface occupancy stipulation around the
same to protect its water supply, and Alternative E minimizes the potential protections for sptings,
and reduces the setback distances for the entire Notth Fork of the Gunnison Cotridor (among other
rivers).

In our 2016 letter, the Town of Paonia supported the Notth Fork Alternative, Alternative B.1, that
would have extensive No Sutface Occupancy (NSO), Controlled Surface Use (CSU), and Timing
Limitations (T1) areas to protect wildlife tesources. Alternative E significantly reduces the amount
of land area under those protective designations, in some cases eliminating them entirely, with no
consideration for the wildlife resources. The Proposed RMP shrinks existing Areas of Critical
Environmental Concern and eliminates Ecological Emphasis Areas entirely. Finally, the Town
requested a 5020-acre Jumbo Mountain Special Recreation Management Area (SMRA) with a fluid
mineral withdrawal. The Proposed RMP cuts the acreage of the SMRA to less than 1,600 actes and
eliminates any NSO, and dramatically reduces the CSU and TL stipulations within the area. Oil and
gas will thetefore continue to threaten the future of Jumbo Mountain recreation.
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Offering Alternative E at the protest stage, without public input is deeply flawed, and impropet.
Ignoring the input of the Town of Paonia and membets of the public to create that alternative is

also deeply flawed.

For these reasons, the Town of Paonia respectfully protests the Final EIS and Proposed RMP.

Sincerely

yot Pro-Tem, Chelsea Bookout

stee, Mary Bachran

K}/ y Trustee, Karen Budinger

e
- S T'tustee, Dave Knutson
7m Town Administrator, Ken Knight

G& Town Clerk File
Town Attorney
Western Slope Conservation Center
Citizen’s for a Healthy Community

36

Office: 970-527- 4101 / 214 Grand Avenue / P.O Box 460, Paonia, CO 81428-0460
www.townofpaonia.com



37

Date: July XX, 2020

To:  Jamie Connell, BLM State Director
From: Mayor Mary Bachran

Dear Director Connell:

The Town of Paonia has appreciated being a cooperator in the Bureau of Land Management
Uncompahgre Field Office Resource Management Plan (RMP) revision process for the last 10+
years. Unfortunately, the final plan, released on April 17, 2020, does not take into account the Town’s
previous comments, dismissed our protest, and is a reflection of the energy-dominance agenda
coming from Washington D.C. instead of the priorities of our local community on the Western Slope
of Colorado. The Town has participated on behalf of its residents at every step in the process, and
we are disappointed to not see our concerns addressed in the Approved RMP and Record of
Decision.

The Town previously commented on the Draft EIS, in a letter submitted on October 27, 2016. In
our comment, we requested the BLM adopt the North Fork Alternative Plan to provide a
community-driven management framework to protect the North Fork Valley’s thriving agricultural
economy, scenic vistas, and healthy populations of wildlife. We expressed serious concerns with the
then Preferred Alternative of the draft EIS becauseit would have failed to protect these values.

The Town subsequently submitted a protest on the Proposed RMP/Final EIS on July 23, 2019. In
our protest, we noted that the Final EIS ignores the input of the Town across the board. The Final
EIS downplays the significant health and environmental risks associated with oil and gas
development proximate to our community, not to mention the impact on the local economy, and
offers the entirety of the federal mineral estate within the North Fork Valley to development without
adequately assessing the impacts on surrounding communities.

The Approved RMP and ROD fails to protect the Town and the surrounding lands and resources
that make the Town so unique. At a time when our local economic outlook is uncertain due to the
COVID global pandemic, the BLM has chosen to create additional uncertainty by pressing forward
with this plan that will have significant impacts on our local economy. The Approved RMP and
ROD is inconsistent with our local economic development visioning, which relies on many diverse
small businesses including agriculture, technology, and creative industries. We respectfully request
that the BLM withdraw the RMP and work with us on a new path forward, one that adequately
addresses our previous concerns. The Town's strong preference is protection from the risks of oil
and gas development and certainty in this matter, whether through a new path forward either
administratively or through federal legislation.

The Town has repeatedly requested strong protections for our source water and other domestic
water supplies, for our Town infrastructure, for health risks from natural gas development, for our
critical wildlife resources, and for recreational management of Jumbo Mountain. Our water supplies,
wildlife resources, scenery, opportunities for recreation, and environmental and community health
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must be protected from irresponsible oil and gas developments in order for our local economy to
thrive. We must ensure that our public lands are managed in a manner that allows for and protects
current uses, and that adequately protects the shared resources like clean air and water in which we

all depend.

Respectfully,

CC:

Jared Polis, Governor

Sen. Michael Bennet

Sen. Cory Gardner

Rep. Scott Tipton

Colorado State Rep. Julie McCluskie
Colorado State Sen. Kerry Donovan
Delta County BOCC
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AGENDA SUMMARY FORM

AP

PAONIA

Intent to Participate in November Coordinated Election

Summary:

Request for formal action by the Board stating the intent to provide a referred ballot measure
in the coordinated November election.

Notes:

No financial requirement until the intergovernmental agreement is completed and language is
submitted to the County.

Possible Motions:

Motion by:

2nd:

vote:

Vote:

Trustee Bear

Trustee Budinger

Trustee Johnson

Trustee Knutson

Trustee Meck

Trustee Pattison

Mayor Bachran:

July 10, 2020
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July 24, 2020

Aug 25, 2020

Sepi 4, 2020

Sept 18, 2020

Sept 21, 2020

Oct 2, 2020

Oct 9, 2020

Oct 14, 2020

Oct 19, 2020

Nov 3, 2020

July 10, 2020

IMPORTANT DATES FOR THE NOVEMBER 3, 2020
GENERAL ELECTION

Last day for political subdivisions who have taken formal action to participate
in the election to notify the county clerk in writing. (100 days before the
election) 1-7-116(5); 1-1-106(5)

Intergovernmental agreements to be signed by the political subdivision and
ALL county clerks in which the district is located. (No later than 70 days
before the election) 1-7-116(2)

Deadline for the designated election official of each political subdivision to
certify the ballot order and content to all county cterks in which the district is
located. (No later than 60 days before the election). 1-5-203(3)(a)

Last day to file pro/con statements pertaining to local ballot issues with the
designated election official in order to be included in the issue mailing.
{Noon Friday before the 45" day before the election) 1-7-901(4)

Last day for the designated election official to deliver ballot issue notices to
the county clerk and recorder. {No later than 43 days before the election)
1-7-904

Last day to mail notice of a ballot issue election. Atrticle X, Section 20(3)(b);
1-1-106(5) (30 days prior to the election)

First day mail ballots may be sent to voters. (22 days before the election) 1-
7.5-107(3)(a)

Last day for the designated election official (county clerk) to publish notice of
the election. (No later than 20 days before the election) 1-1-104(34); 1-5-
205(1)

Minimum required Voter Service and Polling Centers must be open for the
election 1-7.5-107(4.5)(c)

ELECTION DAY all ballots must be received at any Voter Service and
Polling Center or designated drop off focation by 7:00 pm. Article X, Section
20(3){a); 1-1-104(6.5); 1-7-101; 1-41-102(1)
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AGENDA SUMMARY FORM

I
PAONIA

C+Q«L+OR+AD-C

ClearGov — Financial Management Software

Summary:

Presentation by Finance Officer Cindy Jones of ClearGov financial software available to
provide a more open, interactive, and transparent picture of Town finances.

Notes:

Possible Motions:

Motion by: 2nd: vote:
Vote: Trustee Bear Trustee Budinger Trustee Johnson
Trustee Knutson Trustee Meck Trustee Pattison Mayor Bachran:

July 10, 2020
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ClearGov is on a Mission to build a Community
of Modern, Transparent, and Data-Driven Local
Governments and School Districts
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& CLEARGOV

June 24,2020

Cindy Jones
Finance Director
Town of Paonia
214 Grand Avenue
Paonia, CO 81428

Dear Cindy,

Per our discussions, | am pleased to provide you and your team at Paonia with the attached
software proposal for your consideration.

Our mission at ClearGov is to help build a community of transparent, data-driven, modern
governments. We make it easy for governments like yours to operate more efficiently and
communicate more effectively. Our solutions are easy to afford, implement, and use. They
don't cause a lot of upheaval, and they don't force you to reinvent the wheel. ClearGov
solutions are designed to help local governments like Paonia take a strong next step in your
journey from good to great.

We fully appreciate the demands on your time, so I'd like to thank you in advance for the time
that you and your team will spend reviewing this proposal. If you have any questions or need
additional information of any kind, please do not hesitate to ask.

I am confident that you and your team will be impressed by the ClearGov solutions and even
more impressed by how hard we will work to make you happy.

We look forward to working with you.
Sincerely yours,

Ryan Wilson

ClearGoyv, Inc.

rwilson@cleargov.com
(901) 937-9735
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a
EXECUTIVE SUMMARY

Mission

ClearGoV's mission is to build a community of transparent, data-driven, modern governments.
We pursue this mission by making it easy and affordable for every local government to take a
strong next step on its journey from good to great. ClearGov solutions are carefully designed
to help local governments operate more efficiently and communicate more effectively,
fueling better strategic decision making and increased levels of community support.

Solutions Overview

Based on our conversations with Paonia and our understanding of your key needs and
objectives, we are proposing the following ClearGov Solutions:

ClearGov Digital Budget Book Suite

e The easiest and fastest way to build an award-winning budget book

e Automatically generates a professionally formatted template that's pre-populated
with your financials, capital request data, charts, and more
Let's you and your team work collaboratively to fill in the details

e Includes a robust Capital Requests module to collect, organize, and present key
projects in an intuitive dashboard

e Built to GFOA guidelines, optimized to ADA standards and designed to be
mobile-friendly

ClearGov Insights Suite
e Transforms complex government financials into easy-to-understand infographics
e Publishes the budget in a uniquely compelling way that drives understanding and
support throughout your community
e Includes simple but powerful tools that enable you to offer residents a window into
capital projects and department performance
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Investment

ClearGov offers solutions that are affordable for local governments of all shapes and sizes.
Paonia falls into our Tier #1 category. A summary of your investment in the ClearGov Solutions
proposed herein includes:

Setup Service Fees (One time investment)

Setup Fee $2,400
Setup Discount: If signed by June 30, 2020 ($2,400)
Total Setup Service Fees $0

Annual Subscription Service Fees (Annual investment)

ClearGov Digital Budget Book Subscription $4,500
ClearGov Insights Subscription $3,950
Bundle Discount ($1,580)
Total Annual Subscription Service Fees $6,870

See the Investment Section below for full details on setup fees and annual subscriptions.

Implementation Plan

While implementing ClearGov's accessible solutions is designed to be a turnkey process, we
offer dedicated Client Success resources to help you get up and running quickly and
efficiently. A comprehensive implementation plan is described in more detail later in this
proposal. Here are the highlights:

Project Management
e ClearGov will assign you a dedicated Client Success Manager (CSM) to coordinate,
lead, and manage the entire setup process as well as provide ongoing support.

Scope of Work
e ClearGov provides comprehensive onboarding services — at no additional charge —
to ensure that you hit your launch targets and get the most value out of your
ClearGov investment.

Launch Timeline
e Launch generally takes approximately 2 — 4 weeks from the time that you provide
your Client Data Report(s) to ClearGov, depending upon the volume/complexity of
your data as well as ClearGov client backlog.

Data Onboarding Requirements
e ClearGov will handle all importing, onboarding, and mapping of data. In short, we'll
take your raw financial information, sort it, and upload it to the ClearGov platform so it
perfectly matches your chart of accounts. The only thing you have to do is supply your
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data, which generally involves running a few simple reports from your existing
accounting system. We'll walk you through the process.

Training and Support
e ClearGov provides unlimited training and support throughout implementation and
for as long as you're a ClearGov customer. You will also have access to a frequently
updated library of online resources and best practices to help you achieve the best
outcomes.

Conclusion

In the pages that follow, we'll explain how and why ClearGov solutions not only offer the best
value for Paonia, but also make your day-to-day operations more efficient, productive, and
impactful.

ClearGov is committed to helping local governments like yours “make democracy work
better.” And while that may sound lofty, “democracy” is simply what you do every day. We
just want to help you do it in a modern, data-driven way — a way that makes your job easier,
lightens your load, showcases all the good work that you do, and ultimately helps you better
serve your commmunity.

ClearGov already works with hundreds of local governments across the country, and we'd be
delighted to welcome Paonia into the fold. If you have questions or concerns as you review
this proposal, please do not hesitate to reach out. Thank you for your consideration.
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a
SOLUTIONS OVERVIEW

We know that you're working hard to make your government run better, and you

know that technology can help you get it done. Unfortunately, most of the gov-tech

software on the market right now is designed for sprawling megacities or state and federal
government — not local agencies like yours. So, these platforms are often complicated,
expensive, and loaded with bells and whistles that you'll never use. You don't need a chainsaw
to carve a turkey. You simply need the right tool for the job.

ClearGov is built from the ground up specifically for local governments. It does everything you
need it to do. It's just-right software for agencies that are looking to take that critical next step
toward more efficient operations and better community engagement. Therefore, all ClearGov
solutions are:

N ! P INTUITIVE AND EASY TO USE
- - At ClearGoyv, everything we do is designed to make complex government
data easy to understand and easy to use, internally and by the public at
large. We present data in readily-understood infographic form, and offer
- an interface for our internal tools that's easy for every staff member to
learn and use.

‘_\ CLOUD-BASED
Web-based software requires no installation, no maintenance and is
always up-to-date. We host our software and our data with Amazon Web
Services, which ensures data security and world-class software
performance.
-
U

TURNKEY

We understand that in local governments, staff is almost always stretched
too thin. That's why we do all the heavy lifting for you. To get started, all
you have to do is send us an Excel file with your data. We'll take care of
the rest. When you login to ClearGov for the first time, you'll find that
everything is right where it should be.

Q AFFORDABLE
ClearGov is built and priced for local governments and school districts.

@ Our packages are all-inclusive, so you'll never be charged extra for

per-seat licenses, never be surprised with hidden fees, and never pay for
@ support or product updates...never.

\ 7
-
-

Our goal is to delight our customers with unbeatable valu